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David J. Breeze

The excavations revealed four periods of occupation at 
Carrawburgh (NY 859711) in prehistoric and Roman times. 
Plough marks in the natural yellow clay furnished evidence 
for the first known settlement at the site. This was suc 
ceeded by an earth-work, of which only part of the ditch on 
the north side and at the north-west angle was uncovered. 
The probability is that this was a Roman temporary camp 
used by the troops building Hadrian’s Wall. The Vallum, 
again only the ditch remaining, was next constructed across 
the site. This was succeeded by the Roman fort, built later 
in Hadrian’s reign. Evidence of two or three phases of re 
building was noted in the praetentura in 1967. The structural 
sequence in the headquarters building was complicated by 
subsidence into the filled-in Vallum ditch but in this area, 
the courtyard, three phases of rebuilding were discovered. 
In the first alterations, probably in the mid to late second 
century, the west verandah was divided into three rooms. 
Subsequent repairs reflect modifications to these arrange 
ments. In the rear range of rooms the partitions were only 
rebuilt once and hypocausts inserted probably at the same 
time in the fourth century. Limited investigations at- the 
south gate revealed that the gate had been completely 
closed up at a later date. No evidence was found to suggest 
that the fort had been destroyed at any time by enemy 
action. Ceramic evidence demonstrates that the fort con 
tinued to be occupied into the last quarter of the fourth 
century.



IN TR O D U C TIO N

The excavations were conducted by the writer on behalf 
of the Durham University Excavation Committee and at the 
invitation of the late Mr. Richard Du Cane, the owner of 
the fort. Grateful acknowledgements are due to both. I am 
also grateful to those named below who have reported on 
the finds, to Miss M. M. Hurrell, Messrs. T. Borthwick, W. 
Dodds and K. Howes for drawing the finds, to Dr. B. 
Dobson who read this report and made several useful 
comments, to Professor E. Birley, Mr. J. P. Gillam and the 
late Mr. J. Tait for their practical advice during the excava 
tion, to Mr. C. Anderson of the then M.P.B.W. for his many 
kindnesses, to Mr. and Mrs. F. Bettess for their help with 
the surveying, to Mr. A. J. Beale, assistant director in 1969, 
Dr. V. A. Maxfield, Miss L. Stephens and Messrs. R. F. 
Miket and I. Jobey, supervisors, Miss P. D. Silvester, finds 
recorder, and to the many volunteers who made the excava 
tions possible.

The finds—with the exception of the coins, the bronze 
figurine and ring and intaglio, which are in the possession 
of the Du Cane family—together with the site note-books, 
drawings and photographs, have been lodged in the Joint 
Museum of Antiquities, Newcastle upon Tyne, the staff of 
which also kindly undertook the cleaning of the metalwork.

H ISTO R Y AND D ESCRIPTIO N OF THE S ITE  (fig. 1)

Professor Eric Birley has recently discussed the fort and 
the excavations carried out prior to 1960 so only a brief 
comment is necessary here.1 The fort measures 140 m 
(460 feet) north to south by 111-700 m (366 feet) east to 
west over the ramparts, having an area of 1-56 hectares 
(3-9 acres), and lies immediately south of the curtain of

1 E. Birley, Research on Hadrian’s Wall (1961) 175-178.



Hadrian’s Wall, the north wall of the fort also being the 
curtain wall. In 1934 Professor Birley discovered that the. 
Vallum had been dug across the site of the fort and filled 
in before the construction of the fort,2 demonstrating that 
Carrawburgh was an addition to the primary forts on 
Hadrian’s W all,' themselves, together with the Vallum, 
secondary to the original scheme.3 The same excavator also 
investigated the north-west angle tower and found evidence 
to suggest that it was recessed into the curtain wall, implying 
that the fort and the curtain in this area were contemporary.4 
This is very possible for the curtain in this sector had not 
been erected before the decision to add forts to the Wall and 
to dig the Vallum; the earthwork, being slight in relation 
to the stone-work, could have been completed well before 
the curtain builders had reached Carrawburgh by which 
time it may have been decided to add this extra fort to 
break the nine miles between Chesters and Housesteads.5 
However, since the actual point of junction of fort and 
curtain was not reached further discussion of this problem 
must be suspended. The fort would certainly appear to be 
a Hadrianic foundation for Mr. J. P. Gillam has pointed out 
to me that its bath-house has a plan typical of that period6 
while pottery of that date has been found during the 
present excavations—unfortunately the two fragmentary 
inscriptions from the fort for which a Hadrianic date has 
been suggested are both not certainly of that date.7

The fort faced north. The west wall is divided into three 
equal lengths by the west gate and an interval tower; the

2E. Birley, “Excavations per lineam valli in 1934” Durham University 
Journal xxix (1935) 97-98.

3 Cf. B, Swinbank and J. E. H . Spaul, “The Spacing of the Forts on 
Hadrian’s Wall” A A 4 xxix (1951) 221-238.

4E. Birley, op. cit., 95-96.
5 For discussion of the problems relating to the building of the Wall see 

now D . J. Breeze and B. Dobson, “Hadrian’s Wall: Some Problems”, Britannia 
iii (1972).

6 J. C. Bruce, The Wall of Hadrian (1874), 16.
7 RIB 1550 and JRS L V I (1966), 218 no. 5. Cf. R. W. Davies, “A  Note 

on a Recently Discovered Inscription from Carrawburgh” Epigraphische 
Studien 4 (1967), 108-110. Pottery: nos. 18, 23, 30, 33, 34, 36, 57, 58, 70, 
72, 75, 77, 83, 89, 125.



south guardchamber of the gate and the tower, both prob 
ably cleared out in 1871, are still visible. Between the west 
wall of the fort and the headquarters building, partly exca 
vated 1968-1969, remains of the external, walls of two 
granaries are visible. The west granary, 11-400 m wide 
internally, with walls 1-200 m thick and buttresses on its 
western wall 1-200 m long and 1 m thick, is separated from 
its neighbour, with whom it shares common buttresses, by 
a 2-300 m wide gap. The position of the south walls of the 
granaries is not known but the buildings were probably 
as long as the principia, 28 m, and possibly longer. To the 
east of the principia presumably lay the commandant’s 
house.

Two ditches are visible on the west side of the fort and 
in 1896 it was found that these continued round the south 
and east sides.8 In 1964 Miss D. Charlesworth located the 
east edge of an. outer eastern ditch, which would appear 
to be a third ditch.9 The north wall was defended by the 
massive ditch of Hadrian’s Wall itself. In the third and 
fourth centuries the cohors I Batavorum was stationed at 
the fort, but the second century garrison(s) is not known— 
five units left records of their presence at the site in the form 
of building inscriptions or religious dedications but it is not 
known which, if any, were actually in garrison.10 The 
suggestion has been made that the fort was built to house a 
cohors quingenaria equiidta,11 but this is uncertain.

8 F. Haverfield, “Report of the Cumberland Excavation Committee, 1896” 
CW 1 xiv (1897), 416.

9 Dorothy Charlesworth, “Excavations on the Carrawburgh Car Park 
Site, 1964” A A 4 xlv (1967), 2. For a plan cf. A . R. Birley, The Ninth 
Pilgrimage of Hadrian’s Wall (1969), 18.

10 Cohortes I Frixiavonum (RIB 1523), I Cugernorum (RIB 1524), II 
Nerviorum  (RIB 1538), I Aquitanorum (RIB 1550) and I Tungrorum (JRS 
L V I (1966), 218 no. 5).

11D. J. Breeze and B. Dobson, “Fort Types on Hadrian’s Wall” A A* 
xlvii (1969), 29.



THE EXCAVATIONS

The excavations were carried out for a fortnight in 
September 1967, six weeks in August and September 1968 
and four weeks in August 1969. In 1967 a trial trench was 
excavated in the praetentura of the fort while in 1968 and 
1969 work was concentrated on the headquarters building. 
This building was excavated on a 6 m grid system removing 
the baulks in the final stages. The excavations will be des 
cribed in chronological order commencing with the earliest 
period.

t h e pl o u g h  m a r k s (fig. 2 and pis. IX, 2 and X, 2)

When the principia had been excavated to the level of 
the natural clay subsoil plough marks were observed below 
and to the north of rooms II, III, IV and V. The marks, 
running approximately north-south, were about 200 to 400 
mm apart and from 10 to 100 mm thick, the average being 
nearer the lower figure. At the north end of room V a few 
marks were noted running east-west 150 to 200 mm apart. 
The pre-Roman top-soil was about 200 mm thick so only 
the bottom of the plough marks, a few millimetres deep, 
showed up in the natural clay. In certain areas, for example 
in room IV where the distance between the marks was 
greater than 400 mm it is probable that the intervening 
furrow had not been deep enough to penetrate through the 
top-soil to the natural clay. The plough marks were observed 
at an early stage of the excavation of the principia but in 
spite of special attention none were noted elsewhere on the 
site. The ditch of the later pre-Vallum earthwork cut across 
the marks.

Below the floor of room V and to the east of the room, 
outside the headquarters building, were found four post 
holes varying in diameter from 300 to 500 mm and up to
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250 mm deep. At the bottom of each hole was a stone. Three 
of the post-holes were in line roughly east-west. The holes 
were apparently earlier than the fort but so few were found 
that no further conclusion concerning them is possible.

THE PRE- VALLUM EARTHWORK (fig. 5, pis. X, I and X, 2)

Beneath rooms II to V of the principia and below the 
position of the south mound of the Vallum lay a V-shaped 
ditch usually 1-450 to 1-560 m wide, though narrowing to
1-250 m at the north-west comer, and 700 mm deep. The 
ditch ran east-west from the south-east comer of room V to 
the north-west corner of room II where it turned south. 
.430 to 500 mm north of the south wall of room II the ditch 
terminated in a straight end. South of the wall a depression 
filled with large stones, some of them forming part of the 
foundations of the wall, may have been a continuation of 
the ditch on the other side of an entrance which would have 
been about 1-200 m wide.

The ditch was filled with dirty dark grey clay, which 
spread over to the north in rooms IV and V. At no point 
was this fill emptied, but the strong-room pit in room III 
had almost sectioned the ditch, providing a useful profile, 
and demonstrating that it was cut from the level of the top 
of the pre-fort ground surface. There did not appear to be 
any silt-in the bottom of the ditch, suggesting either that it 
had only been open for a short time or that it had been 
cleaned out.

The purpose of the earthwork, of which the ditch was 
part, is not certain; there appear to be four possibilities:

1. A Roman camp. The average width of the ditch, 1-500 m 
(5 feet), and its depth, 700 mm (2 feet 4 in.), are not very 
different from the minimum dimensions of the ditch of a 
temporary camp quoted by “Hyginus”, 5 Roman feet wide 
and 3 deep,12 especially allowing for the possibility that the

12 De munitionibus castrorum 49.



top of the ditch had been shaved off during later Roman 
activity. If the lack of silt in the ditch implies a short life the 
enclosure may have been a temporary camp used by the 
builders of the Wall. Since the fort was an addition to the 
number of primary forts on the Wall the camp could have 
been planted here before the decision to construct the fort 
and used by the gang building the curtain. If the fort and 
curtain are contemporary and therefore both post-Vallum 
the camp could have been used by the men digging the Wall 
ditch, which may have preceded the building of the curtain. 
In either case the ditch may have been filled in after a brief 
life by the Vallum diggers.

2. A Roman fortlet associated with the pre-Wall “Stanegate” 
frontier system. The dimensions of the. Carrawburgh ditch 
resemble those” of: the "ditch’ of the small- quadrangular 
enclosure, immediately south of the fort at Birdoswald ex 
cavated in" 1932 and 193T Tliis enclOsure or fortlet was a 
parallelogram 112 by 62 feet-arid' was” interpreted as one 
of the components of the pre-Wall Stanegate system.13 This 
system*of ffontief 'cbntrbris" now considered' to have been 
put into effect under Trajan.14 The lack of silt in the 
Carrawburgh ditch could be explained if the ditch had been 
cleaned out regularly.

3. A native rectilinear settlement of the type now considered 
to. commence in the pre-Roman Iron Age.15 The lack of silt

be. explained if the settlement was founded 
. budding of the Wall since it is 

perhaps unlikely that a 'ditch on such a site would be 
regularly, cleaned out. . " 'L

13 F. G. Simpson and I. A. Richmond, “Report of the Cumberland 
Excavation Committee for 1932: Birdoswald” CW2 xxxiii (1933) 247 and 
“Report of the Cumberland-Excavation-Committee for 1933: Birdoswald” 
CW 2 xxxiv (1934) 120-124. I  owe1 this suggestion to M r. J. P. Gillam.

14 E. Birley, “Hadrian’s Wall and its Neighbourhood” Studien zu den 
Militargrenzen Roms (1967) 8-11.

13 G. Jobey, “An Iron Age Settlement and Homestead at Burradon, 
Northumberland” A A A xlviii (1970) 86-95.
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Fig. 1. Aerial view of the fort looking east. Photo. N. McCord.





Fig. 1. The west range of the principia looking south.
Photo. V. A. Maxfield.



Fig. 1. The wall between the courtyard and the west verandah 
looking west. ' Photo. V. A. Maxfield.

Fig. 2. The junction of the north-south wall blocking off the west 
verandah from the courtyard and the southern internal partition 
wall. North is to the right. Photo. V. A. Maxfield.





Fig. 1. The bronze figurine ({). Photo. R. Du Cane.



4. A Celtic temple. The only support for this possibility is 
that in rooms IV and V the dark grey filling of the ditch 
spread over to the north suggesting initially that the rampart 
was to the north, that is outside the ditch. However, it is 
possible that the rampart lay to the south and was tumbled 
roughly into the ditch and the whole area then levelled 
off.

In the present state of knowledge it is not possible to 
reach any definite conclusion concerning the purpose of the 
earthwork but a Roman origin is most probable and of the 
two candidates in that period a temporary camp seems the 
most likely.

t h e  v a l l u m (fig. 1, pis. XI, 1 and 2)

The Vallum ditch was found under the courtyard of the 
principia to be 8-500 m wide at the top, rather wider than 
might be expected in the clay subsoil. Slightly to the east 
the ditch was found in 1934 also to be “cut to large size”16 
and a similar width of “perhaps 28-30 feet across at the 
top” was recorded 85 feet east of the east rampart-of the 
fort in 1896.17 No trace was found in 1967 of the north 
mound in the praetentura nor in 1968 and 1969 of the south 
mound under the rear range of rooms in the principia. 
Presumably both mounds were simply back-filled into the 
ditch when the fort was built.

Under the west wall and west verandah of the courtyard 
of the principia the Vallum, ditch was packed, at least at 
the surface, with stones and sealed by yellow clay. In 1897 
excavations by the east wall of the fort demonstrated that 
there the ditch was filled with loose stones to a depth of at 
least six feet,18 though Professor Birley in his section in the

™JRS  XXV (1935) 283.
17 F. Haverfield, op. cit., 417.
18 F. Haverfield, “Report of the Cumberland Excavation Committee, 

1897” CW 1 xv (1898) 176.



courtyard in 1934 found only clay, presumably from the 
mounds, filling the ditch, the bottom of which was here 
about ten feet below the level of the courtyard.19 Clearly 
where they considered it necessary, that is where they knew 
walls were to be erected, the fort builders strengthened 
the filling of the ditch with stones, though the later sub 
sidences of the west verandah into the ditch would suggest 
that the job could have been done more thoroughly.

TH E  ROMAN FORT  

TH E  PRAETENTURA (figS. 3 and 4)

The trial excavation of 1967 was carried out in the 
praetentura of the fort. A trench was laid out 40 m long 
and 1-500 m wide parallel to the east wall of the fort and 
with the east side of the trench 66-200 m west of the outside 
face of the east wall. Hodgson had recorded stone robbing 
on the east side of the praetentura20 and it was now found 
that the west side had been similarly robbed so that nearly 
all the later Roman levels had been removed.

The north section of the trench was directly on the line 
of the kerb of the rampart-backing, the width of which can 
accordingly be calculated as about 5 m. The stones f o r m in g  

the kerb were about 400 mm long and 250 m m  deep. The 
kerb was not primary since it was at a much higher level 
than the earliest intervallum road and was associated with 
the second period road; no trace of a primary kerb was 
found. Between the earliest intervallum road, which was 
of rammed gravel at least 2 m wide, and the rampart-back 
ing was a drain, one course high and covered with large 
slabs'. The road was later raised about 200 mm, covering the 
earlier drain and extending up to the new kerb. On the 
south side of this road was inserted a drain, 300 mm wide

19 See n. 2.
20 J. Hodgson, History of Northumberland, Part I I ,  Vol. I l l  (1840) 437.



and at least two courses; 300 mm, deep; the cover slabs of 
the drain were missing. In this phase the road was 3 m wide. 
At a later date the road was again raised, this time by a 
thickness varying from 240 mm at the southern end to

PRAETENTURA 1967
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FIG. 3. PLAN OF 1967 TRENCH BETWEEN 24 AND 31 M SOUTH OF NORTH END 
OF TRENCH, A. GENERAL PLAN. b '. PLAN IN LATEST PERIOD.

400 mm at the northern. The south edge of this final-inter 
vallum road lay on the north side of the drain, whose-cover 
slabs being missing had presumably not been covered by the 
metalling, and the road sloped upwards to the north cover 
ing the kerb and riding up the rampart-backing. The four 
sherds of pottery found within the build-up of the second 
road date to the Trajanic-Hadrianic period (nos.-18, 57 and 
58) possibly suggesting a second century date for-this 
renewal; the third road is undated.



South of the intervallum road lay a barrack-block 11m  
wide, of which the walls and even part of the foundations 
of the back wall had been removed by stone-robbers. The 
foundations of the back wall, 860 mm wide, and the internal 
wall, 1 m wide, were mainly of clay with rough stones; the 
front wall was apparently of timber. The back room of 
the contubernium was slightly larger than the front, being 
-3-250 m long compared to 3-100. Along the east side of the 
trench lay a dividing wall between two contubernia. This 
was apparently continued as a narrow partition, 300 mm 
wide, across the verandah, an unusual feature. The floor 
of the verandah was lightly cobbled and along its southern 
side ran an eavesdrip, 150 mm wide, formed of dressed 
stones one course deep resting on flags. The barrack was 
clearly primary and showed no signs of rebuilding, though 
such evidence if once existing could have been removed 
by stone robbers. The floor of the building was grey clay, 
but it may originally have been flagged. The pottery from 
the grey clay included sherds of Antonine and later date 
(nos. 21-23, 59-63) indicating that this floor was not primary.

A pit, with a tongue-like projection to the north, had 
been dug into the floor of the front room of the con 
tubernium. 600 mm deep it was filled with fine sand; it 
also contained a few sherds of pottery (nos. 24-25, 64-66), 
bone and two dressed stones. No evidence was found for 
the function of the pit, but it may have been a latrine-pit, 
possibly constructed at a time when the garrison of the fort 
was below full strength. It was not sealed by the floor, but 
if a latrine-pit had presumably been covered by wooden 
boards. It had seemingly been open in or after the third 
century (no. 65). The surface soil of the pit had been 
subject to heat, though no charcoal or other signs of burning 
were present.

The arrangement of the buildings in the area between 
the eavesdrip and the via principalis is not clear. This is 
partly due to exceptionally thorough stone robbing, the 
narrowness of the trench and also to the fact that the earliest



buildings may have been constructed of timber. A wall 
r u n n in g  east-west 11 m south of the eavesdrip divides the 
area into two, the difference of 200 mm between the level 
to the north and the higher level to the south presumably 
distinguishing two buildings. This would allow a barrack- 
block facing the one to the north and equal in size and a 
somewhat narrower building facing on to the via principalis. 
No evidence was found for the internal arrangements or 
the north wall of the northern building, or for the south 
wall of the southern building, but the area where the two 
buildings backed on to each other produced a complex 
of three or four phases (fig. 3). The first is represented by 
two post-holes 9-700 and 14.-300 m. south of the eavesdrip. 
These may be connected with primary timber buildings, 
though it is possible that they are part of the internal 
arrangements of primary stone buildings. Three walls 
crossed the trench, 9-100, 11 and 12 m south of the eaves 
drip, the only remains of the northern being its robber 
trench (fig. 3, A). The middle wall, 650 mm wide, was 
probably the southern wall of one building for it marked 
the 200 mm change in floor level. The south wall, 760 mm 
wide at the lowest course and reduced by one offset on the 
north side and two on the south to 560 mm, was therefore 
presumably the north wall of the southern building. The. 
north, robbed, wall can be best interpreted as a replacement 
of the middle wall for when it was constructed the space 
between the two walls was levelled up by dirty clay and 
stones and the middle wall reduced to its lowest course. At 
a later date a wall was built at right-angles to its predeces 
sors extending 4-650 m south from the north wall along the 
east section of the trench and overriding the remains of the 
other two walls (fig. 3, B). West of this wall between the 
earlier north and south east-west walls lay a row of stones, 
apparently forming a gulley or eavesdrip and beyond this, 
overlying a thin layer of brown soil, was a spread of broken 
tile. At the same level four flags hinted at a floor surface. 
Pottery from below this level indicates a date for the layer



later than the early third century (nos. 67-69).
In the southern part of the trench 4-500 m of the via 

principalis was uncovered, and in 1968 a further 1-200 m, 
giving the road a full width of 5-700 m. The road consisted 
of only one layer of cobbles.

Discussion

In the primary phase this half of the praetentura 
apparently contained two barrack-blocks about 11m  wide 
facing each other, and to the south of these a long narrow 
building similar to those found in other forts.21 Evidence 
was found that part at least of these buildings were of 
timber. The greater strength of the foundations of the longi 
tudinal internal wall of the north barrack suggests that this 
wall was intended to be higher than the others possibly in 
order to contain clerestory windows lighting the back-room 
of the barrack. The southern barrack and its neighbouring 
building were repaired at least once before being replaced 
by a building on a different alignment. Pottery indicates 
that this final alteration occurred in or later than the early 
third century, and probably much later. The intervallum 
road was twice repaired. No evidence was found to suggest 
that any of these repairs and rebuildings followed damage 
by enemy action. Fragments of stone roofing slabs (no. 3) 
and of tiles (no. 12) found unstratified in the praetentura 
indicated that roofing materials differed, probably at dif 
ferent times.

21 Gn Hadrian’s Wall these buildings have been found at Birdoswald, 
where it measured 48-768 by 6 m, Housesteads, 49 m long, Halton Chesters, 
where a building 47-950 by 5-448 m was interpreted as a stores-building (AA4 
xiv (1937) 164), and South Shields, where a building 42-670 by 4-890 m was 
divided by two transverse partition walls into three roughly equal rooms. At 
Ben well two small buildings behind the principia may have had the same 
function, the western building alone providing about the same space as the 
long “storehouses” of other forts.
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THE HEADQUARTERS BUILDING (figS. 5-8, pl. IX, 1)

In 1968 and 1969 work was concentrated on the prin 
cipia, in the former year the south range and in the latter 
the west range. The building was found to have been badly 
robbed: the outside wall was nowhere standing higher than 
three courses and was for long stretches reduced to the 
foundations but fortunately subsidence had preserved a 
useful area of stratification over the filled-in Vallum ditch.

The principia measured 28 m north to south by 26-200 
m east to west and faced north. The walls of sandstone 
were between 900 mm and 950 mm wide standing on 
foundations 900 mm to 1 m wide. The facing stones were 
from 140 to 160 mm high, averaging perhaps 220 mm in 
width and were tailed back up to 400 mm into the rubble 
and mortar core. The foundations consisted of broken 
sandstone with some whinstones and river-worn cobbles 
sealed by yellow clay.

The building was subdivided in the normal manner: at 
the front was a forecourt or courtyard with a verandah; 
this led into a colonnaded cross-hall or basilica with a 
tribunal in the south-west corner; at the rear of the building 
was the normal range of five rooms, the central being the 
chapel of the standards or the aedes. The building will be 
described from south to north.

The Rear Five Rooms

These rooms are numbered I to V from west to east. 
They measured 5-600 m internally north to south and were 
subdivided by partition walls 800 to 900 mm thick. Room 
I was 3-900 to 4 m wide internally, II 4-300 m, III 4-700 
m, IV 4-100 to 4-200 m and V 3-900 to 4 m. The rooms 
clearly fall into groups: I and V are the same size, II and 
IV slightly larger and III, the aedes, the largest. The



foundations of the internal partition walls were constructed 
at a slightly higher level than the external walls of the 
building, the top of the foundations usually being level 
with the top of the first course of the outer wall. The parti 
tion walls, at least at the bottom, cannot therefore have been 
bonded in with the outer walls.

The rooms will be described from east to west:

Room V  (Pl. X, 1)

No facing stones remained on the two outer walls of 
this room and the west wall was robbed to the foundations 
but the north wall retained two courses of facing stones in 
parts. The foundations of the north and west walls con 
tained two layers of stones separated by clay. The founda 
tion trench of the bottom layer was packed at the sides 
with yellow clay and the stones where discernible were 
similar to those of the western partition walls (see below) 
being small pieces of broken sandstone. The stones of the 
upper layer were much less homogeneous in character, con 
sisting of largish broken dressed stones, cobbles as well as 
smaller pieces of sandstone, while the sides of the founda 
tion were packed with brown clay. The upper layer is prob 
ably a later repair of the foundations, and in this event the 
whole of the Walls must have been renewed. This receives 
support from the nature of the north wall of the room. 
The stones here have not been dressed as well as the stones 
in the outer walls of the headquarters building and would 
therefore appear to be of a different, and later, date. At its 
base course the north wall was 850 mm wide and was 
reduced by 100 mm offsets on both sides to 650 mm. 1-320 
m along this wall from the west wall of the room was the 
straight west jamb of a door. The east jamb of the door 
had been robbed, but the door can have been no wider than 
a metre. No threshold was in position but two facing stones 
lie across the north side of the door suggesting either that



the door was subsequently blocked or possibly the threshold 
raised. The masons’ chippings from the rebuilt wall covered 
the foundation trench and lapped up to the bottom course 
of the north wall. Directly on top of these, opposite the 
door, lay a flagstone. The flag was worn as if by feet 
stepping through the door and was apparently in situ. This 
was the only remains of flagged flooring in any of the five 
rooms. A shallow depression by the centre of the west wall 
is to be associated with a feature in the adjoining room.

Room IV  (Pl. X, 2)

All four walls of this room were present only at founda 
tion level. The foundations of the internal partition walls 
were of similar construction to those of room V and had 
therefore presumably also been rebuilt. The main feature 
in this room was a channelled hypocaust. A dip in the 
foundations in the centre of the east wall of the room 
proclaimed the position of the stokehole. The clay covering 
the stones of the foundations had been burnt red and the 
stones themselves showed slight signs of burning, while a 
small amount of soot lay in the same area. In room V to 
the east of the stokehole lay a shallow depression already 
remarked upon. No soot or charcoal, such as might be 
expected from the raking of a hypocaust, was found here. 
A channel led from the stokehole to the centre of the room 
and from here radiated four channels to the south-east, 
south-west and north-west corners and the middle of the 
west wall. The channels averaged 600 mm wide and 100 
mm deep, most having a thin coating of mortar on their 
sides while in the three channels leading to the corners of 
the room were found traces of charcoal. The slight traces 
of burning may suggest that the hypocaust was not long 
in use and this may have been because it was not a success 
—there seems to have been no attempt to create a through- 
draught. The channels were all filled with dirty grey clay
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suggesting that after the hypocaust fell out of use the floor 
of the room was levelled. No evidence was found to date 
the insertion of the hypocaust though it must have been 
contemporary with, or later than the rebuilding of the 
partition walls, perhaps more probably the former.

Room 111 (Pl. X, 2)

This was the chapel of the standards and the largest of 
the five rooms. The foundations of the east wall, as already 
mentioned, had been strengthened and the character of 
the west wall foundations suggests that it had also. On either 
side of the wide entrance to this room there had been heavy 
foundations. Those on the east consisted of five large stones 
forming a base 1-550 by 1-140 m by 250 mm deep. The 
stones of the west base had been robbed but the base had 
measured 1-500 by 1-100 m. Cobble foundations lay under 
the bases and ran across the entrance under the position 
of the threshold, which had also been robbed. The bases 
had clearly been the supports of an arch spanning the 
entrance into the aedes. The absence of similar bases at 
the other rooms suggests that their entrances were different; 
it is unlikely that they had originally existed in the two 
eastern rooms and had been subsequently removed during 
repairs. The main feature of this room was the strong-room. 
The floor of the strong-room was not square; the north, 
west and south walls were 2-450 m long and the east wall
2-600 m. Nor did it fit squarely into the aedes. It was set 
back 2 m from the north wall, 1-200 m from the west wall, 
1 m from the east wall and from 820 to 940 mm from the 
south wall. The floor, which was of flagstones, was 1-400 m. 
below the floor of the aedes. The pit for the strong-room 
was faced with dressed stones. A maximum of five courses 
of walling were still in position, the wall being offset by 
60 mm after the second, course. In the clay bonding of the 
wall were found 8 fragments of a grey jar dating to the



Trajanic-Hadrianic period (no. 70). This pot was probably 
broken during building operations implying that the strong 
room was primary.22 No steps were found leading down into 
the strong-room and entrance must therefore have been 
by a timber ladder or stair, or conceivably by a stone stair 
built within the strong-room and since robbed.23 There was 
a layer of silt about 40 mm thick at the bottom of the strong 
room, the rest of the pit being filled with stone-robbers’ 
debris and similar rubbish. In the silt were found a coin of 
Severus Alexander dated to 227 (no. 137), a small bronze 
figurine which was probably part of the clasp of a box 
(no. 174), a piece of bronze (no. 163), and an iron ferrule 
(no. 148):

Room II

? The east wall of this room had apparently been rebuilt, 
but the foundations of the west and north walls were of the 
original small sandstone pieces and did not appear to have 
been repaired. When first, cleaned the floor of this room 
seemed to show evidence of a channelled hypocaust similar 
to that in room IV. “Channels” were visible radiating from 
the centre to the north-west and north-east corners and the 
centre of the east wall, and traces suggestive of one leading 
to the south-west corner also remained. However, on further 
cleaning and sectioning these “channels” proved to have 
no depth. It would appear that if a hypocaust was planned 
for this room it was not completed and no evidence of a 
stokehole was found. It is possible that the hypocaust in 
room IV was built-first arid when found not to be a success,

22 Though the strong-rooms in Hadrian’s Wall forts are usually considered 
to b e ‘insertions there is'no formal proof. .First century strong-rooms are 
known at the legionary fortress of Inchtuthil and at the auxiliary fort at 
the Lunt, Baginton. . .
 ̂ 23 At* Rudchester the. stairs were built partly within the strong-room (A A 4
i (1925). 102, fig. 17).. The situation at Benwell may. have been similar (AA4



as would seem to have been the case, the work in room II 
was stopped.

Room I

Two facing stones remained in position on the south side 
of the north wall of this room, otherwise the internal walls, 
which do not seem to have been repaired, were robbed to 
their foundations. The room must have been entered from 
II since the tribunal blocked access to it from the north. 
On the natural yellow clay lay builders’ debris, masons’ 
chippings and broken roofing tiles, mainly tegulae, up to 
60 mm thick. Where necessary this was levelled up with 
grey clay to produce a floor surface level with the top of 
the second course of the outer wall and just above the 
foundations of the internal partitions. The floor may have 
been flagged, though no flags or parts of flags were found. 
It may be remarked that no trace of burning such as might 
be caused by a brazier was found, suggesting possibly the 
existence of a flagged floor. The floor was later raised up 
to 200 mm by an infilling mainly composed of dirty yellow 
clay. The three datable sherds from this material indicate 
a date later than the Antonine period for this floor (nos. 32, 
71 and 72). The nature of this floor surface also remains 
uncertain.

The Basilica

The basilica, which presumably stretched the width of 
the building, was 7-800 m wide. No masonry was found 
on the line of the north wall, simply a foundation raft, 
part of the purpose of which was to fill a depression in the 
ground surface. This raft narrowed to the east to a more 
regular foundation 1*100 m wide. The wall probably con 
sisted of open arches as at Chesters, Rudchester and Ben-



well.24 The hall was certainly colonnaded for the western 
base was found; there were probably four bases in all. The 
foundations of the uncovered base were of the usual small 
pieces of sandstone sealed by yellow clay and measuring
1-900 by 1-400 m. The column base itself had been robbed 
from a hole 1-200 by 1-100 m. The nave of the basilica was 
thus 5-250 m wide and the aisle 1-450 m. The column base 
appeared to be more substantial than the foundations of the 
north wall of the basilica, a situation paralleled on Hadrian’s 
Wall at Benwell, where the excavators suggested that this 
indicated “that the inner division was higher, carrying the 
clerestory necessary for the adequate lighting of the hall”.25

The tribunal lay in the south-west corner of the basilica 
as at Housesteads. Externally it measured 3-900 m square, 
having a hollow centre, and only its foundations remained.

The Courtyard (figs. 7 and 8, pis. XI, 1, XI, 2 and XIII, 1)

The courtyard was 10-300 m wide. The western side of 
the north entrance was uncovered, but had been robbed to 
the foundations, so that it was not possible to determine the 
nature of the entrance. Directly below the courtyard ran 
the filled-in ditch of the Vallum into which the courtyard 
had sunk. This complicated the stratification, but had led to 
the preservation of the highest standing walls and the best 
stratified levels in the building.

Phase 1

The site was prepared by back-filling the Vallum ditch 
with the material from the mounds, strengthened at strategic

24 J. C. Bruce, Handbook to the Roman Wall12 ed. I, A. Richmond 
r 1966), 85; P. Brewis, “Roman Rudchester” A A 4 i (1925), 101, pl. 1; F. G. 
Simpson and I. A. Richmond, “The Roman Fort on Hadrian’s Wall at 
Ben well” AA± xix (1941), 11.

25 Ibid., 11.
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places by stones, and by sealing the fill with yellow clay 
(pl. XI, 2). The west wall of the principia was not provided 
with its own foundations where it crossed the filled-in Vallum 
ditch, the stone packing of the ditch being considered suffi 
cient. On both sides of the ditch the foundations stopped 
just under a metre short of the edges of the ditch, the inter 
vening stones resting upon the natural clay. This may have 
been a mistake, but perhaps more probably was intentional 
being intended to take the stress caused by the presence of 
the filled ditch. The masons’ chippings from the walls of 
the principia lay on the yellow clay sealing the ditch. No 
trace was found of the internal arrangements of the court 
yard though the usual verandah (or range of rooms?) had 
presumably existed, the column bases probably having been 
on the line of the later walling.

Phase 2

The area over the Vallum ditch within the headquarters 
building extending 4-600 m eastwards from the west wall, 
up to where it was cut by a later intrusion, was subsequently 
levelled up about 200 mm with grey clayey turfy material, 
presumably brought from outside the fort. This material 
contained fragments of pottery and tile. Subsidence over the 
ditch made it difficult to determine whether the levelling 
up was done during the construction of the building, but 
after the outside walls had been erected, or at a later date 
after some subsidence had taken place. Subsidence was 
greatest under the later walling on the line of the presumed 
original colonnade. This in part was due to the subsequent 
action of the wall itself but a thickening of the layer of 
levelling-up material under the wall indicated that it was 
filling an already existing depression. This must have been 
caused by the weight of the colonnade, but the fact that the 
west wall had not subsided indicated that there was a further 
factor to take into account, that is the composition of the



fill of the Vallum ditch. The existence of stones below the 
west wall but none under the centre of the courtyard sug 
gests that only the site of the walls had been carefully 
prepared; the colonnade, on the edge of the heavy stone 
foundation, had suffered accordingly. It was not possible 
to determine whether subsidence had caused the verandah 
to collapse; the roofing tiles, both tegulae and imbrices, in 
the grey clay could have found their way there in any 
rebuilding operations.

Flags were laid on top of the levelling-up material, in 
places directly on the turf, elsewhere on a bedding layer of 
small stones and brown soil. The flags may originally have 
covered the whole of the verandah, and possibly the court 
yard, but were now only preserved beneath later walls. A 
wall, 650 mm wide, was erected on the flags running north- 
south dividing off an area 3-300 m wide internally from the 
rest of the courtyard. At right angle's to this wall remained, 
bonded in, the bottom course of the east end of an east-west 
partition wall (pl. XII, l).26 This wall created two rooms, the 
northern 7 m long internally and the southern 2-900 m. The 
unequal size of the two rooms suggests that the northern was 
subdivided by a partition wall later demolished.

The introduction of the levelling-up material, the laying 
of the flags and the construction of the walls are presum 
ably contemporary. The pottery found in the levelling 
material is Trajanic-Hadrianic or Hadrianic-Antonine in 
date (nos. 33-36, 75-79) suggesting that these modifications 
were carried out in or after the later years of the reign of 
Hadrian. This material undoubtedly came from outside 
the fort and the pottery could have been lying about as 
rubbish for a number of years before being brought into 
the fort with the turf. The total number of pots—eleven— 
represented in this level is not large, but the complete 
absence of any demonstrably late Antonine or third century 
pottery might suggest that the introduction of this material

26 The corner facing stones were no longer in position but the cores of 
the two walls certainly bonded together.



into the fort was earlier rather than later, that is in the mid 
to late second century, though an element of doubt must 
remain.

Phase 3

At a later date the north-south wall was demolished, 
completely at the north end—later stone robbing had re 
moved the vital evidence at the south end of the wall—but 
where subsidence into the Vallum ditch had taken place one 
course of walling was left and at the centre of the subsidence 
seven stones of the second course also. Partly overlying the 
remains of this wall was a second, 300 mm to the west, 
varying in width from 650 mm at the southern end to' 850 
mm at the northern (pis. XII, 1 and 2). This wall stood to a 
maximum height of four courses and had a rubble core. It 
was not as well built as its predecessors. Apart from the earlier 
wall its foundations, where present, consisted of broken 
pieces of stone and similar builders’ debris. Two doors, both 
700 mm wide, led into a long room suggesting that it was sub 
divided. As in the earlier phase no evidence remained for 
the position of the northern partition but the earlier southern 
partition appears to have continued in use since its existing 
remains are above the level of the threshold of the adjacent 
door into the putative middle room. The position of the 
door into the southern room is unknown. There is no 
evidence that the flagged floor of the earlier period was 
replaced at this time; it probably continued in use. To the 
east of the north-south wall lay a drain, which, although 
suffering damage from a later intrusion, still remained to 
a greater or lesser extent for its whole length along this 
wall. For a distance of 3-500 m northwards from the south 
wall of the courtyard the drain was but one course deep 
but over the north side of the Vallum ditch part remained 
three courses deep. Thus although the drain now sagged 
as it crossed the Vallum ditch the top was presumably
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level. The drain was constructed of well dressed stones and 
covered with capstones, a few of which still remained in 
position, though there was no evidence for a watertight 
bottom. The space between the west side of the drain and 
the remains of the earlier north-south wall was packed with 
builders’ debris: broken pieces of stone, masons’ chippings 
and mortar debris which extended under the secondary 
north-south wall clearly demonstrating the contemporaneity 
of the drain and the wall. Sand laid over this debris formed 
bedding for the flagged floor of the courtyard, two flags 
remaining level with the top of the bottom course of the 
wall and the threshold of the southern door.

Across the east side of this door was a long stone clearly 
placed in position before the facing stones on either side 
of the entrance for these stones rested on it. It is doubtful 
if this stone ever served as a threshold for it actually lay 
below the level of the top of the foundations of the wall. 
On it were three facing stones, their upper surfaces level 
with the two flags of the courtyard outside the door. These 
three stones were, however, an insertion into the doorway, 
being set back about 30 mm from the face of the wall. It 
is possible that they replaced an original threshold which 
was planned to be at the lower level but during building 
operations, or even later, was raised to correspond to the 
general level of the surrounding area.

The only datable evidence for this phase are two sherds 
of pottery of an Antonine date (nos. 37 and 84). That part 
of the lower courses of the earlier wall were left to serve 
as foundations suggests that further subsidence had taken 
place and was the reason for the alterations.

Phase 4

Subsequently there were extensive modifications made 
to the courtyard and the western three rooms. An intrusion 
was cut into the western part of the courtyard, taking away



the eastern side of the drain and going down into the filling 
of the Vallum ditch. This intrusion was probably connected 
with the sinking of the well (see below). The hole was filled 
with large stones and sealed with stiff blue-grey clay. The 
excavated area of the courtyard was then covered with a 
layer of gravel from 90 to 150 mm thick and flagged. This 
flagging was rough consisting of approximately rectangular 
flags, irregular flags and reused dressed stones. The flags, 
as opposed to the reused dressed stones, were found to the 
east of the excavated area and may belong to an earlier 
phase, the reused stones being laid after the construction 
of the well (pl. XIII, l).27 An eavesdrip was laid running 
round the west and north sides of the courtyard and the west 
side of the northern entrance to the courtyard. The eavesdrip 
was constructed of stones about TICK) m by 300 by 300 mm 
deep, with the groove about 60 mm wide and 50 mm deep.

At the same time that the courtyard was flagged, thus 
raising its level, the thresholds of the two doors into rooms 
VII and VIII were raised about 250 mm.- On the courtyard 
side of the door into room VIII was a stone two courses 
high and 200 mm thick lying across the width of the door 
way and showing signs of wear on the upper surface. Behind 
the stone lay a jumble of stones roughly thrown in to raise 
the level of the threshold. The door into room VII was 
at the same time widened southwards from 700 to 1-050 
mm. At this point two of the courtyard flags with their 
gravel bedding overlay the threshold of the door. South of 
this door the wall was thickened from 650 mm to 1 m by 
the addition of a skin of dressed stones on the eastern face. 
These stones rested on gravel but directly overlay the 
remaining stones of the earliest north-south wall. A pivot- 
stone was found moved out of position immediately west 
of the north jamb of this door.

The raising of the level of the courtyard and the 
thresholds of the doors was accompanied by the raising of 
the floor of rooms VI, VII and VIII. The existing flagged

?7 The excavation of this area was not completed due to lack of time.



floor was taken up, except where it partly underlay standing 
walls, and the presumed northern partition and all but the 
four eastern facing stones of the lowest course of the 
southern partition demolished. The whole of the resulting 
long room was then covered with rough irregular flags, 
which were bedded on stones and brown soil. Resting on 
the flags two new partition Walls only 200 mm thick, with 
roughly dressed facing stones, were erected, rooms VI, VII 
and VIII now being 2-700, 3 and 3-850 m long respectively. 
Since these partition walls simply rested on the flags and were 
not bonded with the north-south wall it was not possible to 
determine whether they were contemporary with the flags 
or a later addition or replacement.

A colour-coated beaker with cornice rim found below 
the flags in the courtyard indicated a date later than the first 
half of the third century for these alterations (no. 85, cf. 
80-82, 86-87). The actual date may well have been much 
later.

The well was situated in the west half of the courtyard, 
approximately in the centre of the open area (pl. XIII, 2). It 
was almost circular, the diameter varying from 950 to 980 
mm. Well constructed of dressed stones it was excavated 
to a depth of 4-750 m, 27 courses, when considerations of 
safety stopped work. The top course of the well was formed 
of four large stones, of which two remained, dressed so as 
to form a square well-head. Into these stones was cut a 
groove, about 80 mm wide and 25 mm deep, forming a 
rectangle 1-250 m east-west by a calculated 1-400 m north- 
south. This groove may have contained metal tie-rods, 
though no evidence for these was found, support for a 
superstructure, or it may have been the seating for a wooden 
cover.28 The well seemed to have been constructed by 
digging a large pit, the radius of which was determined as 
4 m at one point, and then building the shaft up from the 
bottom. The pit was backfilled with large stones and sealed 
with blue clay as described above. It is not impossible that

281 owe this suggestion to Professor W. J. Smith.



the work carried out at this time consisted of repair to an 
already existing well and not the building, of a new one. 
The well was mainly filled with brown soil, and also con-, 
tained a few dressed stones, pottery, a small quantity of 
tile and a few bones.

Roads

The only road surface remaining round the headquarters 
building was outside the south half of the west wall. This 
well-made gravel road was once repaired and within the 
gravel of the later repairs was found a coin of Victorinus, 
268-270 (no. 141). Over the north part of this area, and 
along the via principalis immediately north of the building, 
the road surface had been disturbed by post-Roman activity. 
No road was found outside the east and south walls of the 
principia. Just south of room V were found two adjacent 
stones possibly forming one side of an eavesdrip or drain.

Discussion

The only stratified evidence found to date the construc 
tion of the ■ principia was the pot, Trajanic-Hadrianic in 
date, sealed in the clay backing of the strong-room. Stratified 
pottery of the Hadrianic-Antonine period suggests that phase
2—the partitioning of the west verandah of the courtyard 
into three rooms—should be dated to the mid or late second 
century. Such modifications to the headquarters buildings 
of Hadrian’s Wall forts are usually dated to the early fourth 
century,29 often on slight evidence. The evidence from 
Carrawburgh would suggest that here the action was rather 
earlier. The reason why extra rooms were needed at this

29 J. J. Wilkes, “Early Fourth Century Rebuilding in Hadrian’s Wall 
Forts” Britain and Rome eds. M . G. Jarrett and B. Dobson (1966), 116-121: 
Housesteads, Chesterholm and High Rochester.



time is uncertain. They may have been used to store arms 
or equipment or house extra administrative staff. It is pos 
sible that they were required to store the large quantities 
of documents which must have accumulated during the life 
of the unit in garrison and of the fort itself. No evidence 
was found at Carrawburgh to help answer this problem.

The wall partitioning off the west verandah was later 
rebuilt and subsequently the whole of the courtyard area 
was extensively renovated, a well apparently being sunk at 
the same time. No evidence was found that any of these 
rebuildings was preceded by violent destruction. Though 
such evidence could have been removed by the rebuilders 
it may be expected that some debris would have been used 
in the build-up over the Vallum ditch. The fact that no such 
material was found strongly suggests that the building had 
not suffered destruction and that the rebuilding must have 
had another cause. This cause in phase 3 and possibly phase 
4 seems to have been the subsidence into the Vallum ditch, 
each rebuilding being preceded by some levelling-up over 
the ditch. Subsidence also seems to have been the main 
reason for the phase 2 rebuilding though the need for extra 
rooms may also have been partly instrumental in bringing 
about these modifications, which themselves may have been 
part of the general overhaul of the forts of Hadrian’s Wall. 
Neither of the later alterations are closely dated but general 
considerations based on the length of time the fort was 
occupied suggests that the last, which is certainly later than 
the first half of the third century, should be dated to the
fourth century.

The modifications carried out in the rear range of rooms 
were the reconstruction of the partition walls, the reflooring 
of rooms I and V and the insertion of the hypocausts. It is 
probable that the first two were contemporary while the 
construction of the hypocausts was either contemporary 
with or later than the reconstruction of the partition walls, 
and probably the former. The road to the west of the 
principia underwent only one repair, at a date later than



268. This repair was probably contemporary with the work 
inside the building and suggests that all these repairs and 
modifications date to the late third or the fourth centuries. 
The similarity between the masonry of the north wall of 
room V and that of the final phase in the courtyard suggests 
that they may be roughly contemporary, strengthening the 
case for a fourth century date. It may be noted that the 
introduction of hypocausts to the headquarters buildings 
of Wall forts is usually dated to the fourth century.30 The 
single phase of rebuilding in the rear range of rooms lends 
support to the supposition that the repairs in the courtyard 
area were not caused by violent action.31

Unstratified pottery found both in ths. praetentura and 
the principia demonstrates that the fort continued to be 
occupied into at least the last quarter of the fourth century.

THE SOUTH GATE (fig. 1)

In 1969 Professor Birley pointed out that since the broad 
south ditch of the fort, possibly a late replacement of the two 
original ditches,32 continued across the position of the south 
gate without interruption it was probable that the gate had 
at some stage been completely blocked-up and suggested a 
trial excavation to test the point. Three 2-400 m wide 
trenches separated by 600 mm wide baulks were accordingly 
excavated across the site of the portals of the gate. Running 
east-west along the north of the trenches was the south face 
of a wall in the correct position to have been built to block 
the portals. This wall, standing up to four courses (660 mm)

30 Ibid. (Chesterholm, South Shields and High Rochester).
31 An inscription of 237 recording building by cohors I Batavorum was 

found in the north-east corner of the fort in 1838 {RIB 1553), but it is of 
course not possible to relate this to any of the alterations carried out either 
to the principia or in the praetentura. For a general discussion of the 
destructions of Hadrian’s Wall see the article cited in n. 5.

32 For the late date'of broad ditches see now H . von Petrikovits, “Fortifi 
cations of the North-western Roman Empire from the Third to the Fifth 
Centuries A D ” IRS  L X I (1971), 197.



high, contained reused masonry including a .chamfered 
stone, similar to those found elsewhere in the bottom course 
of the fort wall,33 and a pivot stone: Between the cobbled 
road surface below the wall and the wall itself was a thin 
layer of black soil, 20 to 160 mm thick, containing flecks of 
mortar. The west edge of the road lay 550 mm east of 
the west side of the west trench; the east edge lay outside 
the area, excavated. The road was therefore at least 6-770 m 
wide. Lying on the road surface were found two coins of 
Tetricus II, dated to 270-274 (nos. 144 and 145). No evidence 
was found to date the wall presumed to be blocking the 
south gate, though the find-spot of the two coins may indicate 
that the gate was still open at this time.

T H E  F IN D S  

An asterix indicates that the find is illustrated 

STON E (fig. 9) 

with Roger Miket

1. Carved stone. 200 X  120 X 100 mm.
In 1968 a carved piece of sandstone was found reused as a 
facing stone in the lowest course at the north end of the west 
wall of the principia. Mr. R. P. Wright has examined the stone 
and kindly contributed the following note: this fragment has 
no trace of lettering on the die, but carries two moulded

• grooves at the foot. The whole slab may have been prepared 
for a text and then thrown away, to be reused in building. 
While the lower side retains mason’s tooling the upper side 
and right and left sides are undressed, as if portions have
been broken off. .

2. Fragment of sandstone moulding. The only features discernible
are 2 parallel ribs.

3. Fragments of stone roofing slabs with. corner holes were 
found unstratified in the praetentura. Average thickness -23 
mm.

33 In 1934 Professor Birley found such a course in the west wall, and a 
“bevelled footing” had been discovered in the east wall in 1897 (Haverfield,
op. cit.} 176).
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4. Quern stone. Diameter 400 mm. Thickness at centre 90 mm, 
at edge 60 mm.
Quarter of a quern stone of mill-stone grit* found unstratified 
in the praetentura. One side is flat and the other slightly 
convex. The outer edge is roughly broached. The hole through 
the centre of the quern has a diameter of 25 mm at the outer 
edge, narrowing to 13 mm at the centre.

5.*Whet-stone. Length 69 mm (incomplete), thickness 25 mm. 
Rectangular sectioned whet-stone with rounded edges and butt 
end. Found unstratified in the principia.

6.*Piece of shaped slate. Maximum length 71 mm, width at 
blade 67 mm, thickness 3 mm.
A  finely worked'slate blade with bevelled edges. Possibly for 
smoothing wax tablets. Found unstratified in room II.

7.*Stone tool.. Length 123 mm, width at blade 46 mm, average 
diameter of haft,28 mm.



Slightly curving stone implement with expanded bevel head.
Found unstratified in the praetentura.

8. Spindle whorl of stone, diameter 35 mm, thickness 4 to 6 mm, 
with a central hole 8 mm in diameter. Found unstratified in 
the south range of the principia.

9. Half a stone spindle whorl, diameter 44 mm, thickness 5 mm, 
with a central hole 7 mm in diameter. Found unstratified in 
with praetentura.

F L IN T  (fig. 10).

10.*Arrowhead. Length 21 mm, max. width 12 mm.
Tanged and barbed arrowhead of the early Beaker period 
(cf. F. K. Annable and D. D. A. Simpson, Guide Catalogue 
of the Neolithic and Bronze Age Collections in Devizes 
Museum (1964) no. 141). Found in the grey clay forming the 
floor of room IV.

f i g . 10. (1)

ll.*Flint blade. Length 54 mm, max. width 11 mm.
Slightly curving and retouched along one edge. Found in the 
grey clay forming the floor of room IV  over the fill of the 
pre-Vallum ditch.

T IL E  (fig. 9)

12. Fragments of teguli and imbrices were found in the principia 
in room I  lying on the masons’ chippings and below the lowest 
floor level and in the west range of the courtyard in the grey 
clayey material over the Vallum ditch demonstrating the 
original nature of the roofs of the building. Fragments of tile 
were also found in the backing of the phase 3 drain and under 
the phase 4 flags in the courtyard. Fragments of tile and of 
stone roofing slabs found unstratified in the praetentura



revealed a difference in roofing materials, probably at different
times. .

13. On the fragment of a square or rectangular tile 35 mm thick 
found unstratified in the praetentura was the following inscrip 
tion : LEG[.
The following were found unstratified in the principia.

14.*Box-tile. Thickness 19 mm.
Fragment of box-tile in an orange fabric with an obtuse angle 
145°) diagonal cross-hatch decoration of scored lines.

15.*Box-tile. Thickness 20 mm.
Small fragment of a box-tile in an orange fabric with a cross- 
hatching of scored lines almost at right angles.

16.*Box-tile. Thickness 21 mm.
Fragment of box-tile in a hard red fabric with an acute 
angle (30°) diagonal cross-hatch decoration of scored lines.

17.*Box-tile. Thickness 22 mm.
Fragment of box-tile in a cream fabric with a rough gritty 
interior and with an ornament of 7 curved grooves averaging 
12 mm apart, presumably forming a circular decoration.

S A M IA N  P O T T ER Y34 (fig. 11)

B. R. Hartley 
From the praetentura’

Decorated ware
(a) From the build-up of the second intervallum road
18.*Form 37. Central Gaulish. The ovolo and square beads com 

bined with the good finish suggest that this is the work of 
Butrio of Lezoux; cf. JRS X X ' (1930), pl. 6. c. a .d . 125-145.

(b) From the silt in the drain south of the intervallum road
19. Form 37. Central Gaulish. Antonine.
20. Form 45 rim. Central Gaulish. Late Antonine, probably later 

than a .d . 170.

(c) From the grey clay floor in the north barrack
21. A  small fragment of unidentified form. Central Gaulish. 

Antonine.
34 Stanfield and Simpson refers to J. A. Stanfield and Grace Simpson, 

Central Gaulish Potters (1958).
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22. Form 38 or 44 base. Central Gaulish. Antonine.
23. A  small fragment, probably Hadrianic.

(d) From the pit in the north barrack
24. Form 31. East Gaulish, probably from Trier. Late second or 

early third century.
25. A  concave dish base (form 32R, 79R etc.). Rheinzabern ware. 

Late second or early third century.

(e) From below the broken tile layer
26. Form 31. Central Gaulish. Mid to late Antonine.
27. Form 37. Central Gaulish. A  rather eroded fragment with an 

ovolo used by members of .the Quintilianus group at Lezoux, 
here used with a straight line in the manner of Secundus or 
Pugnus. Presumably Antonine.

(f) Unstratified
28.*Form 37. Two large joining fragments, burnt, of a typical 

bowl of Casurius of Lezoux. For the details cf. Stanfield’s 
paper in CW2 xxxv (1935), 199. The ovolo is his no. 5, the 
seahorse no. 37, the man with chlamys no. 39, the Minerva

f i g . 11. ( i )



no. 38A and the ornament of which only the (blurred) top 
survives no. 6. c. a.d. 160-190.

29. Form' 37. Central Gaulish. Part of a bowl with large winding 
scroll. Antonine, but not assignable to a particular potter.

Potter’s Stamps

(a) From the grey clay floor in the north barrack

30.*PATERNI on form 27, several joining, and other, sherds give 
about two-thirds of the cup. The stamp is known at Lezoux, 
also on form 27, and the proportion of examples on forms 
27 and 33 (10 to 4) suggests Hadrianic to early Antonine date. 
The precise form of the Carrawburgh cup agrees since typo- 
logically it is not a particularly late example of form 27.

(b) Unstratified

31.*[ALBI]MAI on form 31. Albus of Lezoux, where this stamp 
is known on form 31R. The last three letters are presumably 
a contraction of manu. There are several examples of the 
stamp from Corbridge, but only one other from Hadrian’s 
Wall (presumably: Chesters Museum. 3405/2172). It occurs 
also in the predominantly late Antonine cemetery at Ospringe. 
c. a.d. 155-190. ..

From the headquarters building

Decorated Ware

(a) From the .upper floor in room I

32. Form 33. Central Gaulish. A  large, rather clumsy, example, 
scarcely earlier than the mid Antonine period.

(b) From the grey clayey material over the Vallum ditch in rooms 
VI and VII

33. Form 18/31R. Central Gaulish, with a good finish. Very close 
to examples from the Birdoswald Alley (CW 2 xxx (1930), 184). 
Hadrianic or early Antonine.

34. Three fragments from two different flanges, one certainly, 
the other probably, from Curie form 11. Both forms and 
fabrics suggest Hadrianic origin in Central Gaul.



35. Two unidentified Central Gaulish scraps. Hadrianic or
Antonine.

36. Form 37. Central Gaulish. The small neat ovolo and wavy 
line recall some bowls of Attianus of Lezoux (cf. Stanfield 
and Simpson, pl. 87, 25), but the only surviving ovolo tongue 
is too blurred for certainty. However, the piece is certainly 
Hadrianic or early Antonine.

(c) From the backing of the phase 3 drain in the courtyard
37. Footring. Central Gaulish. Hadrianic or Antonine.

(d) From the well
38. Form 31. Central Gaulish. Antonine (2 pots).
39. Form 31. Central Gaulish. Late Antonine.
40. Form 33. Central Gaulish. Antonine.
41. A  scrap. Central Gaulish. Antonine.

(e) Unstratified
42. Form 31. Central Gaulish. Probably mid Antonine.
43. Form 37. Central Gaulish. Hare (D 950) in a festoon. U n  

assignable, but Antonine.
44.*Form 37 flake with the small ovolo of Advocisus of Lezoux 

(Stanfield and Simpson, fig. 33, 2) c. a .d . 160-190.
45.*Form 37, almost certainly the work o f  Servus I I— the sharp 

zig-zag border ending in a blob and the stag (0.1822N), of 
which the forelegs appear here, are typical of him (cf. Revue 
Arch. du Centre IX  (1970), 131 no. 6). c. a .d . 160-200.

46. Form 37. A  small scrap with neat, small beads suggestive of 
Advocisus. Antonine.

47. Form 37. Fragment in Rheinzabern ware, with part of a 
lioness (Ricken-Fischer, Die Bilderschusseln der romischen 
Rheinzabern, Textband T26). Late Antonine or third century.

48.*Two fragments of form 37 almost certainly from the same 
bowl. The burnt fragment has an ovolo only known to have 
been used by Sissus II. It and the other sherd have wavy-line 
borders typical of Sissus and the large leaf, of which part 
appears in the medallion, was often used by Sissus I I  (cf. 
Stanfield and Simpson, pl. 77, 1 with cursive signature of 
Sissus I I  to be distinguished from Sissus I  who was asso 
ciated with Quintilianus). Bowls of Sissus I I  are relatively 
common in Scotland but this is the only one known from 
Hadrian’s Wall. c. a .d . 140-175.

49. Form 37. Central Gaulish. No precise parallel has been noted



for the decoration, but the figure type—mask D. 695, stag O. 
1784 and draped female D. 541—as well as the general style 
suggests a connection with Censorinus or one of his group. 
Mid or late Antonine.

50. Form 37. Central Gaulish. A small fragment from a freestyle 
bowl with lion D. 753 and stag D. 852. There is not enough to 
suggest the potter. Antonine.

Potter*s Stamps

(a) Unstratified
51. GE[NIALIS.F] on form 31. There is a probable example of 

the stamp from Lezoux, and others of Genialis are common 
there. This particular one occurs at Benwell, Cardurnock and 
Housesteads on the Wall system and on form 79 at Poitiers. 
Mid to late Antonine.

52.*[B]OUDUS.FE on form 31. This stamp has not been recorded 
elsewhere. Boudus may have worked at more than one centre 
in East Gaul, since his stamps are known from Lavoye 
(G Chenet and G. Gaudron, La ceramique sigillee d’Argonne 
(1955), 118), Mittelbronn (Gallia XVII (1959), 122) and Sinzig 
(O. Fischer, Die Terra-Sigillata-Manufaktur von Sinzig am 
Rhein (1969) 42 and 187). This is the only one known from 
Hadrian’s Wall. In view of the large number of stamps from 
the Saalburg (30) their failure to appear in the Erdkastell 
probably means an Antonine beginning for Boudus, though 
his not uncommon use of form 27 suggests an emphasis on an 
early or mid Antonine date.

53.*A fragmentary cursive signature below the decoration on a 
bowl of form 37. Unfortunately this signature has been almost 
obliterated in finishing the' bowl, but it might well be (in 
reverse) C.C[INO]S[ENOVIR]. This signature has recently been 
studied by Mile C. Bemont (Gallia X X V II' (1969), 169ff: 
compare especially p. 191, no. 3). The fabric of the Carraw 
burgh .sherd would not be impossible for a late South Gaulish 
product, and.several such are known from the Wall in con 
texts not earlier than a .d . 125. For what it is worth, the thin basal 
ridge and blob-like terminal to a vertical border are consistent 
with Senovir’s work. . . .

54. S[ ]S on form 31. Not identifiable, but certainly Central 
Gaulish and Antonine.' _ .



From the south gate

Lying on the road outside the gate

55. Form 31, but apparently a coarse ware imitation with red 
colour-coat. (Perhaps Oxfordshire colour-coated ware of the 
late third or fourth century.)

Unstratified plain ware from all seasons

As usual forms 31 and 31R predominate in order of frequency, 
followed by forms 33, 38 and 45. The less common forms include 
Walters 79/80 (3), Curie 15 or 23 (2), Curie 15, forms 32 and 72 etc. 
(2); Most of the sherds are Central Gaulish, but there is a significantly 
high proportion (probably 15-20 per cent) of East Gaulish ware, 
some of which will have reached the site in the third century. To 
match the pre-Antonine sherds listed above are a few examples of 
form 18/31 of Hadrianic or early Antonine type.

Conclusions

The presence of several Hadrianic or potentially Hadrianic 
sherds at Carrawburgh now seems to settle the foundation date of 
the fort, since the form 27 of Paternus or the Curie 11 flanges, 
for instance, would be quite out of place at a site founded c. a .d . 
158 or later.

A MORTARIUM STAMP (fig. 11)

Mrs. K. F. Hartley

Found unstratified in the praetentura

56.*Three fragments from a single mortarium in hard, cream 
fabric with buff slip and red-brown trituration grit. Diameter 

•267 mm. Two fragments carry a stamp, both stamps being 
from one of two dies giving Carita as the complete reading. 
This could perhaps be an abbreviation for some such name 
as Caritanus, but it is in any case rare.

Other stamps of this potter have been noted from Bin- 
chester, High Cross, Ilkley, Lanchester and Wroxeter (6). 
Ilkley was not occupied between a .d . 125 and 160. The rim- 
profiles used are undoubtedly to be placed in the latter part



of the second century and compare closely to those of Iunius, 
Sennius and Maurus who all belong to this period. A date 
c . a .d . 160-200 is suggested.

The fabric and rim-form make it possible to attribute his 
work to the Mancetter-Hartshill potteries in Warwickshire.

THE COARSE POTTERY35 
J. P. Gillam 

Stratified (fig. 12)

From the praetentura

(a) From the build-up of the second intervallum road

57.*Rim of a jar in a light grey fabric. Trajanic-Hadrianic.
58. Small fragments from each of two jars in light grey fabric. 

Probably Trajanic-Hadrianic.

(b) From the grey clay floor in the north barrack

59.*Rim to base of a grooved dish in light grey fabric; when a 
slight pitting and staining of the fractured surfaces is dis 
counted, this piece would seem to be Crambeck ware. Gillam 
320. Late fourth century.

60.*Rim fragment from a mortarium in white, “pipe-clay” fabric 
quite heavily spotted, in fracture as well as on the surface, with 
small flecks of some substance of the same crimson colour as 
haematite. Probably mid Antonine.

61.*Large fragment from the rim and part of the spout of a 
mortarium in creamy white fabric with a pinkish core. The 
rim section is close to that of the potter BELLICUS, who 
worked at Corbridge in the last quarter of the second century. 
Gillam 266.

62.*Two fragments from the rim of a cooking-pot in black- 
burnished fabric 1, now grey in places. The development of 
the rim suggests a date late in the series. Early fourth century.

63. Fragment from the cavetto rim of a cooking-pot in black- 
burnished fabric 2. Antonine.

35 Gillam refers to J. P. Gillam, Types of Roman Coarse Pottery Vessels 
in Northern Britain (Newcastle 1971).
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(d) From the pit in the north barrack

64 *Wall fragment from a dish, with rim now damaged but once 
flat, in black-burnished fabric 1. Hadrianic-Antonine.

65. Fragment of rim of a plain-rimmed dish in black-burnished 
fabric 1. Probably third or early fourth century.

66. Fragment from the base of a bowl or dish in black-burnished 
fabric 2; now copper coloured. Antonine or early third 
century.

(e) From below the broken tile layer

67.*Rim of a bowl in grey fabric with a black-burnished fabric 
2 form. Cf. Gillam 225. Early third century.

68. Rim of a bowl in a black-burnished fabric 2. Cf. Gillam 225. 
Early third century.

69. Fragment of rim of a cavetto-rim cooking-pot in black- 
burnished fabric 2. Antonine or early third century.

From the headquarters building

(a) From the clay backing of the strong-room wall

70.*Eight fragments, giving most of the profile, of a light grey 
jar with distinct internal rilling. Trajanic-Hadrianic.

(b) From the upper floor in room I

71. Fragment from angle of base and wall of a chamfered dish 
or bowl in black-burnished fabric 2. Cf. Gillam 311. Antonine 
or early third century.

72. Fragment from angle of base and wall of a fine, hard, light grey 
jar. Probably Hadrianic or Hadrianic-Antonine.

(c) From the grey clay floor of the basilica

73. Wall fragment from a light grey jar with distinct internal 
rilling, and cross-hatching on the exterior. Hadrianic or 
Hadrianic-Antonine.

74. Four fragments from angle of base and wall of a grey jar.

(d) From the grey clayey material over the Vallum ditch in rooms 
VI and VII

75.*Two large conjoined fragments from a flagon neck in light



grey gritty fabric. The stumps of two opposed handles survive.
Probably Trajanic-Hadrianic.

76.*Two conjoined fragments from rim and shoulder of a cooking- 
pot in what was once black-burnished fabric 1. Exposure to 
fire has altered the fabric of this vessel; parts of the surface 
have been turned orange, and other parts white, quite matt in 
each case; there has also been a deposit of soot, over the altered 
surface, and this has in turn partly flaked off. The tendency 
of black-burnished wares to turn orange, or white, or both, 
has previously been noted.36 Hadrianic-Antonine.

77.*Rim and shoulder fragment from a jar in hard light grey 
fabric with a darker grey surface. Trajanic-Hadrianic.

78.*Large fragment from rim of a mortarium in red fabric with 
a cream slip; grit is white and sparkling grey. Gillam 245, 
Hadriahic-Antonine.

79. 9 fragments of a cooking-pot in grey fabric. Second century.

(e) From the dark-brown soil below the Phase 4 flags in room VIII

80.*Rim of a bowl in black-burnished fabric 2. Gillam 225. Early 
third century.

81. Two small fragments from rim of a cooking-pot in black- 
burnished fabric 1. Hadrianic-Antonine.

82. Two small fragments from rim of a cooking-pot in black- 
burnished fabric 1. Hadrianic-Antonine.

(f) From the yellow clay below the brown soil in room VIII

83. Two small fragments from rim and wall of a jar in light grey 
fabric. Trajanic-Hadrianic.

(g) From the backing of the Phase 3 drain in the courtyard

84.*Fragment from rim of a bowl or dish in black-burnished^ 
fabric 2. Cf. Gillam 310. Mid to late Antonine in north-eastern 
England.

(h) From the build-up for the Phase 4 flags in the courtyard

85.*Four conjoining fragments of rim and wall of a beaker, with 
cornice rim, in brown colour-coated fabric. Gillam 90. Mid 
third century.

86. Small fragment of a grey jar in a light grey fabric.
87. Fragment of base and wall of a chamfered dish in a grey 

fabric.



(i) From below the upper road surface west of the principia

88.*Fragment from rim of a mortarium in orange-red fabric with 
a grey core. Hadrianic-Antonine.

Unstratified (figs. 12-15)

Only a representative selection of unstratified pots are described 
below.

89.*56 fragments of the rim, wall and base of a beaker in an 
orange fabric. Cf. Gillam 73. Hadrianic.

90.*Rim fragment of a small mortarium shaped bowl in cream 
fabric with orange painted decoration. Crambeck ware. Gillam 
289. Late fourth century. There is a second, burnt, example of 
this bowl, undrawn.

91.*7 conjoining fragments from shoulder to base of a cooking- 
pot in black-burnished fabric 1 with acute angle cross-hatch 
ing; surface altered in the same way as 76. Hadrianic-Antonine.

92.*Rim of a jar in grey fabric imitating a black-burnished cooking- 
pot. Antonine.

93.*Fragment of the rim and wall of a cooking-pot in black- 
burnished fabric 1, with obtuse angle cross-hatching. Gillam 
147. Mid fourth century.

94.*Rim of a cooking-pot in black-burnished fabric 1. Gillam 147. 
Early-mid fourth century. There were four other examples of 
this cooking-pot, undrawn.

95.*Rim of a cooking-pot in black-burnished fabric 1. Cf. Gillam 
147. Early-mid fourth century.

96.*Rim of a cooking-pot in black, calcite-gritted fabric with slop 
ing shoulder and no internal groove. The grit in this fragment, 
as in all the cooking-pots in this fabric, has dissolved leaving 
the distinctive holes in the surface of the vessel. Gillam 161. 
Probably mid fourth century. There are 12 other examples of 
this type of cooking-pot, undrawn with the exception of 97. 
Calcite-gritted ware rims formed approximately 40 per cent 
of the total number of rims from the site.

97.*Rim of a cooking-pot in black, calcite-gritted fabric with 
sloping shoulder and no internal groove. Gillam 161. Probable 
mid fourth century.

98.*Rim of a cooking-pot in black, calcite-gritted fabric with 
sloping shoulder and internal groove. Late fourth century. 
There are 53 other examples, undrawn, of calcite-gritted 
cooking-pots with an internal groove.
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99-101.*Rims of tliree cooking-pots in black, calcite-gritted fabric 
with pronounced shoulder and internal groove. Late fourth 
century.

102-103.*Rims of two cooking-pots in black, calcite-gritted fabric 
with pronounced shoulder and internal groove, with external 
horizontal lines. Gillam 163. Late fourth century.

104.*Rim of a cooking-pot in dense grey fabric with a black 
polished surface. Gillam 164. Probably late fourth century.

105.*Rim of a high-necked beaker, castor ware. Third century.
106.*Rim of a jar in a light grey fabric. Trajanic-Hadrianic.
107.*Rim of a jar in a grey fabric with smooth dark surface. 

Probably third or fourth century.
108.*Rim of a jar in a grey fabric. Possibly Antonine.
109.*Rim of a cooking-pot in black-burnished fabric 1. Hadrianic- 

Antonine.
110.*Rim of a jar in a coarse grey fabric.
111.*Rim of a jar in gritty light-grey fabric. Third century.
112.*Rim of a wide-mouthed bowl in grey fabric with an external 

wavy line. Third century.
.113.*Fragment of the rim of a flanged bowl in black-burnished 

fabric 1. C/. Gillam 226. Early-mid third century.
There are 33 rims of flanged bowls. A representative selec 

tion of 4 have been drawn.
114.*Rim of a flanged bowl in black-burnished fabric 1. Cf. Gillam 

228. Early fourth century.
115.*Rim of a flanged bowl in a grey fabric not necessarily Cram- 

beck ware. Cf. Gillam 229. Possibly mid fourth century.
116.*Rim of a flanged bowl in typical grey Crambeck fabric with 

an internal wavy line. Gillam 231. Late fourth century.
117.*Rim of a bowl in a coarse grey fabric.
118.*Large fragment of a bowl in black-burnished fabric l, now 

somewhat altered. Gillam 225. Mid-late Antonine in north 
eastern England.

119.*Rim of a mortarium in a cream fabric with biack grit. Cram 
beck ware. Gillam 290. Late fourth century.

120.*Rim of a segmental bowl in a pinky-buff fabric without grit; 
resembling Crambeck type 8 (Gillam 290) but not in Cram 
beck fabric. Late fourth century.

121.*Rim of a segmental bowl resembling a hammer-headed 
mortarium in an orange fabric with grey core. Possibly late 
fourth century.

122.*Rim of a reeded hammer-head mortarium in cream fabric with 
slight traces of black grit. Gillam 283. Mid third to mid 
fourth century.

123.*Fragment of a reeded hammer-head mortarium in a red fabric



with mixed grit. Mid* third to mid fourth century.
124.*Two conjoining fragments of the rim of a reeded hammer 

head mortarium in a cream fabric with black grit. Gillam 282. 
Mid third to mid fourth century.

125.*20 conjoining fragments forming most of a mortarium, but 
only half the spout, in a white fabric with mixed, but mainly 
white, grit. Trajanic-Hadrianic..

126.*Fragment of a coarse dish in a. grey fabric with external 
groove.

127.*Fragment of rim and base of a dish with a plain rim in black- 
burnished fabric 1, somewhat altered. Gillam 330. Late second 
to mid fourth century. There were 7 other examples of this 
bowl, 3 in calcite-gritted fabric, undrawn.

128.*Fragment of a dish with a plain rim in calcite-gritted fabric. 
Mid to late fourth century. There was another example of 
this dish, undrawn.

129.*Large fragment of a dish in black-burnished fabric 2, some 
what reddened. On the surface a pattern has been scratched 
after firing. Gillam 307. Late second to mid third century.

130.*Fragment of a dish in black-burnished fabric 2. Gillam 307. 
Late second to mid third century.

131. Base of a colour-coated beaker in a cream fabric with a 
brown slip. ;

The coarse pottery shows that the fort was occupied from the
reign of Hadrian into the last quarter of the fourth century, though
not necessarily continuously.

PLASTER

Several small fragments of painted plaster, white, red and 
yellow, were found in the south range of the principia. Most were 
unstratified but three fragments were found in the silt at the bottom 
of the strong-room. The walls of the administrative rooms would 
therefore appear to have beeh plastered and painted.

GLASS

I am indebted to Miss D. Charlesworth for commenting on 
the glass.

All the glass, with the exception of one piece, is unstratified. 
Most of it, from both the praetentura and the principia, is bottle



glass, with a few pieces of window glass and a fragment of a rim 
of a beaker from the principia. All the pieces, with one possible 
exception of a later date, are second century. Two are from moulded 
bottles with marked bases, which are not likely to have been 
manufactured before c. 130 (both these pieces are from the court 
yard, one from below the phase 4 flags). One piece found in the 
praetentura is from the handle of a flagon with a conical body 
made in the Seine-Rhine area c. 70-150.

COINS37 
R. A. G. Carson

Only 14 coins were found in the three seasons, but for the 
partial excavation of a frontier fort such a small number is not 
unexpected. With the exception of no. 141 all the coins were 
unstratified. The brief‘details are as follows:

The Praetentura

132. Trajan? As 98-117.
133. Antoninus Pius As RIC 934 154-155.
134. Marcus Aurelius As c. 160.
135. Illegible barbarous radiate c. 270.
136. Valentinian I or Valens LRBC 338 364-368.

The Headquarters Building

In the silt at the bottom of the strong-room

137. Severus Alexander Denarius RIC 67 227.

In room IV

138. Illegible late Constantinian AE c. 340.

The Courtyard'

139. Gallienus Antoninianus RIC 513 260-268.

37 Abbreviations:
R IC : Roman Imperial Coinage, eds. Mattingly, Sydenham, Sutherland 
and Carson.
LRBC: Late Roman Bronze Coinage, 324-498, R. A. G. Carson, P. V . 
H ill and J. P. C. Kent.



140. Constantius I Denarius RIC Rome 42a 295-297.

In the gravel metalling of the upper road to the west of the HQ
141. Victorinus Antoninianus RIC 114 268-270.

Outside the west wall of the HQ
142. Illegible radiate imitation c. 275.
143. Valens LRBC 338 364-368.

The South Gate

Lying on the road surface just outside the gate
144. Tetricus II Antoninianus RIC 254/5 270-274.
145. Tetricus II Antoninianus RIC 270 270-274.

The coins, few in number though they are, reproduce with one 
exception the typical pattern of site-finds in Britain—bronze of 
the second century, silver of the late second to third century (usually, 
as here, Severus Alexander), debased third century antoniniani 
and their imitations, and fourth century bronzes. The exceptional 
coin is that of Constantius I, for the Diocletianic denarius rarely 
turns up in site-finds, and certainly appears to be unparalleled in a 
frontier site.

METALWORK (figs. 15-16)

Roger Miket

IRONWORK

Lying on the surface of the intervallum road
146.*Iron ferrule. Length 75 mm, socket diameter 22 mm. 

Enclosed socket with strong solid point.

From the upper floor of room I
147.*Arrowhead. Length 58 mm, shank 34 mm.

Flat iron arrowhead with triangular shaped  ̂tip. The fourth 
century deposit of weapons in the Housesteads principia is 
rich in parallels (AA3 xxv (1904), 225, fig. 16), although the 
type is far from being confined to this period.





148.*Iron ferrule. Length 118 mm, socket diameter 23 mm.
Hollow conical ferrule, fashioned from V-shaped plate. The 
ferrule has not completely enclosed the wooden haft, leaving



one-third the diameter open. The absence of any securing rivet 
must have made for a very insecure attachment, unlike the 
Brough on Humber example (J. Wacher, Brough on Humber, 
1958-1961 (1967), fig. 43, no. 40), which completely encloses 
the haft.

From the brown soil below the phase 4 flags in room VIII

149.*Pick axe. Length 310 mm.
The cutting edge is expanded downwards, then sweeps back 
in a gentle arc, forming the base of the thinning rectangular 
sectioned pick. It is pierced with an oval eye flanked on either 
side by a pair of lugs. W. H. Manning notes that lugged axes 
and pick axes appear more frequently in a military than 
civilian context, and that these lugged types are noticeably 
absent in the fourth century (CW2 lxvi (1966), 11, no. 6).

U nstratified

150.*Iron ferrule. Length 87 mm, socket diameter 20 mm.
Hollow conical ferrule fashioned from a V-shaped plate. 
As with 148, the socket does not fully enclose the diameter of 
the haft, although this ferrule has been secured to it by at 
least one nail. Below the hollow socket, the iron has been 
annealed and beaten into a solid rectangular sectioned spike.

151.*Stonemason’s pick hammer. Length 107 mm (incomplete), 
width at the socket 38 mm.
Heavily corroded and broken across the socket, only the pick 
part remains. The cutting edge, which is at right angles to the 
line of the haft, is the result of a bevel confined to the upper 
face.

152.*Bow backed knife. Length 179 mm (incomplete).
The tang is rectangular in section, terminating in a point which 
combined with the absence of evidence for rivet attachment, 
would suggest that it had merely been hammered into a wooden 
handle. Of the two shoulders at the junction between tang 
and blade, that on the back of the knife is the more pro 
nounced. This back rises only to fall again to the horizontal 
blade.

153. *Knif e-cleaver. Length 172 mm (incomplete).
Small flat knife-cleaver with heavily pronounced shoulder 
between tang and blade. The point is missing although a 
straight continuation of the blade to meet the back of the 
knife is suggested, rather than a sudden up curving of the



blade as on some cleavers. A parallel comes from nearby 
Housesteads (A A 4 xl (1962), 92, fig. 3, 5).

154.*Holdfast. Horizontal 97 mm, vertical 55 mm.
Iron holdfast, rectangular in section.

155.*Key-head. Length of shank 57 mm (incomplete).
T-shaped key-head for tumbler lock. Arms and square 
sectioned shank are bent and broken off.

156.*Morticing chisel. Length 228 mm,
Morticing chisel, rectangular in section with a nail-like head 
flattened through repeated striking. The bevel forming the 
cutting edge, which is at right angles to the rectangular section, 
is almost entirely on one side of the blade.

157.*Iron handle. Length 49 mm.
Small curving handle with the base of the U considerably 
flattened. It is unlike the small drop handles which are 
generally flat, as are also the handles found on some document 
lids. Both the curve and the absence of returning arms suggest 
that it may have been a fixed handle.

158.*Iron finial. Length 59 mm, thickness 20 mm.
Heavily corroded iron finial, possibly the wing from a turf 
cutter.

159.*Iron stylus. Length 109 mm, head width 12 mm.
The expanded dovetail head is almost completely bevelled 
on one side, with only a slight chamfer on the flatter face. 
This bevelled side has a concave depression in the centre, 
widening as it reaches the edge. From the head the square 
section of the shank gives way to a round one, tapering up the 
now missing point.

160.*Socketed spatula or trowel. Length. 133 mm (incomplete), 
socket diameter 22 mm, max. width of surviving blade 56 mm. 
The line of the blade is well below the horizontal line of the 
socket although parallel to it. Enough of the blade remains to 
identify it as either a spatula of the kind found in the Cor- 
bridge hoard (Newcastle Museum of Antiquities), or a trowel, 
similar to examples from Saalburg (L. Jacobi, Das Romer- 
kastell Saalburg (1897) Text, fig. 32, 17). Traces of wood 
remain in the socket.

161.*Annular ring. Diameter 30 mm, width 40 mm, thickness 70 
mm. Heavily corroded.

162. A large number of nails were found during the excavations 
all straight with one exception, found in the pit in the north 
barrack-block, which was bent.



BRONZE AND TIN OBJECTS

From the silt at the bottom of the strong-room

163.*Bronze plaque. Length 95 mm, width 71 mm, thickness 4 mm. 
Thin bronze plate decorated with deeply incised grooved 
tooling in close set wavy lines on one side. The lower ragged 
edge, and possibly the right hand side too, would appear to 
have been intentional and part of the decoration, as the tooling 
follows their contours. In contrast, the lines of the upper and 
left hand edges exhibit a disregard of pattern that can only 
suggest that either these edges were to be hidden or that it 
was an offcut from a larger decorated sheet. The under 
side is plain.

An almost identical fragment from Gloucester (Antiq. 3. 
52, Part I, forthcoming) illustrates the same intentionally ragged 
edges and grooving tooling, as does a piece from Volubilis 
CAntiquities Africaines 3 (1969), 128), formerly used as an in 
scription. The representation in bronze of a saddlecloth on the 
equestrian statue of Marcus Aurelius in Rome has suggested a 
possible similar function for the Gloucester piece. The 
Carrawburgh example may have had a similar function and 
its find-spot, in the strong-room, would not disagree with 
this suggestion.38

From the dark brown soil below the phase 4 flags in room VII

164.*Bronze stud. Length 28 mm, shank 23 mm, diameter of head 
13 mm, hole diameter 0-3 mm.
Dome-headed stud with flattened tag-shaped. shank, pierced 
near the end. A tinned-bronze example with a moulded head 
and pierced through a small saucer-shaped cup comes from 
Segontium (Y Commrodor. XXXIII (1923), fig. 62, no. 9) 
while more elaborately decorated studs have been found at 
Saalburg {op. cit., Tafeln LII 1, 283).

Unstratified

165.*Bronze bell. Diameter 42 mm, height 27 mm.
The sides slope to a shelf, then rise again in a pierced boss with 
a dimple at the apex. Parallels in shape occur in the Museum

381 happily acknowledge my debt to M r. Henry Hurst of Gloucester
Museum and M r. C. M . Daniels of Newcastle Museum of Antiquities for
bringing the parallels to my notice.



of Antiquities. (unprovenanced 1965, 22A) and Vindolanda 
(R. Birley, The Nature of the Evidence (1971), fig. 14, 6), 
although the former had a solid handle which was part of the 
bell proper. The latter, like this example, must have been in 
three pieces; the bell, a small iron handle evidenced by rust 
staining around the perforations, and the clapper itself, cal 
culated from strike marks within the bell, to have been 27 mm 
in length.

166.*Bronze tag/nail cleaner. Length 69 mm (incomplete), max. 
width 27 mm,, thickness 18 mm.
Flat bronze strip, decorated with a schematic arrangement 
of circle and dot motifs, and a central raised hollow rib filled 
with pellets. Pierced near the end.

The early Richborough and Lydney Park excavations un 
covered a number of similar bronze objects which were classed 
by the excavator as either strap-ends or nail cleaners. Whereas 
the general division was based on the survival of a divided 
foot, the objects as a whole share many features both of form 
and decoration in common (cf. Lydney Park (1932) pi. xxviii, 
nos. 128, 129). This piece combines many of their features, 
the most noticeable apart from the common circle and dot 
motif being a shape most closely paralleled in that from 
Richborough’s fourth season of excavation (Richborough IV , 
pi. xxxvi, no. 125 but see also ibid. I, pi. xix, 34 and 35; 
pi. xxi, 46-49; IV, pi. lii, 186; pi. liv, 217; and Silchester, 
Med. Arch. I ll (1959), 79, pi. III). None of the above examples 
display the central rib which is only closely approximated 
as a series of scored bars within two parallel lines on a similar 
shaped tag from the same excavations (Richborough II, pi. 
xxi, 52).

As the strip is incomplete, it is impossible to know whether 
or not the slightly curving end would have terminated in a 
split foot, however there is no evidence on this piece for a 
split butt, which seems to have been common to all the strap- 
ends, and found on only a few of the nail cleaners.

Nearly all of the above examples were found unstratified 
in topsoil, which considering the number found in this con 
text would itself suggest a relatively late date. Those few. 
which could in any way be related to a period were all 
associated with the latest phases of Roman occupation.

167.*Bronze tweezers. Length 28 mm, width 4 mm, width 5 mm.
168.*Bronze ribbon ring. Max. diameter 12 mm, width 5 mm. 

Very worn penannular finger ring, fashioned from a strip of 
bronze elliptical in section, and decorated with three transverse 
lines on each terminal and a central score line around the



ring. The nearest parallel comes from Chesters (A A 4 xxxix 
(1961), 25 no. 16, and pi. 1 no. 13).

169.*Bronze strip. Length 92 mm, width 4 mm, thickness 1 mm. 
Bent bronze strip with concave face.

170.*Bronze bangle. Diameter when complete 84 mm, thickness 
3 mm.
Made up of three lengths of bronze wire twisted anti-clockwise 
to produce a rope-like design. Only a fragment survives.

171.*Bronze wire ring. Diameter 25 mm, thickness 2 mm. 
Possibly an earring, the bead now being missing.

172.*Tin strip. Length 37 mm (incomplete), thickness 0*3 mm. 
Thin tin strip with traces of gilding on the face. It has been 
bent outwards from the missing part of the strip causing it to 
fracture. The surviving terminal is slightly flanged, and pierced 
by two holes of different diameters for attachment.

I am grateful to Messrs. R. A. G. Carson, K. S. Painter and the 
late Mr. R. Du Cane for contributing theJnote on the following 
two objects.

Found unstratified in the north barrack

173. Ring.
The ring is of bronze with an intaglio of moulded glass, not 
cut, figure of Hercules. Date: second or third century a .d .

f i g . 17. (11)

From the silt at the bottom of the strong-room

l74.*Figurine (pi. XIV). Height 50 mm.
The nature of the object was not clear until cleaned in the 
British Museum Coin Room. It afterwards received further 
treatment in their main laboratories. A small gilt bronze bust 
of a female with Severan hair style. A detailed piece of gilt 
bronze, from the coincidence of two rivet holes in it and on



the bust, had presumably been affixed to represent drapery. 
Its use was probably as a furnishing from a box, not of British 
manufacture, possibly a family casket for valuables.

I am grateful to Mr. I. Mohammed for contributing the 
following note.

Found unstratified in the praetentura

175.*Bronze brooch. Length 31 mm, width of foot 11 mm. Colling- 
wood group V (Type 86).39
This brooch is an example of the Continental type of “knee” 
brooch with an angular profile. The foot, which is expanded, 
has vertical ribbing around it, while the spring cover is 
cylindrical in shape. The pin has been lost, and the spring 
itself is badly corroded. The catch-plate, cast solid with the 
rest of the brooch, has been broken and the portion of it 
which remains is bent slightly downwards.

Almost certainly a continental import some time after the 
mid second century, this type stands in contrast to the “knee” 
brooches with a more rounded profile, which were probably 
also produced in Britain. The only close parallel for this 
brooch in northern Britain is from Newstead (J. Curie, A 
Roman Frontier Post and its People (1911), 325, pi. 
LXXXVII, 33). Although this too was unstratified, its position 
over a filled-in ditch of period I (Flavian) suggests that it was 
lost sometime in or after the mid second century.

COUNTERS (fig. 16)

176.*Bone counter.* Diameter 22 mm, thickness 3 mm.
Circular bone counter with scored lines and four dots on its 
surface. The under side has a slight central indentation. From 
the upper floor in room I.

177. Samian counter. Diameter 25 mm, thickness 3-5 mm.
Small counter, roughly circular, made from a piece of samian. 
found unstratified in the south range of the principia.

39 R. G. Collingwood and I. A. Richmond, The Archaeology of Roman 
Britain (1969), 290 and 298.



ANIMAL REMAINS

G. W . L Hodgson

The bone fragments were all heavily butchered, the shafts of 
long bones having been split as though for the extraction of 
marrow.

Two species of mammal are represented, i.e. cattle and pig. 
They were apparently domestic forms.

Cattle—Celtic Shorthorn variety—Bos taurus longifrons (Owen)

Thirty-six fragments of rib, vertebrae and long bone shafts— 
all apparently Bos.

Three unworn selenodont bovine teeth and the left and right 
malar bones. All apparently Bos.

A left scapula*, two right scapulae*, proximal end of a left 
tibia*, proximal end of a left metatarsal (prox. width =  52 mm), 
left calcaneum*, second phalanx (1 — 37 mm; b =  25 mm), third 
phalanx (1 =  59 mm; b =  21 mm).

Pig—Sus domesticus (Linn)

Left scapula*.
Left maxilla bearing four permanent molars all in wear (P.M.4, 

M1S M2, M3).
Aves—Bird—species unknown

Two small fragments of bird long bones similar in size of those 
of modern domestic fowl (Callus gallus dom.).

* Eroded or butchered so as to make measurement impossible.

Discussion

The animal remains are all from stratified Roman levels ranging 
from the second to the fourth centuries. The animal remains are 
typical of those reported on from the Roman settlement of 
Corstopitum40 and fall within the known size ranges for that site. 
The remains apparently came from near mature animals rather than 
from young animals. The absence of sheep remains is noteworthy.

40 G. W . I. Hodgson, “A  comparative account of the animal remains from 
Corstopitum and the Iron Age site of Catcote near Hartlepools, County 
Durham” A A 4 xlvi (1968), 127 ff.


