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Friars’ Or;:hard; Technical College,
Gloucester, 1961

By HELEN E. O’NEIL, F.s.A.

College- on ground immediately to the west of the present

laboratories, occupied by the Ribston High School for Girls,
formerly the Crypt Grammar School, offered an opportunity for
archaeological examination prior to building activities. Since the
area was known to be within and close to the south-eastern stretch
of the Roman town wall the chance of excavation was gladly taken
and gratitude is, therefore, expressed to the Principal of the College,
Mr R. S. Reed, and the Educational Authorities concerned for so
willingly giving permission for the work. Mr J. N. Taylor, curator of
the City Museum, was responsible for arranging the excavation, to
whom a great debt of gratitude is owed for such efficient and happy
relations with all throughout the work. Help from the Gloucester
Roman Research Committee and from the Corporation through the
City Architect, Mr J. V. Wall, and the City Surveyor, Mr J. H.
Goodridge, was invaluable. Finance was made available by the
Corporation and the Inspectorate of Ancient Monuments, Ministry
of Works; from the latter, through Mr J. R. C. Hamilton.* To both
these sources we are greatly indebted. Mr R. D. Abbott, Deputy
Curator, and Mr A. G. Hunter, Archaeological Assistant of the
Museum were most helpful in many ways. Visits from Professor
I. A. Richmond and Dr Graham Webster were much appreciated,
and I particularly wish to record here the important contributions to
the Report by Professor Richmond and Mr Fullbrook-Leggatt.
Acknowledgment is made to Mr and Mrs Brian Hartley, and Dr Grace
Simpson for help with dating some of the pottery, also to Mr M. R.
Hull for help with the brooch and to Mr L. Richardson for informa-
tion on geological problems.

The excavation was carried out during the first fortnight in

Auﬁgust 1961, later completed and filled in by the end of September
1gb1.?

THE prospect of development of classrooms for the Technical

* The publication of the report has received financial aid from the Inspectorate of Ancient
Monuments, to whom grateful acknowledgment is made.

! For working staff we were grateful to Mr A. E. Brint, Mr G. Pimble, and Mr J. Lampard.
For generous hospitality to Mrs O’Neil during her stay in Gloucester Mr and Mrs B. C. Frith are
warmly thanked.
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FRIARS’ ORCHARD, TECHNICAL chLEGE, GLOUCEST};:R, 1961
Part 1
The Site
By L. E. W. O. FuLLBROOK-LEGGATT, M.C., B.A.

The excavation was made ninety yards east.of the Roman south
gate and some forty yards east of the place where, in No. 73 Southgate
Street, the outer face of the old town wall can still be seen, in situ,
above the present ground level (¥1c. 1). The late John Bellows wrote
of it in 1877: ‘a fine piece of its upper or medieval structure.” Since
his day its condition has not improved.!
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Fig. 1. Map of S.E. corner of Roman Gloucester. Black and White squares indicate sites of finds of
tessellated pavements. Former sites of excavation by arrows with dates. Based on Ordnance Survey
1 : 1250, published 1955.  Crown Copyright reserved.

It was only possible to examine the inner face of the Roman wall
as the back wall of the yards and gardens of the houses on the north
side of Parliament Street (formerly Green Dragon Lane) had been

1 Procs. CNFC, vi, 173.
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built upon it. These houses stand in what used to be the Roman,
medieval and Stuart time ditch. The outer face, where excavation
was made, appears to have been robbed and is now of brick above
ground level. '

. All the private houses referred to and the commercial buildings
at the western end of the street were built after 1843. Until about
1870, Green Dragon Lane veered south-west at a point just west of
that where the excavation took place and it joined Southgate Street
close to the main entrance to the Gloucestershire Royal Hospital.
The site of the Green Dragon Inn from which Parliament Street took
its old name is now occupied by the north wing of the hospital. The
present western end of the street is on the line of Sweep Alley which
used to follow that of the ditch.

This is the sixth excavation to be made in the grounds of what is
now the Gloucester Technical College. The Crypt Grammar School
was situated in them between 1889 and 1938. In medieval times, they
formed part of the property of the Grey Friars or Friars Minor
(Franciscans) and the name Friars’ Orchard is still retained today.
They are bounded on the north by the Grey Friars footpath (formerly
St. Mary’s Lane), on the east by Brunswick Road (formerly Parker’s
Row), on the south by Parliament Street, and on the west by the backs
of the premises on the east side of Southgate Street. From Roman
times, down to the 1gth century, the orchard constituted the south-
east corner of colonia and of city respectively. Only in the first of earlier
excavations (1931) was it possible to uncover the outer face of the
Roman wall, and then the presence of water put a stop to examination
of the outer ditch.

Little is known of the history of the town wall in post-Roman
times. S. Rudder quotes Archdeacon Furney (1695-1753) as stating
that William I ordered the north-east and south sides of Gloucester
to be fortified ‘with a strong embattled wall and gates’.? Medieval
walling was found when the angle tower, about 114 yards east of the
present excavation, was uncovered in 1933.> Gloucester Corporation
possesses a grant of 1306—7 which mentions Schepenelone, and another
of 1402 relates to a parcel of land ‘in the south street of Gloucester,
between the land of the Rector of St. Mary in the South (church of
St. Mary de Crypt) on the north and the lane called “Shepynlane”
on the south.”® This lane is mentioned in the Rental of 1455, and in

1 Trans. BGAS, L, pp. 268—-9.

2 Rudder, S., New History of Gloucestershire, 1779, p. 87.

3 Trans. BGAS, L, pp. 282-3.

¢ Calendar of the Records of the Corporation of Gloucester: No. 778, p. 300; No. 1050, p. 375.
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FRIARS’ ORCHARD, TECHNICAL GOLLEGE, GLOUCESTER, 1961

that of 1535 it is called Shipplane and described as ‘annonte Seynt
Kynbr(o)wes in thr other syde of the strette (Southgate Street), and
extendyth alonge to the Greye Fryers’ wawlle’.! This is onthe line
of a street of Roman origin which has just been found to the rear of
the Roman town wall. '

Speed’s map of Gloucester, in 1610, shows the outer face of the
wall and on it a bastion tower which, if the map is accurate, was close
to the site which is the subject of this report. (The two Roman towers
as yet located, one of them definitely,®> were both internal towers.)
This one might have been wholly medieval. It may be that referred
to in a grant of Henry III in 1246 in which he gave to the Friars
Minor of Gloucester ‘the Turret of the King’s wall of Gloucester,
and the way called Scademan between the said turret and the houses
of the Friars, to hold schools of theology in the said turret.”® This is
the only known mention of a Scademan way. Apparently, it ran south
to the town wall from the friary buildings. Hall and Pinnell’s plan.
of Gloucester, 1780, shows a short lane running south, slightly east
of the present Priory Place, which may have been the northern end
of the way.

When the Royalist army, led by Charles I, tried unsuccessfully
to take Gloucester in 1643, the sectors of the city to bear the brunt of
the siege were the South and East gates, and the wall between them.
In order to strengthen the defences, the whole of the wall from the
Almesham Postern, at the north-east corner of the city, to the South-
gate ‘was lined with earth up to the battlements, cannon-proof.’
The wall at this date was said to have been about two storeys high,
battlemented, with walks on top.* The South gate was so battered
that it collapsed shortly after the siege was raised. The piece of wall
just uncovered was close to this gate and, undoubtedly suffered at
the same time. This may account for the upper course of what remains
today, massive though the stones are, having been considerably
displaced. '

Further damage was to come. Charles II, on his restoration,
ordered the city wall to be razed. It was then, apparently, that
east of a rebuilt South gate, its height was reduced to eight or nine
feet.® G. A. Howitt, writing in 1890, stated: ‘But the greatest loss we
ever sustained was when all that length of wall from Constitution Walk

1 Cole, R., Rental of the Houses of Gloucester, 1455, pp. 12b and p. xv.

2 Trans. BGAS, Lxvu, pp. 5-22, and Procs. CNFC. vi, p. 172.

3 Close Rolls. 30 Hen. m, p. 447.

4 Bibliotheca Gloucestrensis, pp. lix and 214.

5 Howitt, G. A., Gloucester’s Ancient Walls and Gate Houses, 1890, p. 20.
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(at rear of the City Museum and Library) around Friars’ Orchard up to

~ the back of the old South Gate House was valued at and disposed of

for £120.” This money was to be invested in the name of the Mayor,

Corporation, and citizens, and with the Lords of the Treasury, it

being stipulated that no part of the wall was to be interfered with, -
but to be protected and preserved as an object of local and historic

interest. Any person was to be permitted, on application to the Mayor,

to inspect it. The land sold was, apparently about six feet wide.

Of this stretch of some twelve hundred yards of town wall, all that is

visible to the public today is a stretch of its outer face in the basement

of the building that houses the Public Library and Museum in

Brunswick Road and a fragment in the back garden of No. 73 Parlia-

ment Street, close to the site of the Roman angle tower. Here it is out

of true alignment. This is, presumably, due to its having been rebuilt
after being breached during the siege of 1643.

Part II

The earliest Roman occupation of Gloucester

By 1. A. RICHMOND, C.B.E., F.B.A.

In 1942 an important step forward in the study of Roman
Gloucester was marked by the publication of a paper? entitled ‘Glevum
and the Second Legion,” by Mr Charles Green, in which attention
was called to the significance of the Roman finds-at Kingsholm, in
particular the Claudian and Neronian coins, the Samian and coarse
wares and brooches, and also to the fact that Ermine Street, which
makes at Wotton a sharp turn from north-west to north of south-west,
is aimed not upon Gloucester but upon Kingsholm, as if an early
military site had been planted there, determining the course of the
road. The finds of military objects have been more.recently considered
by Dr Graham Webster,® and there should be added Claudian pottery
recently discovered in Kingsholm Square.*

There is no room for doubt that Kingsholm was the scene of
Claudian military occupation, though whether the timber buildings,®
of which remains were seen in 1933 by Mr Green and Dr St. Joseph

* Howitt, G. A., Gloucester’s Ancient Walls and Gate Houses, pp. 35-5.
2 JRS, xxxu, p. 39. 3 Arch. Journ., cxv, pp. 79-80.

¢ Shown to the writer by Mr A. G. Hunter, of the Gloucester Museum.
8 JRS, xxxu1, p. 46, fig. 6.
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during construction of an air-raid shelter in the Kingsholm Recreation
Ground, were in fact military structures must remain uncertain
pending further observations of the kind, the more so since their
orientation occasioned considerable difficulty when an attempt was
made to lay down a conjectural outline of the site upon a map.* The
outline eventually drawn assumed that the site had been occupied
by a 5o-acre fortress, garrisoned by the Second Legion.

The basis for the belief in the presence of a legion at Gloucester
is the account by Tacitus of measures taken by the governor of Britain,
Ostorius Scapula, in A.D. 49. It is stated? that ‘the tribe of the Silures
remained unchanged either by terrorism or by mercy, but that it
would wage war and would need to be repressed by a legionary
fortress. That this might come the quicker, the colonia of Camulo-
dunum was planted in captured land with a strong contingent of
veterans, to help against rebels and to assist the allied peoples who were
to be initiated in their legal duties.’ Tacitus does not here state the
fact that until A.p. 49 Camulodunum had been garrisoned® by the
Twentieth Legion and the ala I Thracum. But these were the troops
now freed for service in the west and it is significant that the ala
Thracum is attested by an inscription at Cirencester* and the Twentieth
by a lost stone at Gloucester.? For the presence of the Second Legion
at Gloucester there is no evidence and the assumption, that it was
from Gloucester that that legion moved to Caerleon in A.D. 74-5,
1is without factual foundation.

While, therefore, it seems correct to conclude that a legion was
moved to Gloucester in A.D. 49, it seems clear that the legion in
question was the Twentieth, and the assumption that it was Legio
II Augusta is without support. It is also possible to question whether
the legionary fortress stood at Kingsholm. The area of rising ground
is not large and it is not easy to place a fo-acre fortress of the normal
legionary size on the plateau. In March 1961, however, an opportunity
for investigation of the area assigned to the south quadrant of the
postulated fortress presented itself when building began on the site
of new Junior Schools in Sweetbriar Street. A 250-foot trench was
cut right across the putative line of the defences and well into the area
behind them without disclosing either Roman occupation or structural
remains on the undisturbed clay subsoil; and, while this negative
evidence in no sense disposes of the existence of an early Roman site
at Kingsholm, it might seem to rule out of court so large a site as a

1 7RS, xxxu, p. 41, fig. 5. ? Ann., xu, p. 32.
3 CIL, v, p. go; FRS, Xxvin, pp. 212-13, plate xxiii.
¢ CIL, v, p. 58. 5 Ibid., vo, p. 1339.
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legionary fortress. It would, in fact, raise the question whether the
legionary fortress had been planted in the position later occupied by
the colonia, exactly as at Lincoln,® while the Kingsholm site had been
occupied by a smaller fortification erected by an auxiliary regiment
during a still earlier seizure of the Severn crossing.

Previous excavation of the colonia defences, however, had estab-
lished contact only with the Roman Wall. The rampart-backing behind
it had remained unexamined, since modern buildings impede access to
it at almost every point in the circuit. The opportunity to cut a section
through the rampart which presented itself at Friars’ Orchard was
therefore accepted with alacrity by the Gloucester Roman Research
Committee. The results obtained by Mrs O’Neil and described by
her below revealed a state of affairs very like that at Lincoln,* where
the colonia wall was added to the pre-existing rampart of the legionary
fortress only after that rampart had itself served for some time as the
defence of the new town. Not only is the Gloucester rampart shown
to be evidently earlier than the wall, which cut away its original
front, but it is defined as a military work by a series of typical military
ovens built into its rearward face and further dated by associated
pottery to a period extending from Claudian to Flavian times. In
other words the military use of the rampart corresponds very closely
to the period A.D. 49-79, following which the Twentieth Legion was
transferred to the North for Agricola’s campaigns and thereafter
settled at Chester. At Lincoln, however, proof that the military
rampart belonged to a legionary fortress was not regarded as complete
until its existence had been established on each of the four sides of
the colonia.® It is obvious that distributed evidence of a comparable
kind is equally necessary at Gloucester, before the postulate that the
colonia circuit represents that of the earlier legionary fortress can be
regarded as a proved fact. In view of the Lincoln analogy, however,
it would seem reasonable to regard the matter as proved at Gloucester
if a similar structural sequence were to be found in the almost dia-
gonally opposite position on the circuit where the King’s School
House, Cathedral Gardens, offers another point of access to the bank.
For it could then be demonstrated that the military rampart extended
over an area equivalent to that of a legionary fortress. It is thus highly
desirable that the earliest opportunity may be taken to test the validity
of the postulate so forcefully posed by Mrs O°Neil’s important
discoveries.

1 JRS, xxx1x, p. 57. .
2 JRS, xLIX, p. 110~G. Webster.
3 JRS, xrvi, p. 25, fig. 3—F. H. Thompson.
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Partr III

Excavation and Interpretation
(Section A, Fig. 2)

A trench go feet long, 8 feet wide and on average 10 feet deep,
and orientated NE-SW, was opened up in the narrow unoccupied
stretch of land between the laboratories at the back of the Technical
College and the row of classrooms of the Ribston High School for
Girls, formerly part of the Crypt Grammar School. The site lay just
within the known line of the Roman town wall, and the trench exca-
vated was go yards east of the estimated site of the colonia’s South
gate. The south end of the trench adjoined the north face of the modern
brick wall bounding the back yards of numbers 2 and g Parliament
- Street, the brick wall having been erected on the actual Roman
masonry.

A mechanical digger was employed to remove top-soil, which
was expected to be accumulated garden soil anything up to 10 feet
deep. It began work at the north end of the trench and worked to a
depth of 8 feet before encountering any recognizable ancient levels.
This depth was maintained until consolidated layers suggestive of a
rampart, accompanied by burnt material were reached, when the
digger ceased to be used and excavation proceeded by hand. The
value of having the digger for the preliminary work was well repaid,
as a large part of the trench was occupied by a forgotten air-raid
shelter of the Second World War, 25 feet long and 5 feet below ground.
There was a thick floor of concrete and the walls were of brick and
bags of hard-set cement. It was thus feared that the site for excavation
was ill chosen, and would prove a dead loss in time and effort, but
by good fortune the west wall of the shelter did not reach the west
side of the trench, which had already been chosen as the face to be
recorded in section, while the south edge stopped short of the Roman
rampart. : »

The system followed in the following report of the excavation
has been to describe the sequence of levels, beginning with the lowest
and continuing upwards, discussing simultaneously the filling com-
posing the levels, the finds from them, their significance and their
dating. All measurements in length are taken from the north face of
the brick wall at the south end of the trench. The levels are numbered
from 1 to 82 and correspond with those on the Section. (Section A,
FIG. 2).
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The subsoil (no. §3) was bright orange-red sand' merging into
hard packed gravel towards the northern half of the trench. Water
level®> was reached at a depth of 10 feet g inches. A light brown sandy
loam (no. 14) with occasional pebbles represented the original humus
or topsoil of the Roman period, which remained iz situ for a length
of 42 feet but thereafter had been removed. The uneven line of its
lower profile or junction with the underlying sand was puzzling at first,
but as the loam proved to be completely devoid of finds and as root
action was seen as well, it was taken to be a natural occurrence due to
tree growth or its like. The humus was on average g to 15 inches in
depth and 18 inches at most. Its top had been skimmed off for a length
of 22 feet at a distance of 19 to 42 feet from the south end and re-
deposited as part of the base for the rampart (no. 14a). From this
redeposited loam six scraps of abraded Roman pottery were recovered.
(Bag 14). One sherd of Glevum fabric, one of bright brick-red ware
with mica dust on the surface and in the paste, one of a fawn-coloured
mortarium, the others of light grey wares, including one from a coarse
storage vessel. Some of these types were repeated in the upper levels.
The occurrence of these sherds here does mean that residual pottery
was lying around previous to the building of the rampart.

The rampart was constructed of gravel and clay, the gravel used
as the core and revetted with clay cheeks at front and back (nos. 16,
17, 18, 27, §2). It was not possible to get the exact measurement of the

! Mr Linsdall Richardson visited the site of the excavation and kindly sent the following remarks
on the composition of the sand subsoil, ‘Strikingly clean, brownish-orange, quartzose sand, with only
very few widely-scattered pebbles of quartzite, quartz and small travelled-looking, partially yellow-
stained flints, etc. This sand may belong to the Main Terrace of Professor L. J. Wills Severn series of
Terraces.’ (vta’e Q JGS, vol. 94 (1938), p. 190.) ‘In Prof. Wills’s paper is a reference to a section at Kings-
holm, where, fairly obviously, similar sand, but described as red, overlies Bunter gravel and is, in turn,
overlain by oolite gravel and sand.’ chardmg the query of the original turf level on the sand subsoil
beneath the Roman rampart Mr Richardson remarks, ‘I am satisfied that the line between the natural
and made ground is at the top of the sand deposit.’

A boring was made to ascertain the depth of the sand, but a suitable appliance was not available
and only a depth of 45 inches was reached. It remained sand throughout that test.

2 Mr J. Henderson of the Cheltenham and Gloucester Joint Water Board made an examination
of a sample of the water and kindly supplied the following remarks, ‘The characteristics of the sample
closely resembled those of the sample ex the Bearland site and the M.E.B. (Dog Lane, King’s Square
excavation) site, each within about } mile. Nitrate, silica and phosphate were all high, the latter two
being slightly higher than found in previous samples from the city centre. Making due allowance for
the natural variation in constituents which is to be expected in a ground water of this nature, it is
‘probable that this sample is from the same general source associated with the Roman Wall.’

Ma_)or H. Stratton Davis has also kindly made the following remarks, ‘it may be of interest to
know that in the 1920s there was strong evidence that a seam of sand ran from the Electricity Works
in Commercial Road to Parliament Street. This was first suspected when complaints of vibration in
Parliament St., were received when one of the Turbo-generators was running. This was confirmed
when the new engine room was built and I found a warm stream of water running in sand in the
foundations, probably about 10 to 12 feet below the surface. It seems likely, therefore, that the bed of
sand you found has some connection. I do not know why the water was warm, but it may have some
connection also with the Spa.’
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base of the rampart as first designed, because of later changes, but

‘the approximate width was 24 feet, g feet of which was taken up by

the gravel core. The greatest height remaining was 5 feet 6 inches.

That the clay cheeks and core were erected simultaneously is shown

‘by the interposal of thin deposits of clay between the gravel layers.

There was no indication of where the clay was obtained. Though

blue lias clay is known to be in abundance in the neighbourhood, the

clays present in the rampart were of several shades other than blue,

being mostly a grey-fawn. Patches of green clay occurred in the outer

clay cheek, and it was also noticed here that there were vertical

Jjunctions between some of the gravel tips and the clay. This suggests

that the clay had been brought in large well cut blocks and so built
into position to form the cheeks before the loads of gravel were

packed in between them. There was no indication, however, that

the blocks of clay represented turves, being on too large a scale for the

latter. The clay used for the inner cheek was of yet different shades of
colour, being grey-brown, light brown and fawn. The outlines of the

different coloured masses have been shown in the section, and evi-

dently betoken different loads of clay.

The back of the rampart presented a complicated pattern of

. levels, created by superimposed military ovens built into the rearward
clay cheek, as usually in forts or fortresses. The remains of three ovens
were exposed in the section line, while two more at a lower level were
encountered in the trench itself at points slightly east of the section
line. In addition to the five ovens there were four other burnt levels,
suggestive of oven reconstructions, making in all nine separate levels
of cooking activities. T'o prepare the site for these facilities an additional
platform of clay (no. 31), 10 feet from back to front was laid down at
the tail of the rampart. This layer of clay, from 12 to 18 inches thick
and bright yellow in colour merged into the fawn coloured clay of the
rearward cheek, and it was clear that both masses of clay had been
placed in a single operation, since both clays overlapped.

The ovens will now be described as a group, although they
functioned successively over the period of military occupation, some
g0 years, and as stated before, were all built into ‘the back of the
rampart in military fashion. The ovens are numbered from the lowest
upwards, No. 1 being the first on this site. Nos. 1 and 2 are not shown
on the Section, since they lay just east of the section line, but their
west edges did under-lie the east edges of the ovens above. That nine
levels of cooking and baking occurred in such close association was
in itself a remarkable fact and it leaves the imagination to wonder how
many more were concentrated in this part of the fortification.
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Ouven 1. Only a width of g feet was recovered of the burnt floor,
which was of clay 4 inches deep. Its west edge showed that it was of
circular form. A quantity of lumps of hard fired red clay lay on the
floor with black ash. These hard lumps were the remains of its wall and
dome. Below the floor were two other thin levels of burning accom-
panied with red and black ash indicating that the oven had been rebuilt
twice.

Ouven 2. This oven over-lay Oven 1, being separated from it by
a layer of clay 31 inches thick, which contained two more compressed
levels of burning with red and black ash indicating reconstruction.
The clay floor of Oven 2 was 4 inches deep and sloped slightly east-
wards, dipping into a somewhat bowl-shaped depression in the fawn
clay. The floor was covered with ashy silt containing charcoal and
there were lumps of hard fired red clay from the wall and dome.
Associated with the west edge of the oven was a layer of brown earthy
clay (no. 47). Six sherds were recovered from this level, all small
pieces without distinctive form but resembling others found with the
upper ovens. One sherd was of bright brick-red ware, with thin cream
coloured slip. (Bags 22, 24).

Oven g (no. 28, pLATE 11). The oven was of a more substantial
build than any of the others. The whole of its circular floor, 4 feet
g inches in diameter, and parts of the base of its curving dome were
still in position. The floor was on a foundation made up with sandy
clayey earth (no. 41) extending 8 feet and 6 inches thick, laid into
the clay cheek of the rampart where it ended in ragged fashion
suggesting rough work in the back of a hole. A thin line of burning lay
at the bottom of the level directly on the clay (no. 32) below, where a
miniature stake-hole, about g inches deep and other slight hollows
showed in the section. These indications were, however, so slight that
they might be of no consequence except as a sign of removing brush-
wood for clearing a surface. On the surface of the clay one sherd of
Glevum ware was recovered (Bag 21). A bed of small ‘bunter’ pebbles
(no. 29), 4 inches deep, was placed on the sandy clayey earth founda-
tion (no. 41). It stretched 6 feet g inches and extended a little beyond
the oven floor above at either end, a few stones being mixed with them
at the southern edge. The pebbles had been calcined a red colour
and were most striking in appearance. The use of such small pebbles
seemed strange but presumably their use was for the retention of heat
or for stabilizing the clay floor of the oven. The floor was of clay,
3 inches thick, and laid directly on the pebble bed and had been fired
hard to a red colour. It had a very smooth surface which had survived
with only a thin layer of black ash on it. The fallen debris on it also
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came away easily on excavation. The lower part of its clay wall
(no. 24) 9 inches high, remained on the north side 6 inches thick, of
fawn clay (no. 43), fired bright red on its inner face, the latter resting
on a thin bed of sandy silt. Enough remained of the wall on the south
side of the oven to show the start of the spring of the curve of the
dome, which was also of fawn clay fired red, merging into the fawn
clay (no. 27) of the rampart. Two flat stones forming the east jamb
of the mouth of the oven still remained on the east edge of the site

HEON
Fig. 3. Samian. ()

of the oven. A great deal of the clay of the wall and dome of the oven
lay compressed on the floor, in lumps of brick-like consistency fired
bright red by intense heat. Many sherds were recovered from the floor
(Bags 16, 34, 40, 41), also animal bones amongst which were chicken
bones and oyster shells. The oyster shells had been burnt to a purple
shade and a couple of the cockerel drumsticks still had their spurs.
Among the sherds, which represent at least 12 different vessels, was a
rim fragment of a Samian dish, form 42, of Neronian-early Flavian
date, A.D. 5575 (FIG. 3, no. 2); portion of the body of a Glevum bowl
(FIG. 4, no. 4); a rim of a reeded flanged dish (F1G. 4, no. 3); sherds
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of bright brick-red ware with thin cream slip; the neck of a sandy-buff
jug with cup-shaped mouth of early Flavian date (FIG. 4, no. 6); and
other sherds of thin hard grey vessels. (All Bag 16).

Associated with Oven g was a large stoking pit (no. 30), 7 feet
g inches long and 2 feet deep where it adjoined the oven, but its .
entrance, on the slope of the rampart, was lower. The floor of the pit
was a thin layer of sandy earth, resting directly on the yellow clay
foundation (no. g1), in the centre of which was an area fired red,
presumably by hot rakings from the oven. The south and north edges
of the pit remained vertical, and a hollow in the floor up against the
south side had been worn by the feet of the stoker. The pit was tightly
packed with innumerable layers of ash, soot, flecks of charcoal and
other burnt debris, the whole appearing as a black mass. The levels
tended to be horizontal but were not in even layers, and the distribu-
tion of fragments of hard-fired red clay from the dome or domes
suggested at least five periods of repair to the oven. There was also a
thin level of sandy mortar of another floor level amongst the ash and
soot, lying g inches above the original floor. A pit of this size must
have taken quite a considerable time to get filled. That it was solely
connected with the use of Oven g is shown by the fact that the over-
lying floor and flue of Oven 4 sealed it, while Ovens 1 and 2 lay well
below its floor. The sole sherd recovered from the pit wasembedded
in the clay edge on its south side, a reddish brown ware with thick
cream slip (Bag 25), and a fragment of a bronze pin with small round
head was the only other find. It was not possible to determine the
width of the stoker’s pit, partly because of the presence of the air-raid
. shelter and partly because of the need to accommodate dump in the
narrow space between the College buildings, but probing to west of
the section line did prove that the oven mouth was definitely not
situated there.

Ouven 4 (no. g7). Little remained of this oven, whose yellow clay
floor (no. 26) had been constructed above the compressed ruins of*
Oven 3. The floor extended into a flue, 6 feet 6 inches long, lying
over the stoker’s pit of Oven 3. The flue opened out onto the back of
the rampart where there was a deep deposit of black ash and burnt
debris (no. 44). An edging of stones remained, forming the west side
of the flue. Only a small part of the clay floor was left, it had a smooth
surface and sloped downwards towards the flue. Black ash lay on the
floor with a greeny ashy silt above containing flecks of charcoal. In the
greeny ash silt one sherd of Samian was recovered( Bag 13), a frag-
ment of base with footring, form 27. The back of the oven was set
into a layer of a sandy fawn clay (no. 25) with slight gravel admixture;
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from which six sherds were recovered, one from the rim of a small
Samian bowl, form 18, of Claudio-Neronian date, A.n. 50-70. (Bag 38,
FIG. §, 0. 5), the others belonging to a thin dark grey vessel (Bag 35).

Oven 5 (no. 35). Still less of this oven remained. It had been
cut back into the rampart into a layer of sandy clay fired red (no. 22),
from which two sherds were recovered (Bag 27). One sherd was of
Glevum ware. Only 18 inches of the yellow and fawn clay floor of the
oven remained (nos. 26, 27) covered with a compact mass of black
ash. The line of the floor could be followed where it had collapsed
and left a trail of burning down the rampart. Six sherds were recovered
from the yellow and fawn clay foundation of the oven, four of bright
brick-red with cream slip ware and one fragment of Samian base,
form 18 (Bags 36, 39). From the filling on the floor of the oven came
part of the base of a Samian dish, form 18, with stamp OF.SEV,
dated to A.p. 60-75 (FI1G. 3, no. 7), and a large fragment of a morta-
rium rim of red ware with cream slip, dated A.n. 60-85 (Bag 17, FI1G. 4,
no. 8). The filling which accumulated after the oven had gone out of
use was green ashy silt with black ash and flecks of charcoal (no. 35),
from which three sherds were recovered. One sherd was a Samian
rim which joined the stamped dish, OF.SEV, just mentioned, one of
Glevum ware and one of bright-red ware with cream slip. From a
layer of thick black ash (no. 35), covering the stones of the flue of
Oven 4, a bronze brooch was found of Collingwood type Rii (F1G. 5),
dating to the end of the first century.

' Above these layers stretched a deposit of fawn sandy silt (no. 34),
containing flecks of charcoal and small lumps of hard fired red clay,
from ovens now out of use. Five sherds were found in the layer all
belonging to the base of a tazza of red ware with cream slip (Bag 32,
FIG. 4, no. 9), dated to the end of the first century. The same sandy
silt stretched over the stoker’s pit and reached the hollow on the south
side of the intervallum road. From this level, over the stoker’s pit,
one sherd of Glevum ware was recovered (Bag 43):

The pottery recovered solely from the ovens comprises 55 sherds.
Seven were of Samian, all dating from A.D. 45-75; seven were of
Glevum ware and sixteen of bright brick-red ware with thin cream
slip, including a rare type of mortarium, dating to A.n. 60-85 and
sherds of an unusual jug in sandy-buff ware of early Flavian date.
It will thus be seen that the use and final disuse of the ovens fall within
a fairly narrow margin, i.e. A.n. 50-80, corresponding closely to the
known period of the Legion’s sojourn in Gloucester.

A feature without a clear indication of its use was the earth-filled
depression on top of the rampart (no. 15). The depression was 6 feet
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3 inches wide and 18 inches deep at its greatest depth and lay directly
on the gravel core forming the centre of the rampart. The filling was a
hard brown sandy loam which seemed to suggest the foundation of a

" pathway. Its north edge was overlaid by the sandy clay layer (no. 20)
which was part of the inner clay cheek of the rampart thus indicating -
its Roman origin. The only find from the filling was a fragment of
the rim and body of a miniature vessel of a red Roman ware (F1G. 4,
no. 12) which it has not been possible to date closely.

Behind the ovens and within the fortification the presénce of an
intervallum road was clear (no. 48). The yellow foundation (no. g1),
at the tail of the inner side of the rampart ended vertically, and at a
distance of 7 feet, a gravel spread was laid down. The road ran parallel
with the rampart and formed a raised bank with slight ditches on
either side. The road covered that area where the original humus
level and gravel subsoil had been removed. The gravel spread laid on
top of the hollow was of a poor mixed quality, containing earth, and
called by the excavators ‘dirty gravel’ (no. 42). An area 23 feet long
was filled with dirty gravel up to a depth of 2 feet at most. For 5 feet
at its south end there was a greater admixture of earth. A well polished
dark grey sherd with groove was recovered from this latter (Bag 11).

. At the north end of the redeposited gravel foundation and on its surface
came a sherd of dark grey ware, with vertical stripes of rustication
(Bag 31, FI1G. 4, no. 13). To prevent the gravel spread from filling the
slight ditch on the south side of the road, a timber edging had been
set into the subsoil (no. 52). This was marked by a very well made
slot, containing a little fine dusty filling but otherwise almost empty,
18 inches deep, g inches wide, with sharp vertical sides and sunk
6 inches into the natural gravel subsoil. The slot was probed to make
sure it was not a post-hole but it was found to extend westwards and
was sealed down on top with stones. To buttress the timber against
the pressure of the gravel, a large deposit of clay’ (no. 74) was placed
on its south side. A layer of brown earthy silt (no. 73) covered the clay
which seemed to suggest the accumulation of dust and dirt escaping
over the edging during the laying of the gravel foundation. A thin
line of burning lay at its base and rode up over the deposit of clay.
From the brown earthy silt (no. 73) one sherd of a Samian dish was
recovered (Bag. 7).

The earliest road (Road I, no. 48) on top of the spread was
made of rammed gravel, orange-brown in colour, 13 feet wide and
from g to 12 inches thick, it was of a very hard consistency and had a
fairly smooth surface. It was laid directly on the dirty gravel bank
and oversailed the timber edging on its south side. There was a slight

25



TRANSAGCTIONS FOR THE YEAR 1962

camber and some of its surface was worn down south of its centre.
The road was well defined and must have stood up conspicuously
in its surroundings, particularly on its north side. At the foot of the
sloping south edge of the road an accumulation of grey ashy silt
(no. 81) lay against the clay foundation of the stoker’s pit; it covered
both the original turf level and the earthy silt (no. 73) which had
poured over the timber fencing when the dirty gravel foundation for
the road was laid.

Road™ II (no. 49), constructed directly on Road I, slightly
narrower, being 12 feet 3 inches wide and 6 to g inches thick. The
metalhng was broken blue lias stone, closely packed and in strong
contrast to the road below. The surface was slightly cambered and
worn in the centre. The slight ditch on its south side had filled up,
or was deliberately filled with a deep fawn coloured ashy silt (no. 65)
and this in turn overlapped part of the layer (no. 34) of a fawny sandy
silt which constituted a debris layer, covering the rampart after the
ovens were out of use. A trickle of small stones on the surface of the
ashy silt level (no. 65) indicated a continuation of the Road II surface.
No finds were associated with Road II or with the filling in the south
ditch and since it was in use after the ovens had been destroyed, a
date about the founding of the colonia may be postulated. It is after
this change to civil life that the first sign of domestic building appears.
At a distance of 14 feet north of the road, and well within the rampart,
a building trench was located (no. 62), 4 feet wide, badly robbed and
dug to a depth of 18 inches into the natural gravel subsoil, which had
now changed from sand to very hard gravel. The bottom of the trench
lay in water and was filled with broken masonry of oolite, lias and old
red sandstone, fegulae, large lumps of mortar and sandy silt with a
spill of dirty gravel (no. 42). A big deposit of fawn clay (no. 76),
resembling the clay revetting to the timber edging on the south side
of the foundation of Road I, bounded the north side of the dirty gravel
foundation. Another building trench (no. 66) lay g feet away, in-
which a stone pitched foundation remained standing in water. The
wall footings did not fill the trench and there was a narrow space
filled with a brown clayey silt (no. 77). A short length of a hard mortar
bedding for a floor (no. 68), 3 inches thick lay on the pitched stone
footings and extended another 4 feet (no. 63) south into the room,
but here the bedding lay partly on rubble stones and partly on the
natural gravel, and the rest of the floor was missing. A great quantity
of building debris lay on the floor, consisting of lumps of mortar and
opus signinum, plain and painted plaster as well as broken pieces of a
tessellated pavement. The latter had been very much disturbed and
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lay for the most part upside down. There was evidence of great
destruction. The building stretched beyond the north wall of the room
(no. 66) but destruction had taken place here too, the only point
noted being that the surface of the natural gravel had been lowered.

It is remarkable that only one period of building activity was
found here, and that almost certainly of fairly early date. There was
no doubt that the building was the first on the site, having been erected
right on the natural subsoil and at water level. The well-cut, close-set,
small tesserae used in the pavement also suggest an early type of work.
The destruction of the house already noted, was further carried on by
piling up and levelling a great mound of building debris (no. 61).
The debris which spread a distance of 23 feet and in places g feet deep,
consisted of a mass of sandy mortary silt, lumps of mortar, opus
sigmnum and broken tegulae. The debris was in larger pieces when
resting on the remaining portions of the floor. A great deal of painted
plaster was also mixed with the pieces of pavement and loose lesserae.
Eighteen sherds of pottery were recovered in the debris (Bags 35, 6, 9,
10, 31, 49, 50). Three sherds were of Glevum ware, two of bright
brick-red with cream slip, five of black ollae, two of calcite-grit black
ware and a buff coloured amphora rim (F1G. 4, nos. 13, 17, 18).
These sherds resemble those found in the destruction of the floor.

The demolition of the house had certainly taken place before the
construction of Road III (no. 51), of which the very solid foundation
overlay the debris of the house on its north edge and continued on
the south to form an addition to the rampart. Although nothing
remained of these upper levels of rampart to show their connection
with anything to south, it seems possible that the construction of Road
IIT may have coincided with the erection of the town wall, which
would have been a major undertaking to be matched with a new road.
From the evidence from excavation in King’s Square in 1958, when
a good stretch of the Roman wall was exposed, a date in the latter
half of the second century was given.! But this dating was applied to
what must have been a rebuild or repair to an existing wall, which
here was to the outer face of an interval tower. Since then, further
excavation, adjoining the 1958 work, was carried out by Mr A. G.
Hunter in 1959, which produced masonry of a different type in the
upper levels of the wall. The junction of the two types of masonry
was interesting and clearly showed which was the earlier. The masonry
found at the Friars’ Orchard length of wall resembled that of the
latter half of the second century work at King’s Square. -

1 Trans. BGAS, vol. 77 (1958), pp. 522, H. E. O’Neil.
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Before completing the description of Road III, assuming that its
layout was contemplated at the time of the erection of the town wall,
it would seem to be appropriate to describe the wall first, since a final
finish to a new road would follow the completion of the building of
the wall.

The Town wall (pLATE 1). It was extremely clear that the
construction of the town wall was secondary to that of the rampart.
The outer face of the clay cheek of the rampart had been cut back in
five great scoops. The foundations of the wall, 2 feet 6 inches deep
were of pitched stones of oolite, set into the natural sand subsoil.
The top of this pitching was consolidated by a 5-inch layer of mortar,
on which massive, coursed and well-dressed oolitic masonry was laid.
Four courses survived, the fourth disturbed in recent times. The
masonry was dry built, with knife joints. Only the north face of the
wall was available for examination since a modern wall of red brick
(no. 82) had been built on the Roman work, to form the back wall of
yards behind the houses in Parliament Street. The width of the Roman
wall could not therefore be verified, and although visits to the back-
yards were made, only the top course of Roman masonry, as already
seen on the north face appeared, there too as disturbed blocks, while
a little to the east along the wall there were indications of lower
courses of masonry still in position. At King’s Square the wall is
6 feet wide. The blocks of masonry at Friars’ Orchard were on average
2 feet long by 15 inches high. At both sites the courses of masonry
were set irregularly in order to key into the rampart backing. The
filling between the wall and the cut-back face of the rampart (no. g)
- consisted of stone dust mixed with brown earth at the top and below
was a mass of broken and crushed stone rubble, mostly of oolite but
also of blue lias, including, along with a few larger stones, a fragment
of the top of a small stone altar (pLATE ). There were no other
ancient finds, but an earlier excavation to find the face of the Roman
wall had been used as a modern rubbish pit (no. 5). This yielded
boots, frypans, old tins and an empty bottle of ‘Cheltenham Original
Brewery Ltd.’, while india-rubbers, pencil chippings and empty ink
bottles connected some of the rubbish with activities of the College.

To return to the roads the foundation (no. 50) for Road III
(no. 51) was composed of a fine mortar debris rammed very hard and
containing small lumps of mortar and plaster. It stretched for at least
24 feet and was from 12 to 18 inches thick. It merged imperceptibly
into a fawny silty earth layer (no. 38) at its south edge to become part
of the rampart slope, while on the north side it overlay the slight ditch
edging Roads I and II, which had been filled up with a packing of
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broken lias stone (no. 57), and continued over the levelled debris of
the house (no. 61). There was serious disturbance herée due to the
construction of a modern soak-away (no. 59). There was evidence of
burning (no. 56) on the surface of the levelled debris of the house
and it will be seen that the burning took place before the filling up
of the north ditch. Road IIT was made up with a layer of ‘Bunter’ .
pebbles and had a hard surface, it was 21 feet wide and up to 4 inches
thick. An additional layer of a pale yellow mortary debris (no. 40) was
deposited on the rampart to the south of the road but it did not have
much significance beyond the presence of a pointed stake-hole in it.
A greenssilt (no. 58) had accumulated in the bottom of the slight ditch
to the north of the road, with some stone rubble in it from which one
sherd was recovered, a fragment of bright brick-red with cream slip
ware (Bag 30). From the stone packing in the same ditch came one
sherd, from a dark grey olla (Bag 27), while from the mortar bedding
of Road II four sherds were recovered, one from a black bowl and
three from a grey jar (Bag 28, FIG. 4, no. 11). One sherd of typical
Glevum ware was embedded in the pebble make up of the road
(Bag 29). Road III appears to be the last to be securely dated to the
- Roman period.

Two more roads, IV and V (nos. 55, 54) lay above the Roman
roads. They were of very different and slighter character, with an
appreciable accumulation of earth dividing them from the Roman
road and without associated finds in their foundations (nos. 53, 80)
making it possible to date them to the Medieval period. That such
roads exist here is known from the Grants already mentioned in this
Report in Part I (p. 12). Before continuing remarks on these medieval
lanes there is still more evidence of the Roman period to be described.
This is in connection with the site of the domestic building, where a
rubbish pit was dug into the levelled debris of the destroyed house.
The pit (no. 64) was 8 feet wide and was dug through the tessellated
pavement to the level of the natural gravel. The lowest filling in the
pit was a fine soft black earth 2 feet deep, which yielded fragments of
boxflue tiles, three sherds of pottery and a coin of Postumus (A.D.
259-67), the coin at the very bottom. The sherds composed one
chip of Samian, form 18 (Bag 8), one scrap of Glevum ware and the
base of a black burnished pie dish (Bag 47). A thick level of dark
grey earth (no. 69) containing some stony rubble sealed most of the
pit and from it eleven sherds were recovered (Bags 4, 48, FIG. 4, nos.
23, 24, 25). These sherds represented two vessels of dark grey lattice .
pattern type of o/lae and a rim of the same of late type; a rim and base
of dark grey dish with shallow rim; four sherds of reddish brown
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fabric and one small piece of bright brick-red with cream slip ware.
. A layer of stony rubble (no. 70) completed the filling of the pit, a
further layer (no. 71) of dark earth with smaller rubble lay above.
A deposit of stone rubble (no. 72) lying on the debris of the destroyed
house was already there when the pit was dug since the filling of
dark fine earth in the pit rests against it. No finds were recovered from
these layers. From a dirty gravel filling exposed in the N.E. corner of
the trench by the grab, and on a level with the uppermost filling of
the pit, one medieval sherd was recovered, with a green speckled
glaze of ¢. 14th-century date.

To return to the two medieval lanes, an accumulation of a brown
earthy silt (no. 8o) 6 to 8 inches deep lay over Road III and on this
Road IV (no. 55) was laid, 12 feet wide and with a surface of a thin
pale yellow mortary make-up, 2 to g inches deep. Its south edge
terminated sharply but tailed off on the north. It had a fairly good
hard surface. After what must have been quite a considerable time a
further road surface was laid down, Road V (no. 54}, it was of slighter
make, being of a yellow sand mixed with a mortary debris and was
14 feet wide. No finds were made from these two roads.

The remaining story at the north end of the excavated trench
dies out in an unspectacular way, the ground here having undergone
much disturbance and levelling. A modern soak-away (no. 59) with
walls of single brick and clay bottom, containing a decayed sack of
tar, was sandwiched in between work of modern surface drainage,
electric cables and the like, causing a network of shallow trenches.
The last remnant of the form of the inner face of the Roman rampart
was seen in a burnt layer (no. g6), 7 feet to the south of the medieval
roads, where a deep filling of dark earth (no. 79) had accumulated
to fill the last vestige of a ditch which had accompanied the making
up of the medieval roads.

- SUMMARY

The site available for excavation was a useful one, since except -
for a modern soak-away and an air-raid shelter, the lower levels had
not been disturbed since Roman times. This immunity must have
been largely due to the proximity of the Grey Friars and the fact that
this piece of land, known as Friars’ Orchard, had always been an
orchard. ~

One trench, go feet long was dug, at first by a mechanical digger,
which removed the top-soil, and then by manual labour, with the
intention of recovering as complete as possible a section through the
rampart and the area behind it. The work was amply rewarded by
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getting the inner face of the colonia wall, a Roman rampart with ovens,
and behind it an intervallum road and buildings of the colonia. The
rampart was constructed with a gravel core revetted with clay cheeks,
while three superimposed ovens had been inserted into the rearward
cheek. Remains of two other ovens at still lower level were found in
the trench, though not in such a position as to appear in the drawn -
section. The floors of the ovens were covered with fallen debris of their
walls and domes, lumps of hard-fired clay burnt to a brick-like con-
sistency and bright red in colour. Pottery recovered from the debris
on the floors and in the clay make-up of the ovens included Claudio-
Neronian Samian sherds. This early dating in conjunction with the
feature of clay ovens inserted into the bank of fortifications is consistent
with a military occupation and it is therefore suggested that this
evidence does help to prove that the site here is part of the fort or
fortress of the Legion stationed in Gloucester.

Mention has been made of the intervallum road, which must
have been in use from the start of the occupation of the site but a
second road surface was superimposed at a time when the ovens had
fallen out of use and additional material added to the rampart. Finds
of pottery and a brooch in the added layers to the rampart can be
given a late first century date. :

The first domestic buildings would be expected to date after
the founding of the colonia by the Emperor Nerva in A.p. g6 and here
the first house on the site was erected at a distance of some 34 feet
within the rampart or 14 feet from the road. The remains were badly
robbed and destroyed, but the evidence of a tessellated pavement and
painted plaster showed that it had been one of some consequence.
No finds were made to date the erection of the house but that it was
destroyed by the time the third roadway was made is shown by the
deposit of the foundations of that road over the debris of the destruc-
tion of the house. The construction of the third road has been equated
with the period of the erection of the town wall, though there was no
direct evidence to connect either event. The dating for the town wall
here is being taken from its similarity in masonry and build to that
length of Roman town wall found in 1958 in excavations in King’s
Square, where a date towards the end of the second century was
postulated. For the construction of the town wall the outer clay cheek
of the rampart was cut back, the masonry laid and the space between
filled with stone rubble. No datable finds were made from the rubble
but a fragment of the top of a small altar was recovered. No further
Roman activity seems to have taken place, the only evidence remaining,
being the digging of a pit at the north end of the trench, where a

31



TRANSACTIONS FOR THE YEAR 1962

rubbish pit was dug to the natural gravel level through the tessellated
pavement and pile of levelled destruction of the house. That the pit
was in use towards the end of the third century was seen by the find
of a coin of Postumus, A.p. 259-6%, from the bottom of the pit.
The pottery sherds were also of that date and later.

It only now remains to note the last shreds of evidence from the
site and these are the presence of two more road surfaces superimposed
on the three Roman road levels below. The two later road surfaces are
of slight character and no finds were associated with them but their
position does connect them with medieval lanes known from grants
and rentals of the 14th, 15th and 16th centuries.

Finally, it is worth noting that the early dating for the rampart
at Friars’ Orchard, as demonstrated by the dating of the Samian
sherds, is further confirmed by the Samian found in the excavations
at the S.E. angle of the Roman town in the Crypt Grammar School
Grounds in 1931, where the sherds were dated to A.p. 60-80.! The two
. sites are not far apart.

It is also of interest to draw attention to the similar clay used
for the eastern rampart of the Roman town as that at Friars’ Orchard.
The same type of clay also filled the base of the interior of the interval
tower found at King’s Square, where a large squared oak post remained
in situ in the clay. The walls of the interval tower were so embedded
in the clay as to suggest they were erected at the same time as the
building of the rampart.

Part 1V. Finds
PorTERY

Samian

Thirteen sherds of Samian ware were recovered during the
excavation, seven associated with the superimposed ovens constructed
in the rear of the rampart, one in the filling below the southern edge
of the intervallum road, one from the filling at the bottom of the
rubbish pit at the north end of the excavated trench and four from
the disturbance by the work of the mechanical digger. All the sherds
fall within the period of Claudian to early Flavian.

! Trans. BGAS, Lm (1931), pp. 267 ff, and Lv (1933), pp. 277 ff.
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I.

7, 8.

From filling below intervallum road (Bag 7, layer 73).

Fragment from base of a small platter, form uncertain. Thin ware, with a
very glossy surface, ¢. A.D. 50-65. (Not illustrated.)
From debris on Oven g floor (Bag 16, layer 28).

Dish clssified under form 42 by Oswald and Pryce (Introduction to the Study
of Terra Sigillata, pl. liv). It is the equivalent dish to the cup Ritterling 14,
and was no doubt broadly contemporary with it. At Camulodunum Ritterling
14 was found mainly in Neronian deposits (Hawkes and Hull, Camulodunum,
p. 188). The fabric and glaze of the Gloucester piece are of the best South
Gaulish quality and would best fit a Neronian or early Flavian date of manu-
facture (F1¢. 8. no. 2).

From Oven 4 (Bag 13, layer 37).

Fragment from base of a cup. It was not a form Dr. 27 because the floor
is flat inside and rises slightly towards the centre. The thin gloss is slightly
orange in colour, and is quite different in quality from nos. 1 and 9. The
earliest sherd in this group. Claudian. (Not illustrated.)

From clay make-up of Oven 4 floor (Bag 42, layer 26).

Minute chip, resembling no. 5 below. (Not illustrated.)
From clay backing of Oven 4 (Bag 38, layer 25).

Form Dr. 27, Camulodunum Form Si4B’, the small-sized cup. The small
bead-rim is flattened on top, ¢. A.D. 45-60. (Camulodunum, 186, and pl. xl.)
(F1G. 3, no. 5).

From clay foundation of Oven 5 (Bag 36, layer 26).

Form Dr. 18=Camulodunum Form $8B, the large-sized platter with a fine
rouletted ring on the interior base. Very glossy, ¢. A.D. 50-65. (Not illustrated.)
From debris on Oven 5 floor (Bags 17 and 33, layer 35).

Form Dr. 18=Camulodunum Form S8A, the small-sized platter, ¢. A.D. 50-65.
(cf. Camulodunum, p. 185, and pl. x1).

Both the form and the fabric of this piece can be paralleled in the large
late pre-Flavian group found recently in the ditch of the fort at Cirencester.
Unfortunately the potter’s stamp OF,SE cannot be identified with certainty.
SEVERVS of La Graufesenque is perhaps the likeliest candidate (Oswald,
Stamps on T.S., pp. 296, 419: ‘Nero-Vespasian’, which seems right) (fic. g,
no. 7).

From filling of rubbish pit (Bag 8, layer 64).

A tiny curved fragment, probably from a cup. Very glossy surface. ¢. A.D,

50-65. (Not illustrated.)

Unstratified sherds

I0.

II.
I2,

13.

From disturbed debris against north face of Roman wall (Bag 53).

Form Dr. g7 rim, which shows a single-bordered ovolo and part of a straight
wreath. Not attributable to any potter, but see Knorr, 1919, Textbild 5 and
Tafel 38Q for a similar ovolo. Glossy red surface, ¢. A.n. 65-85. (FI. 3, no. 10.)
From disturbed area in N. half of trench (Bag 55/1).

Form Dr. 27. Glossy. Neronian to early Vespasianic.

Ditto area (Bag 55/2). .

Form uncertain (wall fragment only). Glossy. Neronian-Vespasianic.
Ditto area (Bag 55/3).

Fragment, probably Dr. 18. Glossy. Neronian-Vespasianic. (The last three
pieces are not illustrated.)
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Other Wares _

The pottery recovered was not of any quantity and was in a
fragmentary condition, no complete or even near complete vessels
were forthcoming. The pottery can be divided into two groups and
dated to the first and third centuries A.D. The earlier group was
associated with the rampart, the superimposed ovens and the interval-
lum road, and the later group with the building within the Colonia.
The chief types in the first group were sherds of ‘Glevum’ ware;
bright brick-red ware with thin cream coloured slip; and a thin hard-
fired steel-grey coloured ware. The dating for these is securely tied in
with the Samian sherds found with them, which was Claudio-Neronian-
early Flavian. The chief types found in the second group were sherds
of ollae, burnished and with lattice pattern and with the overhanging
rim of later date. A coin of Postumus (A.p. 259-67) in the bottom of a
rubbish pit, dug through the tessellated pavement also provides a
date for the group to the end of the third century and later.

A rough estimate of the numbers of sherds mentioned above,
show that 40 were of Glevum ware, 24 of bright brick-red with cream
slip were found in the earlier dated group along with 8 Samian, while
in the later group 21 sherds were of black burnished ollae, 6 of grey
ollae, 2 of calcite gritted ware and only 1 of Samian and 5 each of
Glevum and brick-red wares. It will be seen that there is a marke
change of types. o

The term ‘Glevum’ ware is being retained. It was first used by
Mr Charles Green (7RS, xxxm, (1943)), where he describes it, “This
ware is both hard and heavy. Its colour varies from creamy-buff
through shades of orange-buff to a dark bufl. The surface is commonly
burnished. This was frequently done with a fast-spinning wheel and
is, in consequence, very smooth. The fabric contains a considerable
quantity of mica, which is responsible for a not uncommon semi-
metallic lustre.’” The burnishing, the presence of mica on the surface
as well as sometimes in the paste itself, and the usual creamy, orange-
buff colours are the chief characteristics of the ware as found in the
present excavation. As stated by Mr Green this type of ware seems to
be associated with Gloucester, hence the name ‘Glevum’. Although
no kilns for its manufacture have been found in the locality (it may
well be an imported ware), it is of interest to note that the middle lias
clays of the neighbourhood do contain mica. At Robinswood Hill,
a site just south of Gloucester, and until recently the brick and tile
works of a Gloucester Company, suitable clay is found containing
mica. That it was the source for the Roman tiles stamped RPG,
(R(ei) P(ublicae) G(levensium)), is a possibility though no proof is
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forthcoming. (BGAS, v, 350). Mr Linsdall Richardson has recently
discussed the problem of the possible manufacture of Glevum ware in
‘Glevum Ware: Its Geology,” in the Proceedings of the Cotieswold
Naturalists’ Field Club, xxxm, Part III (1959), p. 110.

My attention had been drawn to the fact that what has been
called ‘Glevum’ ware had a much wider distribution than from
Gloucester itself. It was reputed to have been located in the Severn
and Warwickshire Avon valleys; it was suggested therefore, that the
term ‘Glevum’ should be dropped. An examination carried out by me
on sherds from these different areas has clearly shown that the many
other light-red, orange and buff wares from Caerleon, Malvern,
Coventry, Evesham and other Avon valley sites as well as from the
recent excavation at Leaholme, Cirencester, are not similar to
‘Glevum’ ware. This being so, the term, ‘Glevum’, for the highly
burnished mica dusted, hard, well made ware, of any shade from
buff to pinky-orange is being retained.

FIG. 4

‘From debris on floor of Oven 3. (Layer 28.)

1. Bag no. 16/4 & 12. _

Jar of smooth steel-grey coloured ware with squared rim. Examples found
in the rampart filling of former excavations in Gloucester are dated early
Flavian (JRS, xxx, 25, fig. 6, nos. 36, 37), but here in association with Claudio-
Neronian ware are slightly earlier (see also BGAS, Lv, 287, Fic. 6, nos. 3, 4).

2. Bag. no. 40/1.
Ditto as No. 1 but rim thicker.
3. Bag no. 16/9

Bowl with reeded flange at acute angle to side. Grey but the sherd has

been burnt (BGAS, vv, p. 289, FIG. 7, no. 17).
‘4. Bag no. 16/3.

Lower part of body of small jug or flagon. Glevum ware, pinky-buff but
burnt to grey-buff in parts, two grooves, hard burnished ware with mica.
Typical Glevum ware characteristics.

5. Bag no. 16/7.

Base. Glevum ware. Slight foot-ring, well turned with wide groove on
exterior base. This piece could belong to No. 4 above but a join could not be
found. ' :

6. Bag no. 16/2.

Neck of jug. Crude sandy buff ware, indication of one handle at least.
Unusual form of neck. An exact parallel comes from Ubbergen and is illustrated
in Breuer’s Les Objets Antiques Découverts & Ubbergen prés Nimégue (pl. ix, no. g,
pp- 69, 70), where it is stated that samples have been found at the bottom of
an occupation of the Vespasian period.

7. Bag no 42.

Platter. Glevum ware, burnished dark grey-buff with mica, base missing,

form derived from Belgic prototypes. (FRS, xxxm, p. 18, fig. 4, nos. 51-6.)
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On floor of Oven 5. (Layer 23.)

8. Bag no. 17/1.

Rim and side of Mortarium, hard reddish orange fabric with traces of
cream slip. A few shiny dark brown grits survive. Mortaria of this form and fabric
are comparatively rare, and are normally unstamped, though A. TERENTIVS
RIPANVS is known to have made them. His work occurs at one site founded
under Agricola (Castleford), though the type could have been introduced rather
earlier. A date within the range A.p. 60-85 would seem likely. (RIPANVS is
represented at Gloucester—BGAS, Lxvi, p. 376, no. 3.)

In debris over Oven 5. (Layer 34.)
9. Bag no. 32.
Base of tazza or incense cup. Red ware ‘with thin cream slip. Solid base.

Indication of burning inside cup. Late 1st century. (The Roman Fort near Brecon,
1926, R. E. M. Wheeler.)

In clay foundation for Oven 5. (Layers 26-7.)

10. Bag no. 36/2.
Urn with flat rim. Red ware with thin cream slip. Gillam in Types of
Roman Coarse Pottery Vessels in Northern Britain, fig. 11, no. 100, dates the type
A.D. 70-100, quoting Newstead. Ritterling says they occur towards end of
first century and were in use in Flavian period at all events.

From mortary debris make-up of Road III. (Layer 50.)

11. Bag no. 28/1.
Upright sided bowl, burnished black ware, two grooves. Imitation of
Drag. form g7. Similar to ware called ‘London Ware’. Does not appear till
2nd century A.D.

From earth-filled depression on top of rampart. (Layer 15.)

12. Bag no. 26.
Miniature bowl in dull red paste, not Glevum ware.

From debris after destruction of house. (Layer 61.)
13. Bag no. 31.
Sherd of rusticated ware, with vertical lines of rustication. Hard thick ware,
dark grey exterior, fawny-grey interior. Fragment too small to quote form.

(4nt. 7., xxxvm (1958), p. 15, Distribution of ‘Rusiic’ Ware in Great Britain,
F. H. Thompson.

From debris of floor of room. (Layer 61.)
14. Bag no. 44/1.
Pie dish, flanged, burnished black on dark grey.
15. Bag no. 44/2.
Ditto, but with wider flange, both of late type.
16. Bag no. 44/3.
Olla, small dark grey, burnished with narrow band of acute lattice pattern.
Light grey interior. Rim of late type.
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From lower level of debris on floor of room. (Layer 61.)

17. Bag no. 50/1.
Rim of amphora. Pinky-buff self colour.

From debris on floor of room. (Layer 61.)

18. Bag no. 10/1.
Bowl with acute flange, smooth grey ware, slight rilling or body and upper
side of flange, somewhat similar to no. 3 above.

On floor of room. (Layer 63.)
19. Bag no. 52/1.
Cover, unpolished red ware, mica in paste.
20. Bag no. 52/5.
Bowl, flanged, pale smooth pinky-buff self coloured ware. One groove on
upper inner edge of rim,
21. Bag no. 52/4.
Platter. Glevum ware, burnished light pinky red, base missing. Somewhat
similar to no. 7 above but with one groove on exterior rim edge.
22. Bag no. 51.
Rim of small jug, bright red ware with thin cream slip. Of Claudian date.

From upper filling of rubbish pit. (Layer 6qg.)

23. Bag no. 48.
Rim fragment of beaker. Upright rim with angular shoulder. Reddish
ware burnt dark. Possible Glevum ware. (JRS, xxxm, fig. 2, no. 16).
24. Bag no. 48.
Dish, straight sided, dark grey, wide spaced lattice pattern.
25. Bag no. 48.
Olla, burnished, wide everted rim of late type.

Objects

The only objects found were a bronze brooch, a bronze nail
and a fragment of a stone altar and a flint flake.
Broock (F1G. 5), from burnt debris lying in lowest level of layer 35,
the latter accumulated after destruction of Oven 5. Trumpet brooch
much corroded, catch plate missing, only upper part of pin present
and when first found the the vestiges of the base of a loop on the head
were noted. Brooch with waist knob and acanthus decoration. Faint
indication of spiral pattern on trumpet head. Collingwood form R (ii).
Mr M. R. Hull comments: ‘This is a very corroded Rii brooch. It
had some engraved decoration on the head which cannot be recon-
structed. The most interesting thing about it is the construction of
the head. The latter is cut into three arms and these are morticed
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into a separate disc which holds the spring. I must assume the joint
is, in some way brazed. I have never seen anything like it, and I
wonder whether it is a remarkably industrious repair-job, or whether
it was done in manufacture. Perhaps the repair is the more probable,
for the difference in the colour of the metal is most noticeable.’
Collingwood dates this type of brooch to round about the turn of the
first century A.p. In the present case a slightly earlier date can be
deduced, since the brooch was in the debris of the last of the military
ovens, whose use ceased ¢. A.n. 8o. This layer of debris was again
sealed by a layer related to intervallum Road II, a road equated with
the founding of the Colonia in A.p. g6. A date, therefore, in the last
quarter of the first century seems secure.

Fig. 5. Bronze brooch. [€)]

Bronze nail, from burnt debris in Stoker’s pit. A miniature nail 2 inch
long. Slender shaft and with domed head. For decorative purposes.

Flint, showing human flaking, one inch long, found in the fawn clay
bedding below Oven 3.

Stone altar. A fragment of the upper part of a small altar. Recovered from
the stone debris used in the filling to consolidate the packing behind
the Roman town wall. Of oolitic limestone, local, probably of the
pea-grit series. There is a natural flaw across the face of the stone.
The back and one side missing. Greatest height remaining % inches
and 5% inches in width. Slight groove outlining bolster on right. Four
mouldings on capital. (In Gloucester City Museum, no. A 5125.)

Building materials

Oolitic limestone and blue lias, both of local origin were used
in the building within the town, while old-red sandstone from across
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the River Severn was probably used for roofing. The large masonry
in the town wall was of oolite, similar to that found in the east wall
of the Roman town during the King’s Square excavation. Some of
the pitched footings of the town wall were, however, of blue lias.
The usual red tegulae and box-flue tiles were found, one specimen of
the latter having square apertures in the sides.

Tessellated pavement

Only small fragments remained, enough to show parts of guilloche
pattern. The material used was red tile, white oolitic limestone and
blue lias. The tesserae were closely set, small and laid in a bed of white
lime, ¢. ¢ inch thick, resting on a foundation of opus signinum up to
1} inches deep. The tesserac measured on average, red tile § x § inch,
white £ x 4 inch, blue } inch square. The close setting and small size
of the tesserae indicate work of early period and this is borne out by
being connected with a Roman building that is the first on that
particular site.

Mr Linsdall Richardson examined the tesserae and kindly sent
the following remarks. ‘Red. Tile. The paste used for these fesserae,
so far as can be judged from a single specimen, was very fine, and
it looks as though it had been made for the purpose. The paste for
the fragments of Roman tiles stamped RPG that I examined had much
coarse material mixed with it. )

White. Oolitic limestone from the neighbouring Cotswold Hills. One
specimen may be lower Freestone of the Inferior Oolite, although a
little harder than usual; the other, much harder, may be from the
white Limestone subdivision of the Great Oolite. Both are local.
Blue. Typical Blue Lias limestone of the neighbourhood of Gloucester.’

Painted plasters

A quantity of broken painted plaster was found with the frag-
ments of the tessellated pavement. Many shades were present which
suggested a colourful decoration to the room. Amongst the fragments
the colours represented were a plain crimson, a white background
with sky blue stripes, a white with wide green stripes, a pinky-buff
background with pale orange, a pale buff with wide orange stripe,
a white with brown and green pattern. There were two particular
pieces, one depicting the eye of a ?fish, the pupil dark red on brown
iris in an orange snout on a buff background; the other fragment,
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part of an arch in dark red on a white background with black stripes.

Coins*
Two coins were found but only one was in a stratified position-

1. From dark filling at bottom of rubbish pit dug through the tessellated pavement.
Postumus. A.D. 259-67.
Billon Antoninianus.

Rey. Inscription illegible. Emperor standing r.
2. Unstratified.
Constans or Constantius II. AE 3.

Rev. [VICTORIAE D.D. AVG. Q.N.N.] Two victories holding wreath.
Mint. -—2— (Arelate). a.D. 341-6.

1 Mr D. W. Burge kindly identified the coins.
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