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Excavation revealed a pit containing Beaker pottery and a few other features with Bronze Age and Iron Age pottery. 
The lack of Late Iron Age material suggests that this low level activity had ceased by the time of the establishment of a 
small early Roman farmstead which contained at least two roundhouses. By the mid 3rd century these houses had been 
abandoned and replaced by a new set of enclosures probably associated with the construction of a villa evidenced by 
architectural fragments in later features. Four inhumation burials were found. Five pottery sherds attest post-Roman, 
possibly pre- Anglo-Saxon, activity.
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Archaeological background 
and methodology
During October and November 2007 Cotswold 
Archaeology (CA) carried out an archaeological 
excavation south of New Terrace, Staverton, 
Wiltshire (centred on NGR ST 8570 6040; Figure 1). 
The project was undertaken for Persimmon Homes 
prior to residential development and construction 
of a new road. The site lies immediately south of 
a relatively flat crest at 42m AOD (occupied by 
New Terrace) on the north-west edge of the village. 
The land falls gently to the south-east and 90m 
to the north-west of the site steeply downwards 
to the floodplain of the river Avon. Staverton lies 
within the Oxford Clay Vale of North Wiltshire and 
geoarchaeological assessment during the excavation 
showed that the natural geology of Kellaways Clay 
was overlain in the northern part of the site by 
lenses of unconsolidated sand of the Second Avon 

Terrace (Wilkinson in CA 2009).
Previously recorded archaeology in the vicinity 

of Staverton includes a ring ditch at Hilperton Gap, 
c. 1.3km to the south-east (SMR ST85NE630; note 
a new series of HER numbers were introduced in 
2011 to replace the former SMR numbers) and a 
rectangular enclosure south of Manor Farm, Holt, c. 
800m to the north on the opposite bank of the Avon 
(SMR ST86SE602). More significantly, the field to 
the south of New Terrace were known locally as 
Blacklands, a name often synonymous with Roman 
and medieval activity (as for instance at Blacklands 
Roman villa, Hemington, Somerset; Wessex 
Archaeology 2007; Page 1906). This potential for 
previously unrecorded archaeological remains 
required an archaeological evaluation when plans 
were proposed for the residential development of 
the site.

Trial trenching by CA in January 2002 on the 
line of a proposed road linking New Terrace and 
Marina Drive (to the south) revealed prehistoric 
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Fig. 1  Site location and plan showing all archaeological features and earlier interventions (1:2500)



THE WILTSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND NATURAL HISTORY MAGAZINE18

and Roman features (CA 2002; Figure 1). 
Subsequent geophysical survey identified two 
possible enclosures within the northern part of the 
site (although excavation showed these not to be 
the distinct enclosures suggested by the geophysics) 
together with other linear features (Stratascan 2004). 
Traces of ridge-and-furrow were identified during 
evaluation trenching and geophysical survey, and 
local residents remembered substantial earthworks 
in this field which was levelled in the early 1970s. 
A further 12 evaluation trenches were excavated 
in September 2004 showing that prehistoric 
and Roman activity was largely confined to the 
northern-most part of the development area (CA 
2004; Figure 1, T7a–17). This was subsequently 
confirmed during monitoring of construction work 
in the southern part of the development area and 
the southern section of the new road in 2008–9 
(Figure 1). A watching brief during development at 
The Old Vicarage in 2006, immediately east of the 
Persimmon Homes site, recorded ditches containing 
large quantities of Roman pottery (Figure 1). The 
recovery of nine fragments of Roman ceramic box-
flue and roof tile (tegulae) suggested the presence 
of a substantial building in the vicinity. Residual 
Neolithic to Early Bronze Age flint artefacts and a 
small quantity of Iron Age pottery were also noted 
(Ducker 2006).

In the light of the evaluation work, a condition 
was attached to the planning consent requiring 
the excavation of two areas (A and B) in the 
northern part of the site and a watching brief in 
the southern part of the development area. Areas 
A and B had a total extent of 1.0ha, with a gap 
left between them to preserve an existing sewer 
pipe. Fieldwork commenced with the mechanical 
removal of topsoil and subsoil under archaeological 
supervision. Archaeological features thus exposed 
were hand-excavated. At least 10% of all linear 
features (ditches/gullies) were excavated, including 
all intersections and terminals. Pits were at least 
50% excavated and deposits relating to funerary/
ritual activity and domestic/industrial activity 
were fully investigated. Following excavation, the 
significance of the results was assessed (CA 2009) 
culminating in this publication.

Results
Geoarchaeological assessment during excavation 
assisted in the interpretation of a c. 5m-wide 
palaeochannel, which traversed the site north-

west to south-east before petering out towards the 
south-eastern edge of Area A (Figures 1 and 2). This 
channel had become completely filled with alluvial 
sediments prior to the Roman period, although it 
was probably still visible as a minor depression. The 
channel ran perpendicular to the natural ground 
slope and it would appear from a section dug across it 
that there was more intensive erosion of its southern 
bank compared to the northern one (Wilkinson in 
CA 2009).

Worked flint of probable Mesolithic date was 
found residually in later deposits but no features 
of this date were found. The archaeological 
features investigated have been ascribed to eight 
chronological periods, either on the basis of the 
artefacts contained within them or stratigraphic 
relationships. 

Period 1: Beaker Period to Middle Bronze Age 
(late 3rd millennium– c. 1100 BC) (Figure 2)
Activity of this period was limited to a shallow oval 
pit (048) originally identified in evaluation trench 
T1. The secondary fill of this pit contained 115 
sherds of grog-tempered Beaker coarseware and 
fineware together with worked flints, including three 
scrapers and a flint blade, all probably contemporary. 
The pit was sealed by a 10mm-thick layer of 
redeposited sandy-clay considered to be naturally 
reworked unconsolidated sands of the Second Avon 
Terrace (Wilkinson in CA 2009). Four residual 
Beaker sherds were also recovered from Period 2 
ditch (052), approximately 5m north of pit (048). 
A shallow ditch (690) in the south-western part of 
Area A yielded 35 sherds of Early/Middle Bronze 
Age pottery from its single sand-silt fill. 

Period 2: Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age 
(c. 1100–600 BC) (Figure 2)
A V-shaped ditch (052) that crossed the northern 
part of Area A contained numerous Late Bronze Age 
and Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age potsherds, four 
residual Beaker sherds, three worked flints, three 
burnt flints and a number of fired clay fragments 
derived from flat, plate-like objects possibly 
representing lids used to cover cooking vessels or hot 
plates for cooking or heating. The ditch terminated 
in Area A and had been recut to a U-shaped profile 
containing a charcoal-rich fill which yielded four 
late prehistoric potsherds. Further late prehistoric 
occupation was identified in the south-eastern part 
of Area A. Four postholes, 23 stakeholes and five 
small pits lay in an area c. 15m by 10m. No patterning 
suggestive of structures could be discerned.
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Fig. 2  Plan of excavated features (1:1000)
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Period 3: Iron Age (c. 700 BC to mid 1st century 
AD) (Figure 2)
A few scattered features can be broadly dated to 
the Iron Age on the basis of the small quantities of 
pottery they contain (which in many cases could only 
be broadly dated to the late prehistoric period). Given 
the scarcity of the dating evidence it is conceivable 
that these features might be contemporary with 
those of Period 2. In the northern part of Area A pit 
(016) yielded four sherds of prehistoric pottery with 
a further sherd from a heavily truncated subcircular 
pit in evaluation trench T1. Posthole (091), one of six 
features cut into silted Period 1 ditch 690, produced 
broadly late prehistoric, possibly Iron Age, pottery. 
An intermittent line of postholes (including (700) 
and (715)), 10m to the north-east and curving west 
before reaching pit (280), might have formed a 
fence. The postholes and pit contained similar fills. 
A short length of ditch (658), heavily truncated by 
modern ditches, lay further to the north east. Iron 
Age pottery also occurred residually within Roman 
deposits.

No Iron Age finds were encountered within the 
palaeochannel, suggesting that it had largely silted-
up by this time, although continuing visibility is 
suggested by Roman ditches following the same 
alignment.

Period 4: Early Roman (later 1st and 2nd 
centuries AD) (Figures 2 and 3)
In the Early Roman period a succession of U-shaped 
ditches was cut along the former palaeochannel 
– (517), (492) and (491). These aided drainage as well 
as formalising this prominent landscape feature as 
part of a wider field system. A southward migration 
in its line though repeated recutting is suggested 
by poorly discernible, and only partially exposed, 
ditches (149) and (688) (further recuts (662) and 
(664) were only exposed in section). Ditch (688) 
contained a complete stone mortar (Figure 11).

A series of ditched plots on a predominately 
north-west to south-east alignment was laid out 
to the north-east of this drainage line. At least two 
roundhouses were constructed within the corner of 
one of the plots. Roundhouse R1 was defined by a U-
shaped drip gully (370) on its western side and much 
shorter gully (398) to the east, probably part of the 
same, truncated feature. The drip gullies enclosed an 
area with a diameter of c. 11.2m containing numerous 
postholes. The gullies contained pottery, fuel ash slag 
and animal bone fragments. Roundhouse R2 had 
U-shaped curving drip gullies - (621) and (527/560) 
- enclosing an area with a diameter of c. 5.7m around 

a shallow circular depression (596) perhaps denoting 
an eroded living area. A sandstone whetstone and 
fired-clay fragments, possibly from a loomweight, 
suggested domestic or craft activity inside this 
building. A partial rebuild of the structure was 
indicated by additional drip gully (526/573) on its 
western side. 

Both roundhouses lay within the north-west 
corner of an enclosure defined by 1m-deep V-shaped 
ditches (185) and (472). It was not possible to clarify 
the exact relationship between these ditches as (185) 
was later recut along all its length by ditches (060) 
and (101). On the opposite side of (472) from the 
roundhouses there were two truncated foundation 
trenches or gullies, (529) and (740), and pit (580) 
which had a heavily charcoal-flecked fill containing 
32 pieces of slag. The presence of a waste pit 
containing charcoal and iron slag, together with 
fuel ash slag from the drip gully of roundhouse 
R1 suggests low-level ironworking in this area and 
(529) and (740) conceivably formed the foundation 
trenches for windbreak screens associated with this 
activity. To the south-west of the metalworking area 
there were two short lengths of straight, north-east 
to south-west aligned heavily truncated U-shaped 
ditches, (533/568) and (717/719), which might have 
defined a boundary at right angles to the silted 
palaeochannel.

On the opposite, south-west side, of the 
palaeochannel parallel ditches (661) and (666) 
flanked the silted-up Early Bronze Age ditch (690). 
One of these ditches may have been a replacement of 
the other. Two large pits of indeterminate function 
- (351) and (349) - also lay in this area.

Chronology of Period 4, by Jane Timby
Period 4 contexts produced an assemblage of some 
1263 sherds of pottery weighing c. 10.7kg. Many 
of the individual assemblages are very small with 
insufficient chronologically diagnostic material. 
Some groups contain predominantly Savernake ware 
and local Wiltshire products, mainly black sandy 
wares, and no regional imports, and thus may date to 
the late 1st to early 2nd century. Other assemblages 
with local wares and a few sherds of Dorset Black-
Burnished ware and Central Gaulish samian date 
to the 2nd century. These include deposit (596) 
within roundhouse R2 and enclosure ditch (472). 
Other ditches continued to collect material into 
the later 2nd century at least to judge by sherds of 
typologically later Black-Burnished ware types and 
South-West white-slipped ware. In some cases later 
Roman Oxfordshire or New Forest colour-coated 
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Fig. 3  Detail of Roman features in the north-east part of the excavation area
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wares were retrieved from features ascribed to this 
period (including drip gully 398 of roundhouse 
R1), but in all cases this material is considered to 
be intrusive or else later material accumulating in 
the very tops of infilled features.

Period 5: Late Roman (3rd and 4th centuries) 
(Figures 2 and 3)
No Late Roman buildings were found but the 
abandonment of the earlier Roman roundhouses 
and the recovery of building materials, including 
architectural fragments, from later spreads indicate 
the presence of a villa in the vicinity. A series 
of ditches dug along the former palaeochannel 
maintained the land boundaries established in 
the Early Roman period. These successive and 
intercutting ditches were typically U-shaped, 
1-2m wide and 0.5-0.8m deep. Ditch (681) at the 
south eastern end of Area A connected two of these 
ditches, (406) and (492), which were presumably 
still partially open. 

To the north east of the palaeochannel, ditches 
(420) and (709/406) defined two new enclosures (A 
and B), separated by an entranceway. It is possible 
that ditch (060) ascribed to Period 4 might have 
continued in use in which case the entrance opened 
onto a north-east to south-west aligned trackway. 
The relationship between ditch (420) defining 
Enclosure A and Period 4 ditch (472) could not be 
established, but Enclosure A clearly cut across the 
site of former roundhouse R1.

A cluster of pits outside Enclosure B (211), (221), 
(222), (242), (365) and (367) all possessed charcoal-
flecked fills suggestive of domestic or industrial 
activity. Pits (365) and (367) yielded burnt-clay 
fragments and were largely cut away by elongated pit 
(211) which had heat-affected sides of fired clay and 
contained fuel ash slag suggesting that it functioned 
as a flue for an oven or kiln.

Two graves containing three inhumation burials 
lay just inside Enclosure A (Figure 4). Grave (092) 
contained the extended supine burial of a possible 
male adult aligned south-west to north-east. The 
42.5 to 50 year-old individual had his arms folded, 
the left hand resting on the right side of the chest 
and right hand resting on the left side on the pelvis. 
Adjacent, a deeper grave (179) contained two burials. 
Extended supine burial (397), positioned with the 
head to the south-west, was that of a 16 to 17 year-old 
adolescent. A second extended supine burial (186) 
of an adult male had been subsequently positioned 
over burial (397) with the head to the north-east. 
The individual died aged between 36 and 50 years 

and was buried with his arms resting by his side and 
hands on his pelvis. Nails found around both burials 
suggest that they had been buried in coffins, whilst 
hobnails lay around the feet of burial (397). When 
the second burial took place, burial (397) must have 
been decomposed to a large degree to explain the 
disarticulation caused by the recutting of the grave. 
A third poorly preserved grave (147) lay outside 
Enclosure B. It contained a partially crouched 
inhumation, orientated south-west to north-east, of 
a 36 to 50 year-old male lying on his right side, with 
his legs partially flexed and hands to the right side 
of his head. The skeleton of a puppy, above the left 
femur, was sufficiently complete to suggest that it 
may have been deliberately placed within the grave 
as a companion burial. Four hobnails were found in 
association with the burial, as well as a pig jaw and 
half a Black-Burnished ware bowl (Figure 8, 12).

The former palaeochannel must have remained 
a damp and boggy area throughout the Late Roman 
period as attempts were made to consolidate crossings 
over this wet ground at a date after the Period 5 
ditches had largely silted-up and the villa house had 
been at least partially demolished. Causeways were 
formed by spreads of roughly worked limestone 
rubble. Rubble spread (317) contained fragments 
of stone capitals and column drums; a piece of cast 
green window glass, a fragment of whetstone and 
a worked sheep metatarsal with a pierced circular 
hole. Some fragments of stone flooring slabs had 
been placed across the column fragments to provide 
a crude surface. A further two rubble spreads, (391) 
and (199), were laid down within Enclosure B. 
Spread (199) contained five broken fragments of 
stone guttering, a fragment of the upper stone from 
a rotary quern, as well as a fragment of millstone 
apparently worn from re-use as paving and fitting 
with a piece from rubble spread (391). Rubble 
spread (317) was covered with a dark silty deposit 
(316) containing abundant pottery, perhaps midden 
material, while the rubble of spread (199) was set 
within a similar black silt. 

Period 6: Latest Roman/Post-Roman (5th to 
7th century)
Five sherds of post-Roman pottery were recovered 
from silt (316); ditch (417) and feature (635) in the 
south-west corner of the site. The latter was a sub-
rounded depression c. 8m long, 5m wide and 0.1m 
deep, of uncertain interpretation.

Chronology of Periods 5 and 6, by Jane Timby
Features and deposits ascribed to Periods 5 and 6 
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Fig. 4  Later Roman burials. Scales 1m and 2m
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yielded 2785 sherds of pottery weighing c.26.7kg. 
Some chronological distinction within these periods 
is possible. The pottery from some features occurs 
in only small quantities and does not contain any 
material later than the 3rd century, for instance the 
pits and ovens (221), (222), (242). Most other features 
contain later Roman colour-coated wares current 
from around the mid-3rd century through into the 
4th century or later, although features belonging to 
this sub-group did not contain wares clearly dating 
after the mid 4th century. The latest Roman/post-
Roman pottery from the site derives from the 
deposits associated with the rubble spreads and from 
ditches dug into the former palaeochannel. These 
contained later Roman shelly ware, which did not 
generally circulate until after c. AD 360/370. Ditch 
(341) also contained a coin of AD 364–78. Only five 
sherds of post-Roman pottery were retrieved: three 
from silt (316), where they were accompanied by a 
much larger quantity of Roman wares; one from 
ditch (417) and one from depression (635). A broad 
5th to 7th-century date range can be suggested for 
these sherds.

Period 7: Later medieval (13th to 14th 
centuries)
Later medieval deposits and features concentrated 
in the southernmost part of Area B, including two 
broad, shallow layers, (466) and (467), with probable 
Lacock/Nash Hill pottery of 13th to 14th-century 
date recovered from (466). Layer (467) was overlain 
by a further deposit and cut by several shallow 
ditches, pit (695) and small posthole (232). The 
nature of this activity is uncertain, and at some 
point in the medieval period the area was laid out 
as an open field with ridge and furrow cultivation. 
The geophysical survey (Figure 1) shows that the 
medieval field system was on broadly the same 
alignment as the Roman ditches dug into the silted 
palaeochannel. The ridge and furrow earthworks 
remained extant until the early 1970s when local 
residents recall them being flattened.

Period 8: Post-medieval and modern activity
Redeposited soils that probably derived from 
flattening of ridge and furrow covered all 
archaeological deposits. A modern sewer and 
adjacent spread of modern waste material, a service 
trench and various other intrusions were found in 
Areas A and B.

Finds

Worked flint, by Kathryn Price and 
E. R. McSloy 

The worked flint amounts to 99 pieces from 34 
contexts. Small quantities of unworked heat-affected 
flint were also retrieved (30 pieces/190g). The raw 
material is variable in its colouring and quantity. 
The majority is grey brown or dark grey flint; with 
lesser amounts pale grey/white and honey coloured. 
Very few pieces are deeply patinated. The variability 
of the flint, the small size of most removals and 
properties of surviving cortex suggest that most 
material was procured locally from the Avon 
gravels; only a small number of pieces could have 
derived from primary, chalk sources. The majority 
of the assemblage is demonstrably residual. Only 
the worked flint from Period 1 and possibly from 
Period 2 can be considered stratified. 

A small group of 13 pieces from Period 1 pit (048) 
was associated with Beaker coarseware pottery. This 
group includes three scrapers (Figure 5, 2–4), two of 
which are broken. The remainder comprises a blade 
and five un-utilised flakes which are fresh/sharp and 
probably contemporaneous with the feature and its 
filling. The blade is well made and parallel-edged 
and might be a re-deposited or re-used Mesolithic 
piece.

The bulk of the assemblage comprises secondary 
or tertiary flakes (75 pieces, most likely waste 
from manufacture or maintenance of tools). Pieces 
with secondary working are restricted to scrapers, 
including three examples from Period 1 pit (048). 
A single, broken microlith (Figure 5, 1) and a 
small number of bladelets/blades evidence limited 
Mesolithic activity. Two small, discoidal ‘button’ 
scrapers, both re-deposited, probably date to the 
Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age. The debitage, 
based on the predominance of flakes and with little 
evidence for platform preparation, is consistent with 
flintworking of the Late Neolithic and Bronze Age. 
Two scrapers from Period 2 ditch (052) are notably 
‘crude’ and typical for what might be expected for 
late flint working, extending into the Middle or 
Late Bronze Age.

Catalogue of illustrated flint (Figure 5)
1.  Broken geometric microlith. Unstratified.
2.  Extended end scraper on flake; broken. Period 1, pit 

(048).
3.  End/Side scraper on flake. Period 1, pit (048).
4.  Broken scraper. Period 1, pit (048).
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Fig. 5  Worked flint (1:1)

Prehistoric pottery, by E. R. McSloy

A small assemblage of 392 sherds of prehistoric 
pottery (2710g; 1.6 rim estimated vessel equivalents 
(EVEs)) was recovered from 56 deposits (Table 1). A 
group of 64 sherds of Beaker pottery from that part 
of pit (048) excavated during the 2002 evaluation is 
included here. Despite its small size the prehistoric 
pottery encompasses a wide date range from the 
Early Bronze Age to the Middle Iron Age. 

The assemblage has been fully recorded by 
sherd count, weight, rim EVEs and with forms 
and decoration as applicable. Pottery fabric 
descriptions are reproduced here in summary, with 
full descriptions in the archive. Preservation of the 
prehistoric pottery is typically poor. The Beaker 
material excepted, which appears to derive from a 
single feature only, sherd size is typically small, with 
mean sherd weight low at 6.3g. Surface preservation 
is also poor, particularly for calcareous fabrics where 
inclusions are frequently leached out.

Fabrics
Period 1: Beaker Period to Middle Bronze Age
BKGc Beaker coarseware fabric. Common medium 

or coarse grog; sparse limestone.
BKGf Beaker fineware. Common finer grog; sparse 

quartz sand and sparse flint.
GR1 Coarse/medium grog-tempered. Abundant to 

common grog; may contain sparse limestone, 
fossil shell and quartz sand.

GR2 Grog with quartz. Common medium grog; 
common quartz sand.

GR3 Grog with limestone. Common medium 
grog; common limestone.

GR4 Coarse grog. Common poorly-sorted coarse 
grog up to 5mm.

Periods 2 to 3: Late Bronze Age to Iron Age 
LS1 Fine limestone-tempered. Hard fabric with 

common angular limestone (0.5–1mm) and 
sparse quartz sand.

LS2 Limestone and fossil shell. Common medium 
limestone and fossil shell up to 3mm.

LS3 Fine limestone-tempered. Abundant fine 
oolitic limestone.

ORG Organic-tempered. Fine silty fabric; common 
to sparse chopped organics.

Q1 Sandy fabric. Common fine quartz sand.
QT1 Quartzite-tempered. Abundant angular 

quartzite.
SH1 Fine shell-tempered. Abundant fine fossil 

shell and sparse limestone.
SH2 Coarse shell-tempered. Abundant coarse 

fossil shell and sparse limestone.

Table 1: Prehistoric pottery. Quantification by period as 
sherd count and weight

Period 1 2 3
4/5/8/
unph Total

Fabric Ct Wt Ct Wt Ct Wt Ct Wt Ct Wt
BKGc 99 880       99 880
BKGf 5 43 5 43
GR1 7 65 2 3 21 70 30 138
GR2 1 32     1 32
GR3 2 48 1 10 4 33 7 91
GR4  7 288   2 33 9 321
LS1 11 82 2 38   13 120
LS2 17 63 25 113 18 70 60 246
LS3     8 38 8 38
ORG 2 8   1 3 3 11
QT1 16 97   4 36 20 133
Q1   1 1 12 84 13 85
SH1 10 28 12 25 50 169 72 222
SH2 1 27 1 27
VES1 38 260 1 7 2 16 41 283
VES2 3 10 6 29    1 1 10 40
Totals 107 933 117 1000 44 197 115 564 392 2710



THE WILTSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND NATURAL HISTORY MAGAZINE26

VES1 Vesicular (finer fabric). Soft buff fabric with 
common rounded voids.

VES2 Vesicular (coarser fabric). Common large 
rounded or irregular voids.

Period 1: Beaker 
The Beaker pottery (104 sherds; 923g) derives 
exclusively from pit (048). The rim EVEs value is 
0.79 and the group represents a minimum of ten 
vessels based on assembled ‘sherd families’. Beaker 
fabrics are remarkably consistent in their use of grog 
and those described are typical for the Wessex region 
(Cleal 1995, 190).

A single Beaker fineware vessel has geometric 
design executed in repeated square-toothed comb 
(Figure 6, 1). A further sherd is recorded with 
indistinct comb-impressed decoration which may 
be from the same vessel. The remainder of the group 
(Figure 6, 2–6) consists of ‘coarseware’ vessels with 
rusticated decoration, with No. 3 an example of the 
ridged or cordoned style vessels. The methods of 
decoration employed, using short incised strokes 
(No. 2), or impressions using a shaped implement 
(No. 6) are typical for Beaker coarsewares (Gibson 
1982). 

None of the Beaker vessels is sufficiently 
complete for full classification, although the upper 
profiles of all are unlike that of the primary ‘bell’-
series (Clarke 1970). A feature common to each of 
the illustrated vessels is the moulded rim, thickened 
in the case of fineware vessel No. 1 and with a 
more distinct cordon below the rim for coarseware 
vessels 

The combination of fineware and (a larger 
number of) coarseware vessels is suggestive of a 
domestic group, although no settlement evidence 
of this period lay within the excavation area. There 
are relatively few Beaker domestic groups from 
Wiltshire, most coming from the south of the county 
(Cleal 2000, 75). A small group, associated with 
radiocarbon determinations in the range 2460–2030 
cal. BC was found at Showell Farm, 15km to the 
north (McSloy 2006, 23). There are good parallels 
for decoration and the use of thickened/cordoned 
rims among the larger mixed fineware/coarseware 
assemblages from Downton (Rahtz and ApSimon 
1962, fig. 12) and Dean Bottom, Ogbourne St 
Andrew (Cleal 1992, 65–9; figs 45–7).  

The absence of any carbonised residues or 
suitable charred plant remains associated with the 
pit precluded the use of radiocarbon dating for this 
feature. Beaker coarsewares of the type represented 
by Nos 2–6 are considered a secondary development 

within the sequence, part of Case’s Middle or Late 
styles (Case 1977). The coarseware vessels (Nos 
2–6) have affinities with Case’s (1993; 1995) revised 
Regional Group B, which he saw as having north 
British origins and later occurring more widely. 
Characteristics of this Group are the use of thickened 
and cordoned rims, ribbed/banded vessels (as Nos 3 
and 4) and a great variety of rusticated decoration, 
which is typically densely applied (Case 1993, 254). 
Fineware vessel No. 1 also exhibits characteristics 
seen with Group B vessels in its upright rim and 
deep zone of decoration at the neck with angular 
motifs (Case 1995, 1). In southern Britain Group 
B is likely to be no earlier than the final quarter of 
the 3rd millennium BC and continues into the first 
quarter of the 2nd millennium BC.

Catalogue of illustrated Beaker pottery (all pit 048) 
(Figure 6)
1. Beaker fineware vessel; fabric BKGf. Short, thickened/

collar-like rim. Decoration consists of bands of repeated 
square-toothed comb, with zone of geometrical 
(inverted chevrons/triangles) below.

2. Beaker coarseware vessel; fabric BKGc. Bifid/cordoned 
rim. Decoration consists of short incised strokes 
arranged in herringbone style.

3. Beaker coarseware vessel; fabric BKGc. Bifid/cordoned 
rim. Decoration consists of rows of indistinct, oblique 
(fingernail?) impressions, separated by horizontal 
impressions forming a continuous line.

4. Beaker coarseware vessel; fabric BKGc. Bodysherds 
from vessel of ribbed/banded construction probably 
formed from coils. Decoration consists of rows of 
oblique (fingernail?) impressions.

5. Beaker coarseware vessel; fabric BKGc. Short, 
thickened/collar-like rim. Indistinct (fingernail?) 
decoration below rim.

6. Beaker coarseware vessel; fabric BKGc. Bodysherds with 
rows of oblique impressions in opposed herringbone 
style. Executed using a shaped implement.

Period 1: Early and Middle Bronze Age
A small number of sherds, some certainly re-
deposited, provide evidence for Early and Middle 
Bronze Age activity. One sherd (Figure 6, 7) has a 
grogged fabric suggestive of an earlier Bronze Age 
date and the deep-scored herringbone decoration is 
reminiscent of ‘earlier Middle’ Bronze Age styles, 
including Trevisker and Late Biconical Urn types. 
Further thick-walled sherds in coarse grogged 
fabrics may date to the earlier Bronze Age. A sherd 
in a leached calcareous fabric (VES1; Figure 6, 8) 
features an applied, thumbed strip and is probably of 
the Middle Bronze Age Deverel-Rimbury tradition, 
although it is re-deposited.
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Fig. 6  Beaker and Early/Middle Bronze Age pottery (Nos 1–8). Late prehistoric pottery (Nos 9–16) (1:3)
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Period 2: Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age
The high levels of fragmentation and poor condition 
of much of the later prehistoric pottery hinders close 
dating. Selected material is with greater or lesser 
certainty of Late Bronze Age and earliest Iron Age 
transitional date. Fabric incidence is shown in Table 
1. The bulk of material is made up of limestone-
tempered or vesicular types, the latter probably 
leached calcareous fabrics. Grogged types are also 
present, though a proportion might represent 
residual earlier Bronze Age material. The distinctive 
quartzite-tempered QT1 is restricted to ditch (052) 
or is re-deposited in Roman deposits. With the 
exception of the quartzite-tempered material, the 
fabrics compare with those recorded from a small 
Late Bronze Age assemblage from Trowbridge 
(Mepham 1993, 101–2).

Ditch (052) located in the north part of Area 
A and truncated by a number of Early Roman 
features produced a moderately large group of 
pottery of 56 sherds (400g). Vesicular (VES1) and 
fine quartzite-tempered (QT1) fabrics are dominant 
(Figure 6, 9–10). No. 9 can be paralleled among 
‘weak-profiled’ vessels of the Early All Cannings 
Cross group (Cunliffe 2005, 613; fig. A2). Similarly 
the zoned, incised triangular decoration seen on 
No. 9 is a feature of the earlier All Cannings style 
as is the finger-tipping on No. 10. Dating as early 
as the 9th to 8th centuries BC is suggested on this 
basis (ibid., 90–2).

The pottery groups derived from small pits/
postholes clustering in the south east of Area A 
are in all instances small, not exceeding 11 sherds. 
Fabrics are mainly calcareous or vesicular types, and 
significantly the quartzite-tempered type is absent. 
The few identifiable forms are neck-less ovoid or 
barrel-shaped vessels (Figure 6, 11–12) and one 
shouldered or globular vessel with simple, upright 
rim (Figure 6, 14). The vessels are thin-walled and 
unlike the barrel-shaped vessel forms of the Middle 
and Late Iron Age. Vessel No. 13 exhibits the ‘finger-
wiped’ surfaces, a surface treatment commonly seen 
with Post-Deverel Rimbury plainwares, best known 
from the Thames Valley, but present at Burderop 
Down, Chiseldon (Tomalin 1992, 100–3, fig. 74–5). 
Simple ovoid jars comparable to vessels Nos 11–12 
are a feature of Late Bronze Age groups including 
Shorncote Quarry, Gloucestershire (Morris 1994, 
36, fig.11). Plainware assemblages extend across 
the 11th to 9th centuries BC, with fingertip and 
other decoration progressively common from the 
8th century.

Period 3: Iron Age
Pottery of this date is mainly re-deposited in Roman 
deposits. Fabrics are distinctive, comprising coarser 
or finer shell-tempered types SH1/LS2. A single 
larger group of 42 sherds is from Period 4 enclosure 
ditch 664. Early Roman dating has been applied to 
this deposit on the basis of five sherds of Roman 
pottery present, though the larger quantity of Iron 
Age pottery might suggest this was an earlier feature 
which has been re-cut. Identifiable forms from this 
feature comprise barrel-shaped and globular jars 
in coarse and finer shell-tempered fabrics (Figure 
6, 15–16). 

Catalogue of illustrated late prehistoric pottery 
(Figure 6)
Early to Middle Bronze Age 
7. Fabric GR3. Rim-sherd of bevelled/internally-

thickened form. Decoration consists of deeply-scored 
chevrons or herringbone. Early–Middle Bronze Age 
Urn? Period 2, ditch (690) (fill 691).

8. Fabric VES1. Bodysherd with applied, fingertip-
impressed strip. Deverel Rimbury type. Period 4, ditch 
(149) (fill 151).

Late Bronze Age
9. Fabric LS1. Ovoid jar; simple rim. Period 2, pit (102) 

(fill (103), below pit (104)).
10. Fabric SH1. Ovoid jar; simple rim. Period 3, pit (700) 

(fill (699)).
11. Fabric LS2. Bodysherd with finger-smoothing. Period 

3, pit (700) (fill (699)).
12. Fabric VES2. Globular/shouldered jar; upright rim. 

Period 2, pit (140) (fill (141)).

Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age
13. Fabric QT1. Slack-profile ?Bowl with simple rim. 

Incised decoration. Period 2, ditch (052) (fill (029)).
14. Fabric GR2. Bodysherd with line of impressed 

fingernail decoration. Period 2, ditch (052) (fill 
(076)).

Iron Age
15. Fabric SH2. Barrel-shaped jar; flattened rim. Period 

4, ditch (664) (fill (665)).
16. Fabric SH1. Globular jar with everted rim. Period 4, 

ditch (664) (fill (665)).

Roman pottery, by Jane Timby

The excavations produced 4878 sherds of Roman 
pottery weighing 40.2kg and five pieces potentially 
of sub-Roman date (Table 2). In general terms the 
assemblage is in poor condition, reflected by an 
overall average sherd weight of just 8g, low for 
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Table 2: Quantification of Roman and sub-Roman pottery. T&D = Tomber and Dore 1998

Code T&D Description No No % Wt (g) Wt % Eve Eve%
IMPORTS
LGF SA 28 South Gaulish samian (La Graufesenque) 25 0.5 106.5 0.3 6 0.1
MON SA 29 Montans samian 2 0.0 12 0.0 5 0.1
LMV SA 30 Les Martres-de-Veyre samian 11 0.2 44 0.1 23 0.5
LEZ SA 31-2 Central Gaulish samian (Lezoux) 68 1.4 471.25 1.2 61 1.4
EGSAM 34 ff East Gaulish samian 1 0.0 129 0.3 0 0.0
MOS BS 60 Moselle black-slipped ware 1 0.0 0.25 0.0 0 0.0
NOG WH 4 75 North Gaulish whiteware mortaria 1 0.0 50 0.1 5 0.1
BAT AM 85 Baetican amphorae 2 0.0 11 0.0 0 0.0
CAD AM 87 Cadiz amphorae (Cam. 186) 1 0.0 138 0.3 0 0.0
GALAM 93 ff Gallic amphorae 4 0.1 21 0.1 0 0.0
REGIONAL
ALH RE 138 Alice Holt reduced ware 4 0.1 124 0.3 18 0.4
DOR BB1 127 Dorset black burnished ware 782 16.0 7048 17.5 984 21.9
MAH WH 189 Mancetter-Hartshill mortaria 1 0.0 44 0.1 0 0.0
NFO PA 142 New Forest parchment ware 3 0.1 49 0.1 13 0.3
NFO RS 2 144 New Forest red-slipped ware 54 1.1 639.25 1.6 34 0.8
NSOM RE N Somerset reduced ware 4 0.1 47 0.1 20 0.4
OWY WH 146 Overwey white ware 4 0.1 39.5 0.1 0 0.0
OXF RS 176 Oxon colour-coated ware 80 1.6 601.25 1.5 99 2.2
OXF RSM 176 Oxon red-slipped mortaria 20 0.4 215 0.5 17 0.4
OXF WH 175 Oxon whiteware 2 0.0 2 0.0 0 0.0
OXF WHM 175 Oxon whiteware mortaria 6 0.1 151 0.4 11 0.2
OXF WS M 177 Oxon white slipped mortaria 6 0.1 699 1.7 31 0.7
PNK GT 210 Midlands pink grog-tempered ware 1 0.0 10 0.0 0 0.0
ROB SH 212 Late Roman shelly ware 77 1.6 485.5 1.2 37 0.8
SOW BB1 129 South-west black burnished ware 114 2.3 1351 3.4 154 3.4
SVW OX 149 Severn Valley ware 10 0.2 61 0.2 13 0.3
VER WHM 154 Verulamium whiteware mortaria 1 0.0 137 0.3 0 0.0
LOCAL
SAV GT 191 Savernake ware 161 3.3 3797 9.4 122 2.7
SOW OX/RE Southwest oxidised /reduced ware 197 4.0 1104 2.7 133 3.0
SOW WS 192 Southwest white-slipped 27 0.6 227 0.6 125 2.8
SOW WSM 192 SW white-slipped mortaria 3 0.1 506 1.3 2 0.0
WIL BW1 C1-C2 black sandy ware 469 9.6 3128 7.8 456 10.2
WIL BW2 Wiltshire black sandy ware 427 8.7 2482.3 6.2 287 6.4
WIL CC Wiltshire colour-coated ware 1 0.0 2 0.0 0 0.0
WIL GL Wiltshire glazed ware 1 0.0 2 0.0 0 0.0
WIL GR Wiltshire grog-tempered sandy ware 13 0.3 134 0.3 17 0.4
WIL OX North Wiltshire oxidised sandy 363 7.4 1887.5 4.7 245 5.5
WIL RE North Wiltshire reduced wares 1650 33.8 12657 31.5 1431 31.9
UNKNOWN
BUFF misc buff/ cream wares 6 0.1 27 0.1 8 0.2
BWF fine black ware 1 0.0 3 0.0 0 0.0
BWFMIC fine black micaeous ware 1 0.0 2 0.0 0 0.0
BWNSA brown sandy wares 13 0.3 252 0.6 19 0.4
GREY grey sandy wares 6 0.1 71.5 0.2 6 0.1
GREYBG blue-grey sandy 5 0.1 39 0.1 27 0.6
GROG  grog-tempered sherds 13 0.3 115.5 0.3 0 0.0
GYF fine grey wares 2 0.0 8 0.0 0 0.0
GYMIC micaceous grey sandy ware 4 0.1 38 0.1 0 0.0
GYFMIC fine grey micaceous ware 14 0.3 71 0.2 0 0.0
MISC miscellaneous sandy 1 0.0 12 0.0 1 0.0
OXID oxidised ware 80 1.6 307 0.8 11 0.2
OXIDF oxidised fine ware 84 1.7 422.5 1.1 55 1.2
OXIDMIC micaceous oxidised ware 15 0.3 162 0.4 13 0.3
WSOXID white slipped  oxidised ware  2 0.0 41 0.1 0 0.0
WSBG white-slipped blue-grey ware 2 0.0 8 0.0 0 0.0
WWF miscellaneous fine whiteware 2 0.0 2.5 0.0 0 0.0
OO unclassified crumbs 35 0.7 18.5 0.0 0 0.0

SUB-ROMAN?
CHALK chalk-tempered ware 3 0.1 55 0.1 0 0.0
CHSA sandy with chalk 1 0.0 14 0.0 0 0.0
ORSA sandy with organic 1 0.0 8 0.0 0 0.0
 TOTAL  4883 100.0 40214 100.0 4489 100.0
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Roman material. Many sherds have abraded edges 
and no surviving surface finish, presumably the 
result of hostile ground conditions. The material 
appears mainly to date from the early-mid 2nd 
century through to the later 4th century with a few 
later 1st to early 2nd-century sherds.

The assemblage was sorted into broad fabric 
groups based on inclusions; the frequency and 
grade of the inclusions and the firing colour. Known 
regional or traded wares were coded according to 
the National Roman Fabric Reference Collection 
(Tomber and Dore 1998). More local wares were 
grouped and coded in a similar manner. The poor 
condition of some material, in particular the loss of 
any surface finish, may have had some impact on 
identification, particularly of colour-coated wares. 
Quantification was by sherd count, weight and 
EVEs (rims only). A full database is deposited with 
the site archive.

The principal fabrics and forms
Samian
The samian ware has been divided into wares 
manufactured in South Gaul (25% by sherd count), 
Central Gaul (74%) and one possible East Gaulish 
base sherd (less than 1%). Most sherds are from 
plain vessels with just five decorated pieces. Many 
fragments had no surviving slip and were quite 
small and fragmentary, weighing less than 1g. As a 
consequence many sherds are of indeterminate form. 
On a base sherd from a Central Gaulish dish probably 
in the Ludowici Tg/Tf/Tx series there is one stamp 
in the form of a rosette, half of which survives, and 
on an East Gaulish dish of indeterminate form 
(18/31 or 31) one token line stamp with no letters. 
There was considerable evidence of wear including 
one graffito, one vessel with an in-situ lead rivet and 
three other vessels with rivet repair holes. At least 
one vessel had been burnt.

The South Gaulish samian comprises 25 sherds 
identified as from La Graufesenque and two sherds, 
one burnt, probably from Montans. The former 
includes a decorated sherd of a Dragendorff (Drag.) 
37 bowl with an in-situ lead rivet (Figure 7, 1); 
a Drag. 30 bowl, one very small decorated sherd 
of indeterminate form and two Drag. 27 cups. A 
third Drag. 27 cup is present amongst the Montans 
sherds.

The bulk of the assemblage comprises products 
from the Central Gaulish sources, mainly from 
Lezoux but with at least eleven sherds from Les 
Martres-de-Veyre. The latter includes one dish 
Drag. 36, one decorated bowl Drag. 37 and three 
dishes Drag. 18–18/31, one with a rivet repair hole. 
The former include three dishes Drag. 31; one 
18/31R/18R; one Drag. 36; one moulded bowl Drag. 
30; two sherds either Drag. 30 or 37; four sherds 
from decorated bowls Drag. 37; one handle from a 
dish Drag. 42, along with three Drag. 33 cups and 
one Drag. 27. 

Catalogue of illustrated samian (Figure 7)
1.  Bodysherd of a South Gaulish decorated bowl Drag. 37. 

1st century AD. In situ lead rivet. Weight 59g. Period 
8, ditch (500) (504).

2.  Basesherd from a Central Gaulish dish (Drag. 18/31R 
or 31R) decorated with a rouletted wreath c. AD 120-60. 
A graffito in the form of an X has been incised into the 
underside of the footring. Weight 15g. Period 5, spread 
(380). 

Regional coarsewares
Dorset Black-Burnished ware (DOR BB1). This ware is 
the commonest of the regional imports. The standard 
repertoire of jars, bowls and dishes is present along 
with two lids. The emphasis is very much on later 
products of the industry with most of the latticing 
on the jars in the oblique form. Jars account for 60% 
(eg. Figure 8, 16). Of the bowls/dishes, the mainly 

Fig. 7  Samian ware (1:2)
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2nd-century flat-rim form accounts for just 1.4%, 
the late 2nd to early 3rd-century grooved-rim form 
for 3.6%, the plain-walled dish for 19% and the 
later 3rd to 4th-century conical flanged-rim bowl 
(Figure 8, 12) for 14%, reflecting the later bias of 
the assemblage. Lids contribute 1.9%. Many of the 
jars and one of the lids showed evidence of use in 
the form of sooting.

South-West Black-Burnished ware (SOW BB1). A 
small but significant number of sherds could be 
distinguished as South-West Black-Burnished ware 
with examples of jars, plain walled dishes and conical 
flanged-rim bowls.

New Forest wares (NFO RS2; NFO PA; NFO RE). 
Forms present include bowls Fulford (1975) types 
59, 63, 68 and 90, beakers including type 27 and 
examples decorated with applied barbotine scales 
and bifid rim jugs similar to type 20. Also present is 
the base of a large jug or flagon (Figure 9, 19). Most 
of these forms date to the first half of the 4th century 
with the exception of the parchment ware bowl 90 
(Figure 8, 14) which probably dates to the second 
half of the 4th century.

Oxfordshire wares. These products include white, 
colour-coated and white-slipped wares. The colour-
coated wares (OXF RS) are the most dominant with 
a high proportion of 4th-century bowls, several with 
rosette-impressed decoration and several mortaria 
(Young 2000, forms C97 and C100). Many of the 
rim sherds were too small to confidently attribute 
to form and most sherds had lost their colour-coated 
surface. Recognisable forms include Young forms 
C45, C51, C68, C75 and C84 along with beakers. 
The white-slipped wares (OXF WS) and white wares 
(OXF WH) are mainly restricted to mortaria (forms 
M22, WC7). Almost half an OXF WS mortarium was 
recovered from gully (674).

Midlands shelly ware (ROB SH). This ware is 
conventionally seen as dating to after c. AD 370. The 
forms include triangular-rim and simple, thickened 
everted-rim jars. 

Local coarsewares
Savernake ware (SAV GT). A moderately large 
number of sherds from storage jars is present, 
including several sherds from a single beaded-rim 
jar from gully (549). The vessel has a post-firing hole 
through the vessel wall (Figure 8, 5). Use is displayed 

by a sherd with a calcareous lining and a sherd that 
has been internally blackened.

South-West wares (SOW OX/RE; SOW WS). 
Although only the white-slipped ware is defined in 
Tomber and Dore, the same fabric is present without 
the slip in both an oxidised and reduced fabric. The 
ware first appears in the later 2nd century continuing 
into the 3rd century and largely features as small 
flagons (Figure 9, 24), jars (Figure 9, 25), beakers 
and mortaria. One mortaria is a ‘second’ evidenced 
by a particularly misshapen unstable base blown 
during firing, although the vessel appears to have 
been used.

North Wiltshire wares. This group of wares not 
surprisingly accounts for 60% of the total assemblage 
by count, of which 33.8% comprise the reduced grey 
wares (WIL RE) and 7.4% the oxidised sandy wares 
(WIL OX). The remaining 27.4% consist of black 
sandy wares relating to both the earlier and later 
phases of the industry (WIL BW1-2); the latter 
often imitating Dorset Black-Burnished ware forms; 
colour-coated wares (WIL CC); grog-tempered wares 
(WIL GR) and a single glazed sherd (WIL GL). 
Kilns have been documented at Whitehill Farm, 
Toothill Farm, Purton, Brinkworth and Oaksey 
to the west and north-west of Swindon (Anderson 
1979). Production of the sandy wares appears to date 
from the later 1st to early 2nd century at these sites, 
and it is likely that the later industry was based in 
the same area.

The grey wares (WIL RE) have a fine to medium 
sandy fabric. Several variants have been subsumed 
into this single category belonging both to the earlier 
and later facets of this industry. The repertoire is 
dominated by jars (85.5% by EVE), mainly everted 
rim, bifid, triangular and hooked rim forms (Figures 
8–9, 13, 17). Two vessels have slightly warped rims 
suggesting the use of seconds. The remaining 14.5% 
comprise dishes/bowls, beakers, tankards, jugs and 
lids (Figures 8–9, 7, 9, 20). The earlier black sandy 
ware (WIL BW1) largely corresponds to Cirencester 
fabric 5 dating to the 1st and 2nd centuries (Rigby 
1982, 153). Vessels include simple everted-rim jars, 
various dishes and a lid (Figure 8, 1–3, 6, 10–11). 
Later wares (WIL BW2) largely copy Dorset Black-
Burnished ware forms with additional types (Figure 
9, 22–3). The colour-coated and glazed wares are 
products of a local fine ware industry identified from 
the assemblage at Wanborough dating to the early 
2nd century (Anderson 1978). 
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?Sub-Roman wares
Five sherds are possible sub-Roman pieces, three 
from spread (316) and one each from ditch (417) and 
depression (635). Two fabrics were defined.

Chalk-tempered: A handmade ware, pale to mid grey 
with a lighter brownish exterior. The vessel(s) is 
quite thick-walled (7-9mm). The paste contains 
a sparse temper of sub-angular to rounded white 
chalk up to 3mm in size and sparse visible (x20 
magnification) visible quartz. 

Organic with sand: A handmade, moderately hard, 
black fabric containing a sparse frequency of 
moderately well-sorted, sub-angular to rounded, 
quartz sand, accompanied by rare grains of iron, 
calcareous inclusions and organic matter. The latter 
appears as occasional linear voids on the surface and 
in the paste. The quartz has a polished appearance 
reflecting light. 

A breakdown of the forms present by EVE is available 
in the archive. Typically for a rural Roman site jars 
dominate, accounting for 66.6% of the assemblage. A 
variety of rim-types are present with simple everted 
or thickened rolled rim everted types dominating. 
Very large storage-type vessels account for 4% and 
these are mostly the Savernake vessels and one Alice 
Holt vessel (Lyne and Jefferies 1979, type 1C) (Figure 
9, 21). Bowls and dishes account for 18.6% of which 
21% are fineware types; either imported samian or 
British colour-coated wares. Drinking vessels (cups, 
beakers and tankards) (Figures 8–9, 7, 18) contribute 
3.7%, liquid dispensing vessels (flagons, jugs), lids 
1.3% and mortaria just 1.5%. Amongst the flagons is a 
redeposited ring-necked vessel (Figure 8, 15) and two 
SOW WS flasks (e.g. Figure 9, 25). As noted above at 
least four vessels can be classified as ‘seconds’. This is 
quite a common phenomenon and is not necessarily 
indicative of on-site production.

Discussion
The Staverton assemblage generally fits well into 
the expected profile for the North Wiltshire area 
in terms of the range of wares present, the relative 
proportions of fabrics and vessel forms. In particular, 
the assemblage shows many similarities to the villa 
sites at Groundwell Ridge, Atworth and Marshfield, 
South Gloucestershire (Timby forthcoming a; 
Timby 2008; Ward 1985). Samian levels are generally 
seen as an indication of site status, with most rural 
sites occupied from the Early-Mid Roman period 
comprising around 2% of the total assemblage, 

compared to an estimated 12% for Cirencester 
(Cooper 1998, CP3–8 based on EVEs). Staverton 
at 2.1% is close to the expected average and very 
similar to Groundwell which yielded 1.9%. Slightly 
higher levels occur at Marshfield, Atworth and 
Lower Widhill Farm, Broad Blunsdon (Timby 
2007). Showell Farm (McSloy 2006) and Swindon 
(Timby forthcoming b) appear to be lower status 
agricultural sites to judge from the considerably 
lower proportions of imports present. Many of 
the rural sites were obtaining small quantities of 
imported fineware, mortaria and amphorae but 
considerably less than the larger urban centres such 
as Cirencester, Wanborough (Seager Smith 2001) and 
perhaps Bath. The most frequent regional import 
found at all the sites is Dorset Black-Burnished 
ware, although the proportions vary greatly from 
just 1.4% and 2.1% at Showell Farm and Lower 
Widhill Farm to 18% at Staverton. This latter figure 
in fact matches well with Cirencester where it forms 
an estimated 18% (Cooper 1998, CP 3–8), although 
higher amounts have been recorded from other parts 
of the town (Allen and Fulford 1996, 274). The other 
ware worth commenting on is late Roman shelly 
ware, usually taken as an indication of occupation 
from the later 4th into the 5th century; it is quite 
well represented at both Staverton and Groundwell 
Ridge. It is also well documented from Cirencester 
and has been noted on many villa sites in the region, 
for example Atworth; Chedworth, Gloucestershire; 
Gatcombe, North Somerset (Branigan 1977, 89) and 
Frocester Court, Gloucestershire (Timby 2000).

At Groundwell Ridge, as at Staverton, jars 
dominate the assemblage at 62.3% followed by 
bowls/dishes at 16.5% compared to 66.5% and 18.6% 
at Staverton. Drinking vessels account for 5.1% and 
4.9% respectively for the two sites but other specialist 
wares such as mortaria and flagons are low.

Catalogue of illustrated pottery (Figures 8–9)
1.  Base of a jar with a pre-firing tooled cross. Fabric: WIL 

BW1. Period 4, ditch (662) (663).
2.  Probable lid with a vertical flange. The exterior has 

been smoothed whilst the interior is rough. Fabric: 
WIL BW1. Period 4, ditch (662) (663). 

3.  Wide-mouthed jar/bowl with a roughly burnished 
interior and upper exterior. Fabric: WIL BW1. Period 
4, ditch (662) (663). 

4.  Flanged-rim hemispherical bowl. Fabric: OXIDF. Fine 
oxidised ware with a scatter of red iron in the fabric. 
Period 4, ditch (472) (475).

5.  Beaded-rim jar decorated with a zone of burnished line 
chevrons. A hole has been drilled through the body 
wall after firing. Fabric: SAV GT. Period 4, gully (549) 
(550).
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Fig. 8  Roman pottery (Nos 1–16) (1:4)
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6.  Necked everted-rim jar. Fabric: WIL BW1. Period 4, 
gully (549) (550). 

7.  Tankard decorated with a zone of lightly tooled lattice. 
Fabric: WIL RE. Period 4, ditch (492) (396). 

8.  Lid. Fabric: WIL OX. Period 4, ditch (905) (903), recut 
of (341). 

9.  Flanged-rim bowl. Fabric: WIL RE. Period 4, ditch 
(905) (903), recut of (341).

10.  Several sherds from an ovoid narrow-mouthed jar or 
large beaker with a short everted rim. Fabric: WIL 
BW1. Period 5, spread (600) (599). 

11.  Everted-rim jar. Fabric: WIL BW1. Period 5, spread 
(600) (599). 

12.  Flanged-rim conical bowl. Fabric: DOR BB1. Period 
5, grave (147) (146).

13.  Well-everted rim jar. Fabric: WIL RE. Period 5, ditch 
(229)/(230) (363). 

14.  Cream parchment ware bowl decorated with bands of 
red paint. Fulford (1975) type 90. Fabric: NFO PA. 
Period 5, ditch (229)/(230) (363). 

15.  Ring-necked, single handled flagon. Fabric: WIL OX 
(fine). Period 5, ditch (341) (342).

16.  Everted-rim jar decorated with a narrow band of 
oblique burnished lattice. Fabric: DOR BB1. Period 
5, ditch (341) (344).

17.  Everted-rim jar decorated with a burnished wavy 
line. Sooted on the exterior across the decorated zone. 
Fabric: WIL RE. Period 5, ditch (341) (344).

18.  Tankard. Fabric: WIL OX. Period 5, ditch (279) 
(278).

19.  Base of a large jug or flagon. Fabric: NFO RS2. Orange 
powdery fabric with a worn black slip. Period 5, spread 
(377) (above spreads (379) and (380)).

20.  Squat flanged-rim bowl. Fabric: WIL RE. Period 5, 
spread (377).

Fig. 9  Roman pottery (Nos 17–25) (1:4)

21.  Thickened-rim storage jar (Lyne and Jefferies 1979, 
type 1C). Fabric: ALH RE. Period 5, spread (377).

22.  Bowl with a thickened, grooved rim. Fabric: WIL 
BW2. Period 5, spread (377).

23.  Triangular-rimmed jar. Fabric: WIL BW2. Period 5, 
layer (377).

24.  Single-handled flask. Fabric: SOW WS. Grey sandy 
fabric with a white slip. The handle stub appears to 
have been ground smooth. Period 5, spread (316).

25.  Folded over thickened-rim jar. Fabric: SOW OX. 
Period 5, spread (316).

The coins, by E. R. McSloy

Eight Roman coins, only one from a stratified deposit, 
are recorded. The condition is universally poor, 
preventing full identification in most instances. 

1.  Sestertius. Very worn and reverse surface absent. 
Probably Marcus Aurelius AD 161–180? 002 
(subsoil)

2.  Radiate. Probably Tetricus I. Reverse shows 
Victory walking left. AD 270–3. Unstratified.

3.  Barbarous radiate. Reverse probably from Pax. 
c. AD 270–90. Diameter 14mm. Unstratified.

4.  Barbarous radiate. Reverse probably from Pax. 
c. AD 270–90. Diameter 13mm. Unstratified.

5.  AE3. Constantine II. Gloria Exercitus (2 
Standards). AD 330–5. Arles. LRBC 374 (Carson 
et al. 1960). Unstratified.

6.  AE3. illegible. 4th century. Unstratified.
7.  AE3. Gloria Romanorum (emperor with captive, 
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kneeling). Mint illegible. c. AD 364–78. Period 
5, ditch (341) (fill 344).

8.  AE3. Victoria Aug GG. Arles AD 388–402. 
Unstratified.

Metalwork and worked bone objects, 
by E. R. McSloy

Metal objects not described below, mainly iron 
nails, hobnails and unidentifiable fragmentary items 
are recorded in the archive. The catalogue entries 
are restricted to the more complete, individually 
dateable or intrinsically interesting pieces. None 
are illustrated.

1. Colchester derivative (Polden Hill) brooch. 
Copper alloy. Part of catchplate and pin missing. 
Head expanded, with narrow side flanges. 
Wings feature moulded ribbed decoration. 
Polden Hill brooches are common from western 
Britain. This example is similar to examples 
from Wanborough (Butcher 2001, no. 99) and 
Verulamium (Waugh and Goodburn 1972, 114, 
fig. 29.9); the latter from a context dated c. AD 
85–108. Length: 41mm. Width across wings: 
27mm. Unstratified.

2. Tweezers. Copper alloy. Arms of flared strip 
form, narrowing to small spring loop. Terminal 
of one arm missing. Complete arm terminates in 
straight grip, not bent downwards. Faint traces 
of marginal grooves on complete arm, a not 
uncommon decoration seen on tweezers (Eckardt 
and Crummy 2008, 149–50). The tweezers were 
recovered in association with nail cleaner no. 
3 and both probably come from the same set. 
Length: 42mm; max width: 6mm Period 5, 
spread (600) (599).

3. Nail cleaner. Copper alloy. Strip-form with 
expanded head, perforated for attachment (see 
no. 2). Central groove extending from forked 
terminal divides into two grooves continuing to 
head perforation. The style is closest to Eckardt 
and Crummy’s (2008, 130) ‘plain straight-
sided, with round or straight top’ grouping. It 
differs in that its perforated terminal narrows 
gradually to the blade rather than being a distinct 
loop, and might be better included among the 
‘idiosyncratic’ group (ibid., 135–7). Comparable 
examples from Wanborough (Hooley 2001, nos 
213–4). Length: 40mm; width at head 5mm. 
Period 5, spread (600) (599).

4. Decorated strip or handle. Lead or lead-alloy, 
broken at both ends and distorted. Decoration 
(probably cast) of regular notches forming a 
repeated chevron pattern. It possibly comes 
from one or two-handled flagon, although close 
parallels are not forthcoming. Width: 15mm; 
thickness 5mm. Period 5, spread (316).

5. Reaping hook. Iron. Blade end missing; socket 
open and retaining a single rivet. Cf. Manning’s 
(1985, 53) type 2 reaping hooks, characterised by 
a curving cutting edge and known from Iron Age 
and Roman contexts. Width at socket 28mm; 
(surviving) blade length: 98mm. Period 5, pit 
(723) (724).

6. Worked bone object. Circular section, with 
pointed and flattened ends. Probably from 
cattle-sized long bone. Well-polished from use. 
Knife-cut facets at the flattened end are probably 
intentional. This is probably a pin-beater, a 
weaver’s tool thought to be used for releasing 
knots and tangles. Bone pin beaters are most 
common in the Early to Middle Anglo-Saxon 
periods where they are typically ‘cigar’-shaped. 
Single-ended examples are also known and 
there is some suggestion that these may be later 
Saxon (MacGregor 1985, 189). Length: 134mm. 
Unstratified.

Glass, by E. R. McSloy

1.  (Figure 10) Glass bead. Complete annular bead 
of natural green-coloured glass with wavy trail of 
opaque yellow glass. Guido (1978, 64) Group 5c. 
It belongs to what Guido saw as a loose affiliation 
of beads of varying date. Nine examples of the 
class listed by her were from Middle/Late Iron 
Age, earlier Roman and possibly post-Roman 

Fig. 10  Glass bead (No. 1) (1:1)
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contexts. However, the bead would appear to 
be residual in its context. Diameter: 13mm; 
thickness 6–8mm. Period 7, ditch (654) (655).

2.  (Not. ill.) Featureless natural green-coloured 
vessel glass. The colour and thickness suggest 
this fragment comes from a container, possibly a 
prismatic bottle. As such it probably dates to the 
1st–3rd centuries AD. Thickness: 3mm. Period 
5, ditch (279) (715).

3.  (Not. ill.) Natural green-coloured window(?) 
glass. Flat fragment with one matt and one 
glossy, slightly uneven, surface, characteristics 
of Roman cast window glass. Thickness: 4mm. 
Period 5, stone spread (317).

Worked stone, by Fiona Roe

Ten objects and 74 pieces of building stone are 
considered here; the architectural fragments are 
discussed separately below. The site also produced 
44 fragments of burnt stone, over 21 of which came 
from Iron Age pit (104). It is possible that most ofIron Age pit (104). It is possible that most of 
the remainder is redeposited prehistoric material.

1. (Figure 11). Near complete stone mortar, 
moulded with a groove around the rim, one 
pouring lip with a chip missing, outer surface 
pecked to shape, some damage to base, large 
crack on upper surface; diameter c. 325mm, 
depth 118mm, 16kg. Mendip Old Red Sandstone. 
Period 4, (689) (fill of ditch 688).

2. About half of the lower stone of a rotary quern. 
Thick Iron Age/early Roman style; socket 
for spindle; pecked rather roughly into shape 
round rim; underside roughly worked. Convex 
grinding surface which has been prepared by 
pecking and then worn smooth, possibly by 
re-use as paving stone; diameter c. 340mm, 
thickness at rim 65mm, thickness in centre 
110mm, 5,250g. Mendip Old Red Sandstone. 
Period 5, spread (391).

3. Segment from a rotary quern of Roman disc 
type. Upper stone, broken across handle hole 
which was cut into upper surface. Pecked to 
shape around rim and on upper surface; concave 
grinding surface has been grooved and then 
well worn, while wear traces on upper surface 
may relate to subsequent re-use as paving stone; 

Fig. 11  Stone mortar (No. 1) (1:5)
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diameter c. 280 mm, thickness at rim 49mm, 
thickness in centre 32 mm, 2965g. Mendip Old 
Red Sandstone. Period 5, spread (199).

4. Two joining segments from millstone. Grinding 
surface originally grooved and then well worn, 
possibly by re-use as paving stone, underside 
also worn smooth, some secondary wear on rim 
which appears to have been used for whetting; 
diameter c. 760mm, maximum thickness now 
45mm, 3kg. Mendip Old Red Sandstone. Period 
5, spread (199) and gully (398).

5. Fragment of paving stone re-used as point 
sharpener, single wide groove; 138 x 98 x 29mm, 
616g. Pennant sandstone. Period 5, spread 
(317).

6. Fragment from whetstone, rod type, well worn 
and weathered; 53 x 19 x 11mm, 18g. Kentish 
Rag. Period 5, spread (317).

7. Fragment from pebble, burnt, one worn surface 
from possible use as grinder and also battered at 
end from use as hammer stone; 105 x 72 x 37mm, 
346g. Quartzitic sandstone. Period 4, ditch (495) 
(fill 396) but probably prehistoric.

8. Fragment of roofing tile re-used as whetstone, 
two worn surfaces; 54 x 48 x 14mm, 50g. Pennant 
sandstone. Period 7, layer (516).

9. Elongated pebble of hard sandstone which 
appears to have been utilized, not very 
successfully, as a whetstone; 119 x 37 x 36mm, 
306g. Quartz sandstone, slightly micaceous. 
Period 4, accumulation with roundhouse R2 
(620) (596).

Building stone
Pennant sandstone, used here mainly for roofing 
tile, does not outcrop particularly close to Staverton. 
The 35 roofing tile fragments are all small and 
none retains any traces of the characteristic Roman 
hexagonal shape or the hole for fixing. Such roofing 
tiles could have been brought to the site by boat up 
the river Avon from a source area around Keynsham 
some 26km distant, thus avoiding a slightly shorter 
but cumbersome journey by ox-cart. The roofing 
tile came predominantly from late Roman (Period 
5) contexts. The 39 pieces of Jurassic limestone, 
also small, are probably architectural components 
and need not have been transported far. Limestone 
was recovered mainly from a late Roman grave and 
ditches and in three cases was assigned to the early 
Roman period. 

Discussion
The worked stone from Staverton is typical of 

the region in general but comes from an area not 
previously investigated. Old Red Sandstone from 
the eastern Mendips was widely used for rotary 
querns and millstones in the region (Shaffrey 2006), 
but sandstone mortars are rare, although one made 
from Old Red Sandstone with a suggested source area 
in Failand was recorded from Filwood Park, Bristol 
(Williams 1983, 18). It cannot have been a simpleIt cannot have been a simple 
matter to hollow out this hard quartz sandstone, 
and the bowl of the mortar is only 5cm deep on a 
thick base, so that this is a particularly heavy vessel, 
while the groove round the rim is not very expertly 
worked. Stone mortars are most frequently foundStone mortars are most frequently found 
in limestone areas and local examples include one 
of Corallian limestone from Wellhead, Westbury 
(Rogers and Roddham 1991, 58 and fig. 7, 8). At 
Staverton the use of a hard variety of Old Red 
Sandstone may have been an experiment that 
was not repeated. However, millstones made from 
Mendip Old Red Sandstone are not uncommon in 
the area, such as ones found in a more complete 
state at Chew Valley Lake, Somerset, along with 
a number of rotary querns (Rahtz and Greenfield 
1977, 56 and fig. 96). Numerous local Roman sites 
known to have produced rotary querns made from 
Mendip Old Red Sandstone include Shepton 
Mallet, Somerset (Roe 2001a, 236 and fig. 56). Six 
whetstones made from Kentish Rag also came from 
this roadside settlement (Roe 2001b, 235). Such 
small items could be transported relatively easily 
and are common on Roman sites generally, with 
local examples noted from Westbury (Wiltshire 
Heritage Museum). Pennant sandstone was widely 
used for roofing tiles and also paving stones at local 
sites within about 10 to 12 miles of the outcrops.

Architectural stone fragments, by 
Peter Davenport

A small number of fragments of architectural 
stonework were recovered from Period 5 contexts 
where they had been reused as hardcore. All 
presumably derive from the as yet unlocated 
villa. The petrological identifications are by K. 
Hayward.

1.  Colonnette capital (Figure 12). Upper diameterUpper diameter 
0.24m, drum diameter 0.15m, indicating a 
shaft length between 0.53m to 0.88m (Blagg 
2002, 145–6). Banded shelly oolitic grainstoneBanded shelly oolitic grainstone 
(Dunham 1962). Suggested geological source: 
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Local Bathonian outcrop. Period 5, spread (317). 
This badly damaged capital was from a one-piece 
colonnette. The mouldings were probably lathe-
turned, the socket in the top being for the lathe 
mandrel. This size of shaft was probably made 
on an end-drive lathe (Blagg 2002, fig. 2b). The 
profile follows Blagg’s capital Type VB, typical 
for Gloucestershire and Wiltshire, and where 
datable, of the 3rd and 4th centuries (ibid., fig. 36, 
133). Possible functions include a leg for a stone 
table or a garden water tank, or, if in a building, 
a mullion in a window or gallery, or, on a low 
wall, as a dwarf colonnade (Blagg 1996, 11). 

Blagg (2002, 144; Table 13) records only 21 
complete examples of colonnettes, although c. 

270 fragments (shafts, bases, capitals) are known. 
While this capital could have been made from 
local outcrops of Bath stone, the lathe-turning 
of this item makes it more probable that it was 
made at or near the quarries serving Aquae Sulis, 
where specialist masons’ workshops might be 
expected. Nearly half of the 123 examples known 
in Britain come from Bath.

2.  Column Drums 1 and 2 (Figure 13). Column 
1: 0.28m in diameter, 0.77m tall. Column 2: 
0.25m in diameter, 0.80m tall. Little original 
surface survives, although flat chisel strokes 
and possible small adze or axe marks are visible 
on Column 2. Comb or claw-chisel working is 
evident on Column 1. Column 2 is rounded at 
both ends, while Column 1 is rounded at one 
end and about half of the integral square base 
(or possibly capital) survives at the other. Both 
have a shallow, central recess in one end; that 
of Column 1 is noticeably eccentric. These are 
secondary. Crinoidal oolitic grainstone (DunhamCrinoidal oolitic grainstone (Dunham 
1962). Suggested geological source: Doulting 
stone from Shepton Mallet. Period 5, spread 
(317). These drums were most likely parts of These drums were most likely parts of 
relatively small columns, such as might frame 
a doorway or form part of a domestic-scale 
colonnade. They were not colonnettes (Blagg 
2002, 145-6). Examples from colonnades at 
Chester and South Shields, Tyne and Wear, are 
only c. 2m high, or even less (Strickland 1996, 
113-16 and figs 10.15–17). The proportions 
would be appropriate for a Tuscan-style column 
(e.g. Chitham 2005, 36). The condition of the 
shafts suggests reuse as something like a bollard 
set in the ground. 

3.  Gutter blocks (Figure 14). 1: rectangular- or: rectangular- or 
slightly trapezoidal-section gully cut into a 
block leaving relatively thin walls. Width: c. 
110mm. Channel unmeasurable as only one side 
survived. Possible traces of lime mortar adhering 
to the underside. 2: two joining fragments, form 
a gully 100mm wide by >40mm deep, cut into 
a block 160mm wide. 3: fragment of V-section 
gully but shaped on both sides. Could be part of 
a roof ridge, but small size and rough finish on 
the “outside” make this less likely. 4: 60mm-deep 
V-section channel cut into cuboid block, 160mm 
wide, 120mm deep. Block over 0.37m long but 
broken at each end. Nos 1-3: banded shelly: banded shelly 
oolitic grainstone (Dunham 1962). Suggested 
geological source: Local Bathonian outcrop. 
No. 4: coarsely banded oolitic shelly grainstone 
(Dunham 1962). Suggested geological source: 

Fig. 12  Colonnette capital (1:4)
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Local Bathonian outcrop. Period 5, spread (199). 
These are all fragments of gutter. Their shallow 
channels would have only been suited for dealing 
with overflows from domestic water features such 
as an impluvium or other such cistern, rather than 
rainfall. They are also so weak structurally that 
they would have had to be set in mortar as part of 
a masonry floor. Such small gutters rarely, if ever, 
survive in situ in lowland British villa sites. The 
V-section blocks are unusual and few parallels 
have been found for this kind of channel cut into 
a rectangular block. A somewhat similar block 
to No. 4 from Bath has been published as a ‘roof 
capping’, but it is larger, has a less acute angle 
and a flat top (Cunliffe 1969, fig. 61). If they were 

roof furniture, they would have presumably been 
associated with stone roof slabs.

Geological character and source of the 
architectural stone, by Kevin Hayward
All stone examples were examined under hand lens 
and compared with the author’s reference collection 
to determine their geological provenance. Limestone 
types are based on Dunham’s (1962) hand specimen 
classification. Detailed petrological descriptions are 
available in the archive.

Staverton lies on the British Middle Jurassic 
freestone outcrop, and some of the highest quality 
materials have been quarried close by, such as Combe 
Down oolite and Box Groundstone from the Bath 

Fig. 13  Column drums
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region and Monks Park stone from Corsham. The 
site also lies within easy reach by river (Avon) and 
road (Fosse Way) to outcrops to the south at Shepton 
Mallet (Doulting stone) and Hamdon Hill (Ham 
Hill stone). Despite this, very little is known about 
the geology of the materials used in fine Roman 
carvings, especially at villa sites. Recent advances in 
our understanding of where these rocks were being 
quarried from, especially during the early Roman 
period, have at least begun to address where some of 
the major zones of extraction were (Hayward 2006; 
2009). With villa sites, however, the assumption is 
that material was being quarried from the immediate 
surroundings (Dark and Dark 1997).

The colonnette capital and all the gutter 
fragments are made out of the same banded shelly 
oolitic grainstone that characterises much of the local 
Middle Jurassic (Bathonian) outcrop of the Bath-
Corsham area. In all probability, this material was 
quarried from the immediate environs of Staverton 
(but see Davenport above). The use of Doulting stone 
for the two columns is perhaps the more revealing 
find. These paler shelly limestones outcrop much 

further away, some 20km to the south of Staverton 
at Shepton Mallet. The proximity of the Fosse Way 
would have no doubt been a determining factor 
in transporting such large architectural fragments 
over some distance. It is interesting, however, that 
resources were expended on transporting such large 
blocks over considerable distances when there were 
equally suitable local materials available.

Fired/burnt clay, by E. R. McSloy

Fired or burnt clay amounting to 394 fragments 
(1867g) was recovered. Fragmentation is high to the 
extent that original use can rarely be determined. 
The small group (40g) from prehistoric deposits 
comprises formless fragments. The large bulk of 
material (91% by weight) comes from the Roman 
phases: Period 4 (140 fragments/630g) and Period 5 
(211 fragments/1078g). Most material is amorphous 
and undiagnostic of function, occurring mainly in 
‘un-tempered’ fabrics. Two, well-fragmented, objects 
(not illustrated) which probably represent clay 
weights of the type commonly thought to be used 
with vertical warp-weighted looms, were recovered 
from Period 4 deposits. Neither object is sufficiently 
complete for classification, though each might be of 
the triangular or pyramidal form typical for the Late 
Iron Age and Early Roman periods.

1.  Six joining fragments from an object with 
smoothed surfaces. Probably a fragment from 
a triangular or pyramidal loom-weight. Soft, 
slightly sandy fabric with sparse burnt-out 
organics. Weight: 66g. Period 4, packing layer 
within roundhouse R2 (501).

2.  Fragments (23) from an object with three 
smoothed faces and expanding form. ?Pyramidal 
loom-weight fragment. Fabric as no. 1 with small 
flint inclusions. Weight: 266g. Period 4, ditch 
(495) (396); below ditch (492).

Ceramic building material, by E. R. 
McSloy

Roman ceramic building material amounts to 47 
fragments, weighing 1327g. The material is heavily 
fragmented and only a minority could be identified 
to class: seven fragments belonged to flanged 
roofing tile (tegula); 11 flue tile, all with combed 
‘keying’, and a single fragment was of a thickness 

Fig. 14  Drain sections (1:4)
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(35mm) appropriate to a brick. The remainder 
comprises typically small, unfeatured fragments of 
indeterminate form. The material derived primarily 
from Period 5 deposits (39 fragments), with only 
three fragments from earlier Roman Period 4 and 
the remainder unphased. The presence of flue tile 
is further evidence for a high status building in the 
near vicinity. Five fabrics differing in hardness and 
inclusion type/abundance could be distinguished, 
details for which are contained in the archive. 
All could have been made locally from available 
materials. 

Human remains, by Harriet Jacklin 

Four late Roman inhumations were recovered 
by hand-excavation and processed samples. All 
four skeletons were radiocarbon dated (Table 3). 
Full details of the methodologies for analysis and 
diagnosed pathologies can be found in the archive.

Possible male skeleton 94 (grave 92) was a 42.5  
to 50 year-old individual. Preservation was fair, but 
the bone was quite fragmented and the skeleton was 
25–50% complete. Osteoarthritis affected the right 
shoulder and the left hip, with an associated cyst 
observed within the left femoral head. 

Skeleton 148 (grave 147) was a 36 to 50 year-old 
male. Preservation was poor and the bone was very 
fragmented. The skeleton was 50–75% complete. 
Osteophytosis (a precursor to osteoarthritis) 
was diagnosed affecting the first left and right 
distal phalanx (big toes), characterised by severe 
osteophyte growth.

Male skeleton 186 (grave 179) died aged between 
36 and 50 years old. Preservation was fair but the 
bone was quite fragmented and the skeleton was 50–
75% complete. Cribra orbitalia (a metabolic disorder) 
was diagnosed, indicating the possibility of iron 
deficiency anaemia and/or general ill health, present 
at the time of death. Osteophytosis affected the right 

shoulder and the left hip, while osteoarthritis was 
diagnosed in the right hip.

Skeleton 397, belonging to a 16 to 17 year-
old individual, lay beneath skeleton 186 in grave 
179. The inhumation was 75% complete and well 
preserved. 

Environmental remains

Animal bone, by Lorrain Higbee

The animal bone assemblage comprises 2982 
fragments (c. 29kg), 99% of which was recovered 
during the normal course of hand-excavation. Bone 
was recovered from all periods of occupation with 
the exception of Period 6. The largest stratified 
groups are from contexts assigned to Periods 4 (early 
Roman) and 5 (late Roman), and these are the main 
focus of this report. The site archive includes the 
raw data and a more detailed version of this report 
including detailed methodology, additional tables 
and appendices of summary data. Quantification 
methods applied to the assemblage include the 
number of identified specimens (NISP), minimum 
number of elements (MNE), minimum number 
of individuals (MNI) and meat weight estimates 
(MWE).

Preservation condition and taphonomy
Bone preservation is generally good to fair. The vast 
majority of post-cranial bones have intact cortical 
surfaces with little or no signs of weathering. 
Some contexts include bones in different states 
of preservation and this suggests that the poorly 
preserved fragments are likely to be residual. 
The lack of gnaw-mark evidence suggests that 
bone waste was largely inaccessible to scavenging 
carnivores. The number and percentage of burnt 
bones is small and probably the result of normal 

Table 3: Radiocarbon AMS-results for human bone samples. The uncalibrated dates are conventional radiocarbon ages 
calibrated using the calibration curve of Reimer et al. (2009). Details of the methods and equipment used can be found 
at www.gns.cri.nz/Home/Services/Laboratories-Facilities/Rafter-Radiocarbon-Laboratory 

Skeleton 
Number

Grave Lab Reference Material dated δ13 C Uncalibrated date Calibrated date 
(95% confidence)

SK94 92 NZA 34968 Right radius/ulna -20.7 1704±15 yr BP 259–397 cal AD
SK148 147 NZA 35033 Right ulna/radius -20.4 1715±20 yr BP 256–392 cal AD
SK186 179 NZA 34969 Right ulna -19.9 1752±15 yr BP 241– 337 cal AD
SK397 179 NZA 35045 Right fibula -23.3 1817±55 yr BP 75–339 cal AD
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food preparation. Approximately 64% of the Period 
4 assemblage is from ditches, whilst most (57%) of 
the Period 5 assemblage is from layers, in particular 
dark soil spread (316) and stone spread (317). Period 
5 ditch fills also produced a large amount of bone 
(40% of the total). There are no obvious differences 
in species proportions or body parts within the 
different deposits. 

Species represented
A little over 22% of fragments were identifiable to 
species (Table 4). The assemblage is dominated by 
livestock species, in particular cattle and sheep, 
which together with pig account for 91% of the 
total NISP. Horse bones are also fairly common and 
account for a further 7% of NISP. Less common 
animals include dog, red deer, mustelid, mouse, vole, 
domestic fowl, crow/rook and frog.

Relative importance of livestock species
All four methods of quantification (NISP, MNE, 
MNI and MWE) indicate that there is little overall 
difference in the relative importance of livestock 
species between the Early and Late Roman periods. 
Both NISP and MNE indicate that cattle and sheep 

are present in near equal proportions (47–52% and 
44–47% respectively), whilst the proportion of pig 
bones is relatively low (4–6%). The MNI results 
on the other hand suggest that sheep were more 
numerous (50%), followed by cattle (31–33%) and 
then pig (17–19%). Regardless of the discrepancies 
between these three quantification methods, it is 
clear that cattle provided most (71–74%) of the 
animal based protein consumed at the site during 
the Roman period.

Taking just the NISP counts, species proportions 
for the Early and Late Roman periods are atypical of 
most rural sites. Non-villa rural settlements usually 
have sheep-dominated assemblages, for example 
Chemring near Salisbury (Higbee 2011), while 
assemblages from higher status rural sites such as 
villas usually have cattle-dominated assemblages 
(King 1978, 1984, 1991, 1999). Species proportions 
for the Staverton Roman assemblage are therefore 
intermediate between these two site types. 

Cattle and sheep
The body part data suggests local slaughter and 
consumption; all parts of the beef carcass and 
most parts of the mutton carcass are represented 

Table 4: Animal bone. Number of identified specimens present (or NISP) by period. Note: the partial dog skeleton from 
Period 5, burial 147 has been counted as one specimen

Period
Species  0 1 2 3 4 5 7/8 Total
Bos f. domestic cattle 8 2 83 210 5 308
Caprovid sheep/goat 7 77 177 4 265
Sus f. domestic pig 5 9 17 31
Equus f. domestic horse 19 22 3 44
Canis f. domestic dog 1 7 8
Cervus elaphus red deer 1 1
Cervid sp. deer 1 1 2
Mustelid sp. ?stoat/marten 1 1
Mus musculus house mouse 1 1
Clethrionomys/Microtus sp. vole 1 1
Gallus f. domestic domestic fowl 1 1
C. corone/C. frugilegus crow/rook 1 1
Rana sp. frog 1 1 2
Total identified  0 0 21 2 195 436 12 666
Large mammal 14 176 522 712
Medium mammal 17 78 165 260
Small mammal 1 2 3
Bird 19 2 21
Unidentifiable 4 1 46 14 488 745 22 1320
Total unidentifiable  4 1 77 14 762 1436 22 2316
Overall Total  4 1 98 16 957 1872 34 2982
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in the assemblage and any absences or under-
representations are likely to be a product of small 
sample size. The most common sheep skeletal 
elements are tibiae, mandibles and loose teeth; 
all bones that generally show a good survival and 
recovery rate in most sheep bone assemblages 
(Hambleton 1999, 31). The under-representation 
of other post-cranial bones suggests that the sheep 
bone assemblage is largely from the initial stages of 
carcass reduction (i.e. primary butchery).

Age information is limited and this precludes 
intra-site comparison between periods. Few cattle 
were culled before the age of 12–18 months, after 
which there is a fairly steady rate of mortality across 
all age groups. Most cattle survived beyond 5 years 
and this suggests that cattle were primarily managed 
for secondary products (milk and manure) and 
probably traction (see Johnstone and Albarella 2002, 
45; Thomas and Stallibrass 2008, 10), whilst meat 
production was a minor consideration. Shoulder 
height estimates suggest that the Roman cattle were 
c. 105.7cm to 117.7cm tall at the withers.

The sheep mandibles are from a range of ages, 
from 6–12 months to 4–6 years (mandibular wear 
stages C–G after Payne 1973). Most (64%) of the 
Period 5 mandibles are from the oldest age class. 
Overall it would appear that older sheep were 
exploited for meat and this implies that secondary 
products (e.g. wool) were important. 

Pig
Only a small number of pig bones were recovered 
from the site. Age information is relatively scarce but 
mandibles from newborn piglets (0–2 months; stage 
A) and young adults (21–27 months; stage E after 
Hambleton 1999) were recorded and this suggests 
local breeding and rearing. 

Horse
Most of the horse bones and teeth are from adults; 
the only exception to this is a skull fragment which is 
from an immature female aged c. 2 years of age. This 
suggests local breeding and rearing. The horses were 
c. 14–14.2 hands at the withers (i.e. large ponies).

Dog
The Period 5 assemblage includes a semi-complete 
skeleton of a puppy aged less than 5–8 months 
(Habermehl 1975) from grave (147). It is likely that 
the animal was laid out complete and intended as 
a companion offering to the deceased (Buckland-
Wright 1993). This funerary rite has been recorded 
at a number of sites including Maddington Farm 

(Hamilton-Dyer 1996), Arlington Avenue, Dorset 
(Maltby 2002) and Winchester (Brothwell and 
Harcourt 1979).

Other species
Three fragments of deer antler were recovered, one 
was positively identified as red deer and the other 
two are of a similar size. One fragment is worked. 
All other species are extremely rare and represented 
by only one or two fragments each. 

Butchery
Butchery marks were recorded on only 5.4% of bones 
by NISP; 64% are fine knife cuts and the rest are chop 
marks made with a cleaver (Seetah 2006). Most of 
the butchery evidence was observed on cattle bones, 
but the information is insufficient to assess any 
variation in butchery techniques between periods. A 
few butchered sheep, pig and horse bones were also 
recorded; it is unclear whether or not horses were 
butchered for meat, although there is clear evidence 
that they were skinned. 

Conclusions
The animal bone assemblage demonstrates very 
little difference in the exploitation of livestock 
species between the Early and Late Roman periods, 
although it is worth reiterating that the assemblage 
is extremely small. Slaughter patterns indicate 
that cattle and sheep were primarily managed for 
secondary products such as milk and wool and the 
absence of neonates and immature animals suggests 
that these animals were not locally reared. Older 
animals might simply have been brought to the 
site on the hoof for butchery and consumption. 
Alternatively, younger, more marketable animals 
might have been exported from the site (Maltby 
1994). It is impossible to be certain which of these 
scenarios (i.e. producer or consumer) is correct given 
the small size of the assemblage. This aside, it is clear 
that pigs were being reared locally, so the site was at 
least self-sufficient in pork.

Plant macrofossil and charcoal 
remains, by Sarah Cobain

Of 37 bulk soil samples assessed for plant macrofossil 
and charcoal remains, 11 samples from Roman 
features were deemed suitable for plant macrofossil 
analysis and five samples for charcoal analysis 
(Tables 5 and 6). The analysed samples come from 
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an Early Roman pit and roundhouse R1 as well as 
Late Roman pits and an oven. A description of the 
methodology and detailed results is available in the 
archive.

The main crops cultivated throughout the 
Roman period consisted of oat, barley, emmer, spelt 
and bread wheat (Cool 2006, 69), all of which were 
found at Staverton, and they are typical of other 
Roman sites in Wiltshire such as Cleveland Farm 
(Powell et al. 2008, 34) and Ridge Green, Shaw 
(Powell 2010, 140).

Episodes of burning are represented by firing 
debris from pit (580), oven (211) and pit (242). The 
main fuel represented in pit (580) was oak, ash in 

oven (211) and Maloideae species (hawthorn/rowan/
crab apple) in pit (242). Ash and oak would have 
been chosen as main fuel woods; they both have 
dense heartwood and if dried properly would burn 
slowly and maintain an even temperature (Cutler 
and Gale 2000, 120, 205). This is ideal for fuel in a 
hearth or oven which would require a constant heat 
for relatively long periods of time. The dominant 
fuel found in pit (242) was hawthorn/rowan/crab 
apple. As ash burns at a higher temperature than 
Maloideae species, oven (211) may have been used 
for drying grain or cooking food which requires a 
steady temperature whereas pit (242) may have been 
used to cook foods at a lower temperature for shorter 

Table 5: Plant macrofossils. (* = uncarbonised)

Sample Number 13 14 15 18 19 16 20 52 53 54 63

Context 234 235 236 240 241 237 243 581 582 608 693

Cut/Group 211 211 211 211 211 242 242 580 580 398 692

Feature type Oven Pit Pit R1 Pit

Period 5 5 4 4 5

Flot Volume (ml) 26 8 1 83 1 16 32 41 53 5 29

Species Common Name            
Sambucus nigra Elder           1*
Chenopodium album Fat hen        1    
Chenopodium rubrum Red goosefoot        1    
Bupleurum spp Hare’s-ear     1       
Brassica spp Mustard/Cabbage   1 9 1      1
Raphanus raphanistrum Wild radish   1   2 1     
Carex spp Sedge        1    
Lathyrus spp Vetchlings    1        
Trifolium spp Clover           1
Vicia faba Broad bean           1
Vicia spp Vetches    3 1 1      
Prunella vulgaris Self heal 2           
Ligustrum vulgare Wild privet 1           
Odontites spp Red Bartsia     1       
Avena spp Oat   1 4  2     1
Hordeum vulgare Barley   3 9 1  7 8 h 14 1 3
Hordeum vulgare Barley 6 row hulled         2   
Hordeum vulgare Barley 2 row hulled         2   
Triticum spp Wheat  1  1 1  11     

Triticum aestivum Bread/free threshing 
wheat  2 1 15  27 16    1

Triticum dicoccum Emmer  1 1         
Triticum dicoccum/spelta Emmer/spelt    1 4 18 3   1 1
Triticum Wheat - glume base           1

Poaceae Indeterminate cereal 
grain   3 38 2 111 50 3  3 6

Rumex spp Dock           1
Rumex acetosella Sheep’s sorrel           1
Rubus ideaus Raspberry 1*           
Valariana spp Valarian        1 3   

Total Macrofossils Identified 4 4 11 81 12 161 88 7 21 5 19
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periods of time. The remaining charcoal recorded 
from the site consisted of roundwood lateral branch 
fragments which were most likely collected as 
deadwood and used within brushwood bundles as 
kindling for the fire. 

The plant macrofossil and charcoal material 
can be used to infer some information about the 
local woodland and flora. As asserted by Scholtz 
(1986 cited in Prins and Shackleton 1992, 632), 
the ‘Principle of Least Effort’ suggests that past 
communities collected firewood from the closest 
possible available wooded area. Based on this theory 
it could be assumed that the woodland surrounding 
the site consisted of oak, ash, Maloideae species, 
holly, birch, hazel, viburnum, wild/bird cherry, 
blackthorn/sloe and poplar/willow. However, other 
variables such as deliberate selection of species 
based on their properties as fuel wood, differential 
preservation rates of charcoal, and the influence of 
trade which affects wood collection, must also be 
taken into account (Asouti and Austin 2005, 1–5). 
Elder, sedge and valerian are all species that grow 
on fen/damp areas (Rose 2006, 424, 428; Inglis and 
Simpson 2001, 268, 274) and would have thrived on 
the nearby banks of the Avon. The anthropogenic 
impact on the environment was also represented. 
Fat hen, hare’s ear, mustard/cabbage, vetchlings, 
red bartsia, dock, sheep’s sorrel and raspberry 
are all opportunistic species which establish on 
cleared/waste ground and would have grown easily 
at Staverton, taking advantage of cleared ground 
within the settlement area (Williams 1963, 3; Cavers 
and Harper 1964, 758; Rose 2006, 200, 256, 284–6, 

340, 405). Red goosefoot, clover, broad bean, vetches, 
self heal, wild privet are all dryland species that often 
grow as weeds within cultivated arable areas and 
may have been brought into the site inadvertently 
with cereal crops (Holland 1919, 10; Rose 2006, 132, 
276–8, 380, 390).

Whilst the majority of these species would have 
been weed species, it is also possible that some 
would have been consumed. Dock/sorrel, fat hen 
and cabbage/mustard have all been recorded as being 
eaten raw as salad, boiled down as vegetable and 
used as pottage in stews (Williams 1963, 716; Behre 
2008, 67–8). Vetches and broad beans were used to 
thicken stews and as additions to pottages (Harvey 
1984, 91). Elderberries/flowers were boiled down 
and used to make mousses and were also used in 
juices and to make wine (Aitkinson and Aitkinson 
2002, 916). Raspberries would have been eaten raw 
or added into tarts/cakes (Mabey 2007, 110). These 
would all have been exploited to add additional 
vitamins and minerals to the diet as well as make 
food more palatable.

Discussion, by Neil 
Holbrook
The excavation has provided a welcome opportunity 
to investigate a Roman rural settlement on the 
western fringes of the North Wiltshire Clay Vale. The 
earliest activity found, however, was the isolated pit 
containing Beaker pottery and flintwork. Staverton 

Table 6: Charcoal species

Sample Number 18 19 16 20 53
Context 240 241 237 243 582
Cut 211 211 242 242 580
Feature type Oven Pit Pit
Period 5 5 4
Flot Volume 83 1 16 32 53
Species Common Name      
Ilex aquifolium Holly     1
Betula spp Birch  5  22  
Corylus avellana Hazel     3
Viburnum spp Viburnum  1  2  
Quercus robur/petraea Sessile/pedunculate oak 2    94
Fraxinus excelsior Ash 94 1 100 1 2
Maloideae spp (Crateagus mo-
nogyna/sorbus spp/Malus sylvestris) Hawthown/rowan/ crab apple  47  55  

Prunus avium/padus Wild/bird cherry 4     
Prunus spinosa Blackthorn/sloe    4  
Salix spp/Populus spp Willow/poplar  3  13  
 Indeterminate 2 6 5 3 0
 Total fragments identified 100 100 57 100 100
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thus provides another example of how commercial 
archaeology is now turning up these features in 
increasing numbers and thus fattening out the 
distribution map of Beaker activity (see Darvill 2006, 
29–30 for a discussion of recent Gloucestershire 
finds). Occupation sites with structural remains of 
this period continue to be elusive, however.

A small quantity of Iron Age pottery was 
recovered from a number of scattered features, 
although not all these need be Iron Age: where 
just one or two sherds were found they could easily 
be residual in Roman deposits. The pottery is not 
particularly diagnostic in terms of date except for a 
group of 42 sherds from Early Roman ditch (664) 
which are characteristic of the Middle Iron Age 
(c. 4th to 1st century BC). While it is likely that 
this material testifies to some manner of Iron Age 
activity in the vicinity of the excavated area, the 
absence of diagnostically Late Iron Age material 
suggests that this had ceased sometime before the 
Roman occupation commenced in the late 1st or 
early 2nd century AD. The establishment of Early 
Roman settlements on sites without pre-existing 
Late Iron Age occupation has been previously noted 
in the North Wiltshire Clay Vale at Showell Farm, 
Chippenham, and neither was there any Late Iron 
Age pottery from the villa site at Atworth, 6km to 
the north (Young and Hancocks 2006, 46; Erskine 
and Ellis 2008). Indeed on the Cotswolds as a whole 
evidence for Late Iron Age rural settlements which 
persisted seamlessly throughout the 1st and 2nd 
centuries AD is sparse in the extreme, save for a 
handful of high-status sites, in marked contrast to 
the Upper Thames Valley where occupation at Late 
Iron Age sites typically continues little changed 
until the early 2nd century AD (Holbrook 2008, 
314–20). 

The earliest Roman activity comprised attempts 
to formalise drainage through the digging of ditches 
into the silt fills of the palaeochannel and the 
establishment of ditched plots and enclosures on 
either side of it. Two roundhouses lay within one of 
the enclosures and it is likely that there were further 
structures to the north beyond the excavated area. 
We may reasonably assume that these roundhouses 
relate to a non-villa farmstead which practiced mixed 
farming augmented by a low (domestic) level of 
ironworking. The presence of roundhouses occasions 
no surprise as these are now known to be ubiquitous 
in the countryside throughout the Roman period, 
and often preceded the construction of villa houses 
as at Marshfield, South Glos. and Frocester Court, 
Glos. (Blockley 1985; Smith 1987; Price 2000). The 

main domesticates are represented in the faunal 
assemblage although little can be said about the 
crops being grown at this time. This farmstead 
continued in use until at least the late 2nd century, 
and indeed probably into the 3rd (the general 
absence of distinctively late 3rd-century pottery 
from the ditches and other features suggests that 
the period of occupation had ceased by this time). 
The exception is the mid 3rd-century or later pottery 
from the drip gully of roundhouse R2, but this is 
perhaps best regarded as later material collecting in 
the top of an abandoned feature, although a slightly 
later date for this house cannot be entirely excluded. 
The settlement lay away from the Roman road 
system; that from Silchester to Bath (Margary 1973, 
Route 53) crossed the Avon 9km to the north-west 
at Lydford. Bath lay 12km away as the crow flies to 
the west, and although a crossing of the Avon would 
have been required, it would have been possible to 
accomplish a return journey in a day. This would also 
have been the case with the roadside settlement at 
Sandy Lane (Verlucio) 13km to the north-east.

The reorganisation of the mid 3rd century 
entailed the abandonment of the roundhouses and 
ditched enclosures and their replacement by a new 
set of enclosures which respected the prevailing 
north-east to south-west alignment of the earlier 
layout. The ditches which ran along the former 
palaeochannel were also recut. No structures dating 
to this period were found, but it is simplest to 
associate these changes with the construction of a 
villa house evidenced by the architectural fragments 
found reused in later deposits. The most likely 
location for the villa is either under the houses of 
New Terrace or else a short distance to the north 
of the road where it would have commanded views 
across the Avon valley. The watching brief in 2006 
at the Old Vicarage found no evidence of masonry 
walls, only ditches like those found in the main 
excavation area, so the villa evidently did not lie here 
(Ducker 2006). The column drums, capital and box 
flue tiles indicative of a hypocaust testify to a villa 
of some grandeur, although the absence of tesserae is 
slightly surprising (this might support a location for 
the villa a little distance beyond the excavated area 
and thus north of the B3105). The column drums 
were made from Doulting limestone quarried 20km 
to the south around Shepton Mallet, an indication 
of the effort expended in the construction of the 
house. 

The nearest villas to Staverton lay on the 
opposite side of the Avon: Broughton Gifford 3km 
to the north-east, about which next to nothing is 
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known, and Bradford-on-Avon 3km to the north-
west excavated in 2002 (Pugh and Crittall 1957, 
52; Corney 2003). Late Iron Age and Early Roman 
pottery has been found at Bradford-on-Avon and 
while no features of this date were revealed in 
the relatively small areas excavated it is likely 
that there was a farmstead there at this time. The 
earliest structure examined at Bradford-on-Avon 
was a simple masonry house built c. AD 160–230. 
The only other villa in the general vicinity of 
Staverton which has been examined on any scale 
is at Atworth, close to the Silchester to Bath road 
(Erskine and Ellis 2008). It would appear that there 
was occupation at Atworth from the late 1st century 
AD, although little is known of the character of the 
pre-villa occupation. This might have included 
masonry buildings, although doubtless there were 
also timber structures which have so far escaped 
detection. In a regional context the elucidation of 
the nature of pre-villa occupation at Staverton is 
therefore welcome, even if the main villa house has 
not yet been investigated.

The excavation has examined an area adjacent 
to the villa house containing possible ovens, 
although not corn driers, and occasional burials. 
Four inhumations were found, one a double burial. 
Where the areas surrounding villa houses have been 
investigated scattered burials are increasingly found, 
as for instance at Frocester Court, Glos., and locally 
at Bradford-on-Avon (Price 2000; 2010; Corney 
2003, 14-16). The radiocarbon dates clearly show 
that the Staverton burials date to the later 3rd or 4th 
century, and a post-Roman context can be excluded. 
One crouched burial was accompanied by a puppy 
(by no means rare in a Romano-British context and 
previously recorded in Wiltshire; Phillpott 1991, 
204–5; Foster 2001, 169), a pig jaw and half of a 
Black-Burnished ware bowl. Jaw bones of animals 
are reasonably well attested in Romano-British 
burials and perhaps represent a token offering of the 
inedible part of an animal consumed by mourners 
as part of the funerary rite. The broken bowl might 
also represent an element of tokenism. The double 
burial comprised two superimposed bodies within 
the same grave cut, but with heads at different ends. 
The earlier burial was of a teenage adolescent with 
hobnailed footware; the later an older middle-aged 
male. To judge from the presence of nails both were 
buried in individual wooden coffins. Superimposed 
burials within the same grave cut are not particularly 
common, but have been recognised at Lankhills 
cemetery, Winchester. Here there were six instances 
of a second burial being dug directly into the backfill 

of the first, the relationship being too exact to be 
fortuitous (Booth et al. 2010, 37–9; Clarke 1979, 76–7, 
186–7). In two cases a secondary cut could be clearly 
discerned proving that the grave had been re-opened 
rather than the two burials being placed in the grave 
in a single event. The top-to-tail arrangement at 
Staverton suggests that this was the case here, and 
it is likely that the upper burial followed the lower 
within a reasonably short period of time. A strong 
bond, familial or otherwise, is surely indicated in 
these cases.

A number of ditches produced Late Roman shell-
tempered ware indicating that they were filled after c. 
360/70, and one produced a coin of 364–78. There is 
a single unstratified issue of the House of Theodosius 
(388–402) from the site. On this basis it is reasonable 
to assume occupation at Staverton continued until 
the end of the 4th century at least. At some point the 
villa house was demolished and rubble from it was 
used to consolidate crossing points across the boggy 
palaeochannel, the previous attempts at drainage 
having now silted up. A dark humic deposit above 
one rubble spread yielded four sherds of post-Roman 
pottery while a further sherd was recovered from an 
irregular pit (waterhole?) in the south-west corner 
of the excavation area. This is tantalising evidence 
for post-Roman activity following the demolition 
of the villa, although sadly little can be said about 
its date beyond the broad 5th to 7th-century span 
ascribed to the pottery. Future work might be able 
to elucidate a post-Roman structural sequence at 
Staverton akin to that found at Frocester Court. For 
now, however, the evidence can do little more than 
hint at the potential for post-Roman, but pre-Anglo-
Saxon, occupation hereabouts.
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