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SITE CODING SYSTEM 

The site codes assigned to each site at the time of 
excavation comprised the following elements: e.g. 
CIR 60 A VI 5 where CIR = Cirencester, 60 
abbreviation of the year of excavation, in this case 
1960, A = the site code in alphabetical order (the 
letters I, 0, U and V were avoided if possible to 
avoid confusion between arabic letters and Roman 
numerals); VI = trench or area number, and 5 the 
layer number. ~ 

By 1963 the site listing had reached 'Z', at which 
time the coding started again at 'A', the change in 
year abbreviation being sufficient to differentiate 
sites. 

I. Verulamium Gate CIR60A AA 
2. Abbey Grounds CIR60B AB 
3. Abbey Grounds CIR 60 C AC 
4. Leaholme (basilica) CIR61 D AD 
5. Leaholme (ins. VI) CIR61 E AE 
6. Leaholme (ins. V) CIR 61 F-H AF,AG,AH 
7. Watermoor Primary Sch CIR 61 1 AJ 
8. Leaholme (ins. 11) CIR 61 K-M AK,AL,AM 
9. Amphitheatre CIR62N AN 
I 0. Coxwell Street CIR 62 P AP 
11. City Bank CIR62 Q AQ 
12. Police Station CIR 62 R AR 
13. Police Station CIR 62 S AS 
14. Victoria Road CIR62 T AT 
15. Amphitheatre CIR 63 U AU 
16. Watermoor Hospital CIR63 W AW 
17. Parsonage Field CIR 63 X AX 
18. Forum CIR63 Y AY 
19. Kings Head Yard CIR 63 Z AZ 
20. Dyer Street CIR 63 A BA 
21. Lewis Lane CIR 63 B BB 
22. Chester Mews CIR 64 C BC 
23. Gaumont Cinema CIR64 D BD 
24. Ashcroft House CIR 64 E BE 
25. Lloyds Bank CIR 64 F BF 
26. Abbey CIR 64 G-P BG-BP 
27. Northern Defences CIR 65 Q BQ 
28. North-East Defences CIR 66 R BR 
29. Thomas Street CIR 66 S BS 
30. Abbey CIR 66 T-V BT,BV 
31. Dollar Street CIR66 W BW 
32. Midland Road CIR 66 Y BY 
33. The Sands CIR66Z BZ 
34. Amphitheatre CIR66A CA 
35. Southern Defences CIR 66 B CB 
36. Watermoor School CIR67C cc 
37. South-East Defences CIR67 D CD 
38. Coxwell Street CIR67E CE 

In 1978 when work was in progress on preparing 
the sites for publication it was thought expeditious to 
introduce an abbreviated. code. The site code 
therefore became a double-letter with the 
introduction of the letters A-E as a prefix for the 
former alphabetic listing. Thus CIR 60 A became 
AA; CIR 63 A became BA, and CIR 66 A became 
CA etc. 

The list below provides: number, which 
corresponds to the entries marked on Fig. I ; site 
name, original site code, and abbreviated site code 
for sites excavated by Cirencester Excavation 
Committee between 1960 and 1978. 

39. Station Yard CIR 67 F CF 
40. The Sands CIR 67 G CG 
41. 17 The Avenue CIR 68 H CH 
42. 16 Victoria Road CIR 681 Cl 
43. The Waterloo CIR 68 K CK 
44. The Triangle CIR 68 L CL 
45. Abbey Grounds CIR68 M CM 
46. Town Station CIR 69N CN 
47. Querns Hospital CIR 69 P CP 
48. Tlie Beeches CIR 70Q CQ 
49. Bridges Garage CIR 70 R CR 
50. Cemetery CIR 69 S CS 
51. Cemetery CIR 69T CT 
52. 36 Stepstairs Lane CIR 71 V CV 
53. St. John's Hospital CIR 71 W cw 
54. The Beeches CIR 72 X-Y CX,CY 

CIR 73 E-F DE, OF 
55. Lock's Timber Yard CIR 71 Z cz 
56. Price's Row CIR 7iA DA 
57. Purley Road CIR 72 B DB 
58. Beeches Road Car-park CIR 73 C DC 
59. Watermoor Sewer Pipe CIR 73 D DD 
60. St. Michael's Field CIR 74G-N DG-DN 
61. Southgate Mews CIR 74 P DP 
62. St. Michael's Field CIR 75 Q DQ 
63. 26 Dollar Street CIR 75 R OR 
64. Querns Hospital Road CIR 75 W DW 
65. Bath Gate CIR 75 X ox 
66. Querns Kitchen Garden CIR 78 A EA 

The following other CEC sites are ~I so mentioned in 
this volume 

67. 2-8 Chester Street 1980/137 
68. St. Michael's Field watching brief 1983 
69. Tower Street watching brief 1986 
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The following sites investigated by Cotswold 
Archaeological Trust are mentioned in this volume 

70. St. Michael's Field watching brief 1989 
71. Brewery Car-Park/Sheep Street evaluation 1989 
72. 33 Sheep Street excavation 1989/90 
73. City Bank evaluation 1990 
74. 10 City Bank Road evaluation 1990 
75. Ashcroft Road watching brief 1990 
76. Brewery Car-Park limited excavation 1990 
77. 121 Watermoor Road watching brief 1991 
78. Quems Road evaluation 1992 
79. 24 The A venue small excavation 1994 
80. Sheep Street (Waitrose) evaluation 1994/5 
81. Gloucester Street evaluation 1994/6 
82. Cricklade Street excavation 199617 
83. Angel Cinema evaluation 1997 

The following site groupings have been used in the 
analysis of the coins and small finds: 

Group I: Corinium Museum Collection 

Yellow clay 

Brown clay 

Grey clay 

Yellow silt 

Brown silt 

Grey silt 

Clayey sods -
Turves 

Sandy soil 

Group 2: Amphitheatre 
Sites AN, AU, CA 

Group 3: Cemetery and Extra-Mural Occupation 
Sites CP, CT, CS, DC, EA 

Group 4: Town Defences 
Sites AA, AB, AC, AQ, BQ, BZ, CD, CG, CV 

Group 5: St. Michae/'s Field 
Sites DG, DH, DJ, DK, DL, DM, DN, DQ 

Group 6: The Beeches 
Sites CQ, CX, CY, DE, DF 

Group 7: Town Centre (insulae I, 11, V. VI excepting Group 5) 
Sites AD, AE, AF, AG, AH, AK, AL, AM, AY, BC, DA, 
1980/137 

Group 8: All Other Sites Within The Walls 
Sites AP, AR, AS, AT, BA, BB, A W, AX, AZ, BD, BE, BF, 
BG-BP, BT, BV, BW, BY, CC, CH, CL, CR, DB, DP, DR 

Loam 

Mortar 

Gravel 

Burnt earth 

Charcoal ~ 

Mortar surface ~ 

Gravel surface ~:i! 

Modern turf 

2. Key to conventions used in section drawings 



PRESENTATION OF THE DATING EVIDENCE 

Abbreviations Used In The Lists OfDating 
Evidence and Other Finds Sections 

BB I: Black-burnished ware category I. It should be assumed 
that the vast majority derives from S.E. Dorset 

CG: Central Gaulish (samian) 
CK: Carson and Kent 1960 
Const.: construction 
Cu: Curie samian form 
D: refers to the list of samian figure types in Dechelette 1904 
Demo.: demolition 
Dr: Dragendorffsamian form 
EG: East Gaulish (samian) 
Fulford: Fulford 1975 (New Forest ware) 
Gillam: Gillam 1970. Note the reference is to the type, and 

not necessarily to the date given by Gillam 
H: House (ofTheodosius etc) 
HK: Carson et al. 1960 
llleg.: illegible 
lmit: imitation 
Lud: Ludowici samian form 
M de V: Les Matres de V eyre (samian) 
N. I.: not illustrated 
0: refers to the list of samian figures types in Oswald 1936-7 
Pres.: presumably 
RIC: Mattingly et al. 1923-94 
Ritt: Ritterling samian form 
Rogers: Rogers 1974 
SG: South Gaulish (samian) 
S & S: Stanfield and Simpson 1958 
Young: Young 1977 (Oxfordsh!re ware) 

The Dating Evidence 
Under the tenns of this project, no further work was 
possible upon the pottery. However, it is clearly 
important to present the evidence upon which the 
various structures in this volume are dated. 
Accordingly lists detailing the dating evidence are 
given, and these are presented under the three 
headings of coins, samian and coarsewares. 

COINS 
All the coins from the excavations have been cleaned 
and identified by Richard Reece. The coins are given 
with their references and Dr Reece's dates. No 
assessment ofthe degree of wear upon the coins has 
been made. 

SAMIAN 
Almost all the relevant samian has been examined by 
Brenda Dickinson, and her identifications and dates 
are given. 

COARSEWARE 
This category includes wares which ru:e also 
sometimes tenned fine wares. No re-examination of 
the coarse pottery has occurred as part of the project, 
and reliance has been made on the detailed notes 
cataloguing all the extant pottery made by 'Va]ery 
Rigby in the late 1970s. It is important to note that 
until the early 1970s it was policy to discard small or 
undiagnostic body sherds, and possibly some rims 
(of common fonns) as well. This was standard 
archaeological policy at the time, but it must be 
borne in mind that the material catalogued by Rigby 
had already been pre-selected. By the mid 1970s an 
apparently complete sample of pottery was being 
retained, although cf. p. 324 for comments on the 
material from St. Michael's Field. 

Rigby's notes were compiled before her fabric 
series had been fully devised, but it is nonnally 
possible to match retrospectively fabric numbers to 
the descriptions present in the notes. Rigby also 
ascribed spot-dates to all contexts. These have been 
used in ·part in this report, although some dates have 
been modified to take account of revisions of the 
chronology of certain types and wares since the late 
1970s. For the excavations at St. Michael 's Field and 
Chester Street, work was undertaken on the pottery 
by Nicholas Cooper in 1989-90. His assessment of 
the date of the coarse pottery from the various 
structural: phases on these .. sites is included in the 
appropriate sections. 

In deriving dates from coarse pottery a number of 
assumptions have to be made about the date of 
particular types. In the following section the dates 
ascribed to the main types and fabrics are listed. 
Unless otherwise stated the dates derive from the 
earlier Cirencester Excavations volumes and Tyers 
1996, where full references can be found. 

A/ice Halt (fabric 99). Although produced from the first 
century, the few examples found in Cirencester are 
likely to date to the late Roman period. 

S.E. Dorset Black-Burnished Ware Category 1 (BBJ; 
fabric 74). It is likely that small quantities of S.E. 
Dorset BBI reached Cirencester during the military 
occupation (p. 327); although the ware became 
markedly more common from the Hadrianic period. 
While the presence of BB 1 might suggest that a deposit 
is unlikely to date before the second century, 
unfortunately this cannot be used as a certain 
chronological indicator. The dates adopted for the 
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principal fonns are as follows, and all derive from 
Holbrook and Bidwell 1991. 

Cooking-pots. The evolution of the cooking-pot rim 
may not be so susceptible to detailed chronological 
attribution as had been previously thought, although 
the outflaring rim can generally be taken as indicative 
of a date after the mid-third century. There was a 
transitior. in the late second century from acute to 
right-angled lattice, followed within two or three 
decades by the introduction of obtuse-angled lattice. A 
scored-line above the lattice seems to have appeared 
before c.250. 

Flat-rimmed bowls and dishes. The form appeared in 
South-Western BB 1 in the late first century, but there 
is as yet no conclusive evidence that it was made in 
S.E. Dorset BB1 before the 120s. The type was 
produced throughout the second century, the depth of 
the chamfer decreasing throughout the period. Initially 
the types had lattice decoration, although from the 
mid-second century arcaded and intersecting-arc 
decoration appeared. 

Plain-rimmed dishes. The beaded-rim dish may have 
originated in S.E Dorset BB 1 in the earlier second 
century, although the true plain-rimmed dish does not 
appear before c.140/50. The type was produced 
thereafter until the end of the fourth century. Arcaded 
and intersecting-arc decoration seem to appear during 
the late Antonine period. 

Bowls with flat-grooved rims. The form was produced 
from the late second to mid/late third century. 

Conical flanged bowl. The form was produced from 
the mid/late third century until the end of the fourth 
century. 

Ceramique a L 'eponge. Import, first appears in Britain 
in late third/early fourth century. 

Flagon, Fabric 9B. First appears in Antonine groups. 

Flagon, Fabric 95. Production commenced early in the 
second century and had ceased by the end of the third 
century. Ring-neck flagons date to the second century, 
while types with only vestigial rings (mere grooves 
below the lip) have not been found in contexts earlier 
than the third century in the town. 

Gallia Belgica Mortaria (Bushe Fox 1913, fig. 19, 
22-30). Dated c.80-150 (K. Hartley 1991, 198-201 ). 

Gillam 238-Type Mortaria (fabric 67/B). Dated 
c.65-100 (K. Hartley 1991, 198). It is now likely that 
the type was produced in northern France (K. Hartley 
1998). 

Grass-Tempered Ware. Post-Roman fabric which can 
be broadly dated to fifth-eighth century. 

Late Gritty Grey Ware (fabric 117). Dated mid to late 
fourth century. 

Lezoux-Type ('Rhenish ') Colour-Coated Ware (fabric 
BOA). Dated c.150 to early third century. 

Lower Rhineland Colour-Coated Ware. Dated Claudian 
to mid-third century, although rare in Britain before the 
second century. 

Mancetter-Hartshill Mortaria (fabric 91). Mortaria 
with 'bead and roll' rims date mainly to the second 
century, and were superseded by mortaria with 
'hammerhead' rims in the third-fourth century. Rare in 
Cirencester after the third century. 

Micaceous Grey Ware (fabric 133). Gloucester type 
fabric 5, produced from the later second century, but 
seems not to appear in Cirencester before the fourth 
century. 

Nene Valley Colour-Coated Ware (fabric 81). Dated 
from the mid-second to the end of the fourth century. 
Production of coarse ware fonns Oars; dishes and 
flanged bowls) in colour-coated fabric begun in the late 
third or early fourth century and continued until the end 
of the industry. 

New Forest Colour-Coated Ware (fabric 82). Dated 
c.260-370. 

North Wiltshire Rough-Cast Beaker (fabric 85). Dated 
to the earlier second century. 

Oxford Colour-Coated Ware (fabric B3). Produced 
c.240 to end of fourth century. Rigby suggests that very 
little, if any, red-slipped wares reached Cirencester 
before c.270. 

Oxfordshire White-Wares (fabric 90). Mortaria, bowls 
etc including painted parchment ware, dated c.l 00 to 
end of fourth century. Mortaria with 'bead and roll' 
rims date predominately to the second and early third 
century, and were largely superseded by types with 
'bead and flange' rims from the mid-third century. 

Pompeian Red Ware (fabrics 2B/51). Predominately 
first century. 

Severn Valley Ware (fabrics 106-10). Rigby suggests 
that jars did not reach Cirencester until the third 
century; that they were not traded in large quantities, 
and that they were no longer obtainable after the early 
fourth century. 

Shell-Tempered Ware (fabric 115). First appeared in 
Cirencester shortly after the mid-fourth century. 

South-West Colour-Coated Ware (fabric 105). Dated to 
the fourth century, and possibly the second half of that 
century. 

South-West White-Slip Ware (fabric BB). Used for 
mortaria, flagons and bowls. Mortaria first appear in 
the Antonine period, and were out of production by the 
end of the third century. The flagons seem to date 
exclusively to the third century. 

Trier-type ('Rhenish ') Colour-Coated Ware (fabric 
BOB). Dated c.l80-250 in Britain. 

Verulamium-Region Mortaria (fabric 72). Dated 
c. 50/55-200. 

White Hill Farm Jars (fabric 98). The distinctive 
necked-jars which can be paralleled at the White Hill 
Fann kiln site are dated from the mid-third to mid
fourth century in Cirencester. 



INTRODUCTORY SECTIONS 

PREFACE 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF URBAN ARCHAEOLOGY IN 
CIRENCESTER AND FURTHER AFIELD 

A. D. McWhirr 

On 28th February 1997 the Cirencester Excavation 
Committee (CEC) was formally wound up and its 
tasks transferred to the Cotswold Archaeological 
Trust. This marked the end of a remarkable period in 
the town's archaeology and in urban archaeology 
nationally. The CEC was formed at a meeting held at 
the Society of Antiquaries, London, on 16th 
December 1958, and was responsible for the 
archaeology of Cirencester for almost forty years. 
The committee was formed to combat the increasing 
threat being posed to the town's archaeology by the 
accelerating pace of redevelopment in Cirencester, a 
threat which was echoed in other historic towns in 
Britain. In the 1960s urban archaeology was coming 
into it.s 9wn as a result of a period of unprecedented 
redevelopment in many of these towns. However, 
when the CEC was formed the term Urban 
Archaeology was not in use and could not be found 
in the archaeological literature. The earliest printed 
reference to the term appears to be in an article by 
Martin Biddle in 1968. 

In the late 1950s-early 1960s archaeology was not 
organised to respond to the unrelenting threats to the 
buried levels of our towns, levels which contained 
unique evidence for writing that town's early history. 
There were no full time archaeological units 
anywhere in the country which could respond to 
sudden, and potentially devastating urban 
redevelopment. Virtually all rescue excavations at 
this .time were undertaken by university lecturers, 
school teachers and the like, who could devote a 
couple of months during summer vacations 
undertaking rescue excavations. Many of them were 
unable to work on the results of those excavations 
because they had full-time jobs which did not allow 
time for such work. Likewise, if museums undertook 
rescue work they had to take it on board along with 
their normal curatorial duties. There was, however, a 
small handful of more or less permanent excavators 
who moved from one project to another earning their 
living from excavating. These projects were mainly 

funded by the then Ministry of Public Buildings and 
Works and directed by such peopl'e as Charles 
Green, Ernest Greenfield, Philip Rhatz, John 
Wacher and others. Resources were rarely provided 
at the time to process . material from these 
excavations and to prepare the material for 
publication, and so the · ~xcavators had to 
continuously dig in order to maintain a regular 
income. So whether those who directed excavations 
at this time were university lecturers, school 
teachers, museum curators or itinerant directors, 
they all lacked the resources to process and publish 
the results of those excavations. This lead to a huge 
backlog of unpublished excavations built up as a· 
result. of large-scale rescue ex<;avations in historic 
towns during the late 50s and 60s which this volume 
attempts to redress. . 

Although the 60s might be seen by some as the 
decade when archaeplogists first took the study of 
towns seriously, this is not the case. Historic towns 
have always been the subject of antiquarian interest. 
In most cases this was restricted to writing accounts 
of a town's historical development pieced toge!her 
from historical sources and ·. from the chance· 
discovery of archaeological rem~ins over the 
centuries. There are hints of attempts to t,mderstand 
more about these towns by digging, but few detajls 
were recorded at the time in any permanent form and 
so many early excavations have passed into oblivion. 

Much of the early archaeological interest in towns 
was restricted to recording monuments which were 
still standing above ground and therefore visible to 
the traveller and writer. One of the first to describe 
such monuments was John Leland (1503-1552), who 
recorded many archaeological remains visible to him 
as he travelled the country in the sixteenth century .. 
He was appointed,. in I ~33,. King's Antiquary by 
Henry VIII and was commissioned to tour Britain 
and describe .'things ofantiquarian interest, mainly 
libraries, monasteries and buildings' (Daniel ·1981, 
25). In volume Ill, for example, Leland describes the 
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circumference of the old wall at Cirencester 'as 
being nearly two miles and when walking on the 
bank of the Chum one can see towers standing in the 
wall' (Leland 1964). He records an inscription 
reading PONT MAX, coins and 'a score of 
tessellated pavements/mosaics in a meadow in the 
middle of the old town'. Leland also describes hills 
and ditches of some great building in the south-west 
of the town, but fails to identify it as a Roman 
amphitheatre which is what he was probably 
describing. 

Another outstanding antiquarian who recorded 
monuments up and down the country was William 
Stukeley (1687-1765), a remarkable, and perhaps the 
country's first field archaeologist. His Itinerarium 
Curiosum, published in 1724, contains a number of 
references to Cirencester, and of course, other 
historic towns. He states that 'the foundations of the 
wall (i.e. the Roman town wall) is all along visible' 
and that 'antiquities are dug up every day, 
particularly mosaics, rings and coins in the lewis 
ground'. Stukeley also described the area of the 
Quems which he interpreted as stone quarries, but 
nowhere does he mention the amphitheatre, and yet 
he described in detail amphitheatres at Dorchester 
and Silchester indicating that he was aware of such 
structures elsewhere in Britain. Clearly the surviving 
earthworks of Cirencester's amphitheatre were not 
so obvious. Stukeley drew a plan of Cirencester 
dated 1721, but this was not published in his 
Itinerarium. The plan shows the course of the 
Roman defences, the. 'Luyis Grounds where stood a 
Rom. Temple' and the site of the abbey (Darvill and 
Gerrard 1994, Frontispiece). 

The eight~enth century saw the growth of 
published local histories around the country. In 
Gloucestershire Sir Robert Atkyns' (1647-1711) 
monumental tome The Ancient and Present State of 
Glostershire appeared in 1712 after his death and in 
it there are one or two useful archaeological 
references, but it mainly concentrates on historical 
matters. At Cirencester he refers to the walls being 
two miles in compass and that ruins of walls and 
streets can be found in adjoining meadows, perhaps 
using Leland as his source rather than his own 
fieldwork. When dealing with the town's medieval 
and post-medieval archaeology some of the 
engravings in Atkyns help in our understanding of 
the topography of the town at that time. · 

Samuel Rudder (1726-1801 ), who established his 
own printing works in Cirencester, produced a New 
History of Gloucestershire in 1779, parts of which 
were used for smaller works such as the History and 
Antiquities of Cirencester printed in Cirencester in 
1780 and sold at a cost of Is 6d. In this work Rudder 
describes many archaeological finds from 
Cirencester and is probably the first person to 
identify the amphitheatre in print and to interpret it 
correctly. 

Another antiquarian of considerable importance to 
the archaeology of the Cotswolds, and Cirencester in 
particular, was Samuel Lysons (1763-1819). His 
most useful publications for Cirencester were the 

three quite remarkable volumes published between 
1801 and 1817, entitled Reliquiae Britannico 
Romanae. In volume II he published the first plan of 
Cirencester to appear in print and on it marks the 
outline of the Roman town. The volume is dated 
1817, but the plan was probably drawn some time 
before that date. Other plans of Cirencester were 
produced in 1721 (Stukeley), 1735 and 1835 (see 
Darvill and Gerrard 1994 for references and 
McWhirr 1976b for reproductions), but these never 
appeared in print at the time they were drawn. 

The main antiquarian interest in towns during the 
nineteenth century seems to have been restricted to 
collecting artefacts and most historic towns can list a 
handful of people who built up extensive collections 
which in turn lead to the formation of museums. This 
is certainly true in Cirencester where the discovery 
of mosaic floors in Dyer Street in 1849 seems to 
have been responsible for giving birth to a museum 
in the town. These mosaics were lifted at the expense 
of Lord Bathurst and the event recorded in the 
Illustrated London News for 8th September 1849, 
Bathurst had them relaid in a purpose-built museum 
in Tetbury Road which opened in 1856. In the 
intervening years parts of the mosaics may have been 
on display somewhere in a house in Dyer Street 
which was used by the Permanent Library founded in· 
1835 and which, in February 1836, added a museum 
to house objects donated by Edward Bowley. The 
1849 discoveries also prompted the publication of a 
book which reported on what was found in Dyer 
Street along with other finds from in and around 
Cirencester. Illustrations of the Remains of Roman 
Art by Professor James Buckman and C. H. 
Newmarch was published in 1850 within twelve 
months of the mosaics being uncovered! Casual 
discoveries continued to be made in the town and to 
find their way into the Bathurst Museum or that of 
another later collector, Wilfred Cripps, who 
established his own private museum in Thomas 
Street. These two private collections were brought 
together in 1938 to form the town's first public 
museum - the Corinium Museum in Park Street. A 
more detailed record of other local personalities who 
recorded discoveries made in Cirencester has 
appeared (Darvill and Gerrard 1994). Particular 
attention should be drawn to early examples of 
'watching briefs'. Thomas Bravender recorded the 
laying of sewer pipes in the 1878-80 and F. W. 
Taylor noted on various maps discoveries made 
known to him in the early part of this century. 

Large-scale organised archaeological excavations 
in towns rarely took place before the second half of 
the nineteenth century, and even then were 
frequently small scale. Brian Hobley, former 
Director ofthe Department of Urban Archaeology at 
the Museum of London, has claimed that the earliest 
excavation in London can be dated to 1385 when 'on 
the orders of the Mayor and Aldermen of the City of 
London, an investigative excavation took place to try 
and rediscover an ancient property boundary, in 
order to settle a legal dispute.' It may come as a 
surprise to some to learn that the great 



PREFACE 3 

nineteenth-century archaeologist and founder of 
modem archaeological techniques, General Pitt
Rivers, was involved in urban archaeology and 
carried out excavations in London in 1866 in the 
valley of ·the Walbrook. Another eminent 
nineteenth-century antiquarian who excavated in 
London was J. E. Price whose first dig was that of a 
bastion on the town wall in I ~76. 

A very different urban site from London was that 
of Silchester, a large Roman town which was not 
submerged by later Saxon or medieval towns. It 
mainly lay in open fields and because of discoveries 
made over the years had received the attention of one 
or two 'diggers' during the nineteenth century. This 
was a very different situation from the majority of 
towns inhabited since the Roman period where the 
amateur antiquarian did not have the same 
opportunities to dig shallow trenches in order to 
further their knowledge of the town or enhance their 
own private collections. At Silchester the second and 
third Dukes of Wellington initiated excavations 
between 1855-1878, under the direction of Rev J. G. 
Joyce. Towards the end of the century, in 1890, the 
Silchester Excavation Fund was established and a 
major series of excavations was undertaken; Work 
began under the direction of George Fox and W. H. 
St. J. Hope. 

The Silchester excavations of 1880-1909 which 
had the full support of the Society of Antiquities, . 
were later reported in some detail in Archaeologia. 
Plans of buildings revealed by these excavations 
were meticulously produced and eventually a very 
full town-plan was compiled - still the most 
complete Roman town plan from Britain. What the 
excavators were unable to do at the time was to 
examine the lowest, and therefore earliest, levels of 
the town and so chart the growth or otherwise of the 
city over a period of some five hundred years. 

Other historic towns were also investigated during 
the second half of the nineteenth century. Some of 
these excavations are well known because their 
results were published, others less well known. 
Thomas Wright conducted excavations at Wroxeter 
between .)859-62 where he examined the baths; the 
first major excavations at Caerwent were carried out 
by Octavious Morgan MP in 1855, but the main 
thrust took place between 1899-1913 with the 
Clifton Antiquarian Club of Bristol. Another 
campaign was mounted at Wroxeter between 1912-4 
by the Society of Antiquaries and directed by J. P. 
Bushe Fox - and one can go on listing such 
excavations. 
· Two important urban surveys were undertaken in 
the early part of the twentieth century by the eminent 
Roman scholar Professor F. J. Haverfield. He 
collected together all the known evidence on Roman 
Cirencester and Roman Leicester and published the 
results in two masterly papers. He read a paper to the 
Society of Antiquaries in December 1917 on his 
work at Cirencester which ·was later published in 
Archaeologia in 1920. The Roman Leicester paper 
was published in the Archaeologica!Journal in 1920 
and contained · material up to 1918. Both ate 

extensively used today and have been of immense 
value in formulating urban data bases. 

There is little evidence for any excavations having 
taken place in Cirencester before the late nineteenth 
century. One exception was in 1824 when the Rev 
John Skinner (1772-1839) visited Cirencester. He 
compiled journals of his tours and these include 
delightful pen and watercolour sketches. These 
journals, now in the British Museum, contain 
evidence of an early excavation in Cirencester when, 
surprisingly, the Rev Skinner during his short stay in 
Cirencester in 1824, decided to test the locally held 
view that the bullring or amphitheatre, as he called it, 
had 'seats of stone in lines one above the other'. He 
wrote, 'After breakfast on 11th November 1824 I 
took with me one of the stable ·boys with a spade in 
order to examine minutely these said seats'. As well 
as being the earliest documented account · of a 
Cirencester excavation it also had, to use modem 
jargon, a research design. Skinner concluded that the 
work was not Roman, but solely British under their 
command (Viner 1983-4). 

There is in the Corinium Museum collection a 
photograph of a nineteenth-century dig and on ·the 
print ·one can clearly see a quantity ofsculpture lying 
around the sides of a.· . quite respectable 
archaeological trench, but its date and location are 
uncertain. It may be showing the. discovery of. the 
piece of Roman wall plaster which has the· famous 
word square scratched on its surface. If that is the 
case then it shows an excavation being carried·out in 
New Road, now Victoria Road; in 1868. · · .. 

The next dig for which we have details was that 
carried out in 1897-8 by WilfreCi Cripps in order to. 
confirm his suggestions for the position · of 
Corinium's basilica. He produced excellent plans, 
but recorded few details of-the· date· or structural 
history of the building; which· is what o·ne ·would 
have expected at that time. · · ·' 

W. St ·Clair Baddeley was called in to record 
several mosaics found in Victoria Road in 1922 and 
in the same year he examined the town's western 
defences in the grounds of the Union Workhouse, 
Watermoor Lane - now the headquarters of the 
Cotswold District Council. · 

Elsewhere in Britain threats to historic towns were 
causing excavations to be carried out in advance of 
such threats. One of the first urban rest;ue 
excavations of the twentieth centuty' was probably 
that which took place in Colchester where the 
construction of a by-pass to the south of Sheepen 
Farm threatened archaeological deposits. An 
Excavation Committee was formed in 1930 and 
excavations were conducted ·between 1930 and 1939 
by Hawkes, Hull and Myres, the results of their work 
being published with remarkable speed in 1947 as a 
Research Report of the Society of Antiquaries - a 
report still heavily used by researchers. · 

Another landmark in urban archaeology was the 
excavations carried out on a Roman city·which in the 
main had not been covered by later buildings similar 
to those at Silchester mentioned above. These were 
the well-publicised excavations of Sir Mortimer 
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Wheeler at St. Albans, Veru/amium. Prior to his 
arrival in St. Albans, Wheeler had excavated at 
Caerleon and Lydney Park, Gloucestershire, and did 
some work on the Balkerne Gate at Colchester in 
1917. Before the excavations at Lydney had been 
completed, the Corporation of St. Albans had 
acquired in 1929 a large part of the land which 
covered the Roman city of Veru/amium. For three 
years between 1930-3, and with a great deal of media 
attention, the Wheelers (Rik and Tessa) carried out 
excavations at Verulamium on a scale which had not 
been seen before in any Roman town in Britain, save 
perhaps Silchester. But as with the earlier 
excavations at Silchester, Veru/amium was basically 
a single period urban site and did not present the 
excavators with the problems of a multi-period 
urban settlement with the presence of standing 
buildings or modern roads and several feet of 
post-Roman deposits. Even so they had to deal with 
complex Roman stratigraphy often 6-10 feet deep. 

Although there have been criticisms of Wheeler's 
work, as there will always be of anybody's 
excavations, the techniques he employed were way 
ahead of any other excavator of his time. One only 
has to look at his report which appeared in 1936, 
only three years after he finished at St. Albans, to see 
the way he approached his excavations. The reliance 
on the section can be clearly seen in Wheeler's report 
and his methods· were to set the standards for 
archaeological excavation and publication for the 
next 30 years - and some would say even influence 
many of today's excavators. Even so there are 
weaknesses in . his report which was produced at 
great speed and Noel Myres, a young upstart, caused 
a flurry in the archaeological world by writing a very 
critical review of Wheeler's report in Antiquity. 

The impression I may have given, and an 
impression given by many writers on archaeology, is 
that besides Wheeler, nobody else was active in 
archaeology, particularly urban archaeology. This 
probably results from the different approaches 
excavators had to publicity. Wheeler sought and 
attracted publicity and consequently his excavations 
are well remembered. Others did not, and their work 
is not well-known beyond academic circles. 
Professor Donald Atkinson was one such excavator. 
He dug at W roxeter ( Viroconium) between 1923 and 
1927, but unlike Wheeler's prompt publication, 
Atkinson did not manage to publish the results of his 
excavations until 1942. A comparison between the 
two publications clearly shows the different 
approaches and interests of the two archaeologists 
and anybody who wants to review the development 
of urban archaeology would be advised to study 
these two reports. Interestingly, Professor Atkinson 
was to become the first Honorary Curator of the 
Corinium Museum. 

One of Wheeler's prodigies who worked with him 
at Verulamium was Kathleen Kenyon and when an 
area of Leicester was threatened in 1936 by the 
construction of new Municipal Baths it was natural 
that Wheeler should recommend Kenyon to the 
Excavation Committee as Director of the proposed 

excavations. She duly carried out excavations 
between 1936 and 1939, but the war prevented swift 
publication of the results of those excavations. This 
did not appear until 1948 and in the report one can 
clearly see Wheeler's influence. The interpretation 
of the earliest phase of building, incorrectly as we 
know now, as the forum of Leicester, may indeed 
have been Wheeler's. In passing it is interesting to 
note that whilst staying in Leicester in 1936 Alan 
Sorrel by chance visited Kenyon's excavations and 
became interested in reconstructing on paper the 
buildings that were exposed by archaeologists, and his 
first ever published archaeological reconstructions 
appeared in the Illustrated London News in February 
1937 and they were of Kenyon's work on the Jewry 
Wall. 

In 1952 Cirencester Urban District Council sought 
permission from the Ancient Monuments 
Inspectorate of the Ministry of Works to Jay a sewer 
through the City Bank and permission was granted 
on condition that an archaeological investigation 
took place beforehand. This work was carried out by 
Miss Mary Rennie who had previously worked for 
Sir Mortimer Wheeler either at Maiden Castle or 
Verulamium. Then, in 1957, the Committee and 
individual members of the Cirencester Archaeo
logical and Historical Society were involved in the 
response to major redevelopment on the site of Dyer 
Court where excavations were directed by Graham 
Webster. 

Mary Rennie was to return to Cirencester in 1958 
when a Roman building was uncovered as earth was 
being removed prior to the construction of the Health 
Centre in Parsonage Field, Watermoor Road. 
Working for only three weeks under difficult 
circumstances she was able to recover the plan of a 
number of buildings and to excavate in depth iri one 
or two selected places. In that year, 1958, the 
Cirencester Excavation Committee was formed with 
tan Richmond as its chairman. In the following year 
the Committee elected to examine the northern part 
of Parsonage Field and asked Miss Kitty Richardson 
to take charge of the operations with Miss Rennie as 
her second in command. Kitty Richardson had come 
to the fore in archaeology whilst working for 
Wheeler at Maiden Castle and subsequently worked 
with him at Verulamium and took part in his 
expeditions to France. In 1959 Mary Rennie 
undertook, at short notice, the excavation of a plot at 
the corner of King Street and Victoria Road. 

The pace of redevelopment in Cirencester was 
now gaining momentum and in 1960 the CEC 
appointed John Wacher as its Director of 
Excavations. Sheppard Frere's excavations at 
Verulamium were winding down and many of his 
regular diggers and supervisors moved to 
Cirencester for their annual dose of archaeological 
masochism. Excavations at this time were usually 
confined to the Easter or summer vacations when 
Wacher could muster his usual gang of helpers, but it 
was necessary to respond to threats which occurred 
at other times of the year. Richard Reece recovered a 
great deal of burial information from the jaws of 
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bulldozers when the garden of Oakley Cottage in 
Tetbury Road. was sold and developed as a filling 
station. He also dug trenches in the playing field of 
the Grammar School, then in Victoria Road; 
exploratory trenches to locate the Abbey; and with 
Or Cat ling he examined part of the Mycalex site in 
Ashcroft Road. 

With the appointment ofWacher excavations were 
now to take place on a regular basis and from 1960 
until the middle of the 1970s a team would descend 
on the town each summer, and sometimes Easter, to 
'rescue' its archaeology. Following John Wacher's 
illness during the 1965 excavations, David Brown 
and Alan McWhirr took over until1967 whenDavid. 
withdrew to concentrate on his work at the 
Ashmolean Museum leaving Alan McWhirr to 
organise and direct further excavations until regular 
digging ceased in the middle to late 1970s . 

But how does all this fit into the national picture? 
In late 1950s the only large scale excavation taking 
place in Britain was Frere's at Verulamium and many 
people now in archaeological posts cut their teeth on 
those excavations. These excavations trained a 
whole generation of archaeologists at a time when 
few university departments existed let alone carried 
out any form of practical training. As Veru/amium 
closed Cirencester began and soon to follow was 
Winchester where Martin Biddle carried out a series 
of excavations mainly in the area of the Minster, but 
also elsewhere in the town enabling a picture of 
Roman and .medieval Winchester to be built up. 
Biddle began in Winchester in 1961 and in the 
following year, 1962, the Winchester Excavation 
Committee was established, some four years after 
Cirencester and eight years after the Verulamium 
Excavation Committee was reconstituted in 1954. 
Urban archaeology up to this point was mainly 
concerned with Roman towns, but Biddle's work 
opened a new era with extensive excavations being 
carried out on post-Roman levels. This is not to say, 
as some have claimed, that previously excavators 
had ignored these deposits. Frere had examined them 
at Canterbury between 1946-1955 and recognised 
Saxon sunken huts, but in other places extensive 
post-Roman levels did not always survive. It was not 
until 1964 that the CEC undertook a major 
post-Roman excavation to locate St. Mary's Abbey. 
During the following season on the abbey a major 
find was the Saxon church which had preceded the 
abbey. 

At Leicester, Max Hebditch, later to be Director of 
the Museum of London, was appointed in 1961 
Archaeological Field Officer within· the Museum 
Service, and this marks the beginnings of a full time 
approach to the archaeology of Leicester and 
probably one of the earliest full-time appointments 

of a field archaeologist. Hebditch, and his successor, 
Jean Melior, excavated in the centre of the Roman 
and medieval city in ·advance of a new underpass 
revealing the site of the forum and basilica, clearly 
demonstrating that the Jewry Wall, uncovered by 
Kathleen Kenyon in the 1930s, was not the orig~nal 
forum. Although it was possible to dig a limited 
number of trenches ahead of the 1960s wholesale 
redevelopment of the historic core of Leicester, a 
targe area was totally destroyed without any record 
being made. Colchester has had several periods of 
rescue excavations each leading to the formation of . 
an excavation committee to oversee the work. The 
fourth was established in 1963 to combat the 1960s 
redevelopment mania and an archaeological 
presence has existed in Colchester since that· time. 
The establishment of full-time archaeological units 
probably began with Winchester, but the process of 
creating full-time professional teams was piecemeal 
and it was not until-the 70s, and with financial help 
from the Department of the Environment, that the 
present day structure of urban archaeological units 
began to take shape. Discussions about the formation. 
of apermanent force in York began in 1971 and in 
the following year the York ·Archaeological Trust 
formally came into being and has:since grown from 
strength to strength. Excavations on Barnards Castle 
in London aroused considerable interest and concern 
which lead to the formation of the Department of 
Urban Archaeology within the Museum of London. 
At the same time as the York Archaeological Trust 
was formed a similar Trust was established at 
Lincoln in 1972 after several years of ad hoc· 
arrangements with museum staff undertaking· 
excavations. . 

Time does not permit an examination of further, 
towns, but other units were established in the 1970s 
including Canterbury and Carlisle. These excavations 
have produced so many recotds and artefacts that the 
processing.of the excavated material has taken much 
longer than originally planned. Few ·published 
accounts of excavations resulting from 'urban mania' .. 
in the 70s have yet seen the light of day. This is, of • 
course, the case here in Cirencester, although I think 
that we can feel proud in producing a regular series of 
Interim Reports and three substantial excavation 
reports of the past 20-25 years digging (CEC I-III). A 
number of the more recently formed units have.yet to 
achieve even this record. This volume pulls together 
the major results of two decades of excavation and its 
subsequent post-excavation analysis, being the work 
of a number of people. It is regretted that it has taken 
so long for the results of this work to appear in print. 
Those of us who were involved in digging in the 60s 
and 70s are eternally grateful to Neil Hot brook and his 
team for seeing this work through into print. 
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As Alan McWhirr details above, much post
excavation work was undertaken in the 1970s and 
1980s on sites excavated by the Cirencester 
Excavation Committee (CEC), and three substantial 
monographs were published. This programme was 
funded by English Heritage and its predecessor 
bodies. That some sites remained unpublished was a 
reflection of the fact that excavation in the 1960s and 
70s had by necessity outstripped the resources which 
were available for publication. In 1989 the Cotswold 
Archaeological Trust (CAT) was established to 
assume responsibility for new fieldwork and 
research projects in Cirencester and beyond. One of 
the first such projects was the Cirencester Urban 
Assessment, a systematic review of the archaeology 
of the town in all periods. The report was published 
as Darvill and Gerrard 1994, and one of its main 
conclusions was to reiterate the importance for 
future research in Cirencester of publishing the 
major outstanding sites excavated by CEC. 
Accordingly English Heritage commissioned and 
financed an assessment of the outstanding sites in 
Cirencester which remained unpublished in order to 
establish those themes which were of highest 
importance. This assessment was undertaken in 1994 
and involved a review of each site excavated by 
CEC, with an appraisal of the state of the primary 
records, degree of subsequent analysis in progress or 
completed, and an overall assessment of the 
importance of the excavation by reference to 
statements of research priorities and frameworks 
prepared by bodies including English Heritage, 
Society for the Promotion of Roman Studies, and 
CAT (Darvill and Gerrard 1994, Appendix C and 
regular updates in CAT Annual Review). The 
document concluded that the foremost importance 
should be attached to the publication of those 
excavations which yielded information on the town 
defences, public buildings and shops. More recent 
excavations, evaluations and observations by CAT 
which produced relevant results would also be 
included, as has the excavation undertaken by 
Gloucestershire County Council Archaeology 
Service at Watermoor House in 1992. English 
Heritage, in addition to their support of the earlier 
programme of assessment, generously decided to 
fund this agreed programme of analysis and to 
provide a grant for the results to be published. 

The project has drawn heavily on work initiated 
under the aegis of the CEC, and Cirencester is 
especially fortunate in that much high-quality 
artefact analysis had already been completed. All 
excavated coins had been identified by Richard 
Reece; Valery Rigby had produced detailed notes on 
most of the pottery, with subsequent work by Janet 
Keeley and Nicholas Cooper, and all the small finds 
had been identified and catalogued by Linda Viner. 
Access to, and assessment of, the relevant dating 
evidence was therefore possible without recourse 
once more to the original material. The methods and 

assumptions used in presenting the dating evidence 
are detailed on p. xvii. 

In addition to the accounts of individual sites it 
was intended that this volume should also contain 
synthetic reviews of certain aspects of the Roman 
town, given that detailed reporting of the other 
unpublished Roman excavations conducted by CEC 
is unlikely in the foreseeable future. Work in 
progress, or currently unpublished, has therefore 
been completed on four topics. First, the value of 
publishing a consolidated coin list for the town was 
evident. It involved the computerisation and 
manipulation of coin identifications made by 
Richard Reece over many years. This was 
undertaken by Peter Guest and, through the 
generosity of the Atkinson fund of the Roman 
Society, a grant was forthcoming to enable the 
inclusion of the coin collection held in the Corinium 
Museum as well. This was a particularly appropriate 
source given that Donald Atkinson was a former 
distinguished curator of the Corinium Museum. 
Second, it was considered worthwhile that Linda 
Viner should be given an opportunity to complete 
the small finds series for the town and, on the basis 
of her detailed cataloguing of the whole assemblage, 
provide an overview on what the finds can tell us of 
the prosperity and culture of Roman Cirencester. 
Third, it was decided to develop Nicholas Cooper's 
work on the pottery from St. Michael's Field into a 
more general account of the pottery supply. This 
work is important as it includes some of the best 
quantified material from Cirencester, especially of 
second and third-century date, and helps to fill one of 
the gaps identified in a recent review of 
Romano-British pottery studies (Fulford and 
Huddleston 1991, 31 ). The second priority identified 
in that report, the need for a fabric/ware series for 
Cirencester and its region, remains a major objective 
of CAT in the next few years. Lastly this report 
provided an opportunity to complete work on an 
important animal-bone assemblage from the town. 
Bruce Levitan had analysed major deposits of animal 
bones from St. Michael's Field in an unpublished 
report (Levitan 1990), while Mark Maltby had begun 
analysis of another large deposit from the nearby 
Chester Street site excavated in 1980. Maltby has 
therefore completed his work on the Chester Street 
bones, and integrated his results with those obtained 
by Levitan. 

In addition to the work already in progress two 
new contributions were commissioned through the 
good offices of Richard Reece: a valuable discussion 
of the road system by Gerald Hargreaves and a 
wide-ranging interpretation of the development and 
history of Roman Cirencester by Neil Faulkner. 

In a project of this nature there are inevitably many 
people who have made significant contributions to 
the final form of this volume. In the first place it is 
appropriate to reiterate the debt to those bodies 
acknowledged in the first Cirencester volume which 
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provided financial and other support for the 
excavation and post-excavation work. To these 
English Heritage must now be added, and in 
particular we would like to thank Andrew Davison, 
Jan Summerfield and Roger Thomas for their 
support and encouragement. Seconqly without the 
skill and dedication of the excavators who worked in 
Cirencester from . 1960 nothing could have been 
achieved. The sites reported here were excavated 
under the direction of variously David B~own, Alan 
McWhirr and John Wacher. Site and finds 
supervisors who ensured a high level of recording 
were: Gavin Brown, David Brown, Christine 
Butcher, Timothy Darvill, Elizabeth Dowman, 
Rosalind Dunnett, Brian Gill, Mark Hassall, 
Margaret Hewitt, Sheelagh Johnson, Maurice 
Jones-Mortimer, Christine Mahany, Alan McWhirr, 
Helen McWhirr, Henrietta Miles, Jean Mellor,.Tim 
O'Leary, Marion Owers, Tony Pacitto, Alan Perkins, 
Tony Poole, Charmain Reed, the late Mary Rennie, 
Steve Roskams, Jennie Ruff, Sarah Smith, Giov.anna 
Vitt:illi, Anna Wacher, the late Eleanor Waite, and 
Bob Zeepvat. The late Mr and Mrs H. J. M. Petty and 
Bill Blythe acted successively as site accountants. 
Tony Pacitto, Gilly Jones, R. A. Fagence, C. 
Birchell, R. Rumens, John Price and Colin 
Shuttleworth have, at .various times, serv~d as 
photographers. Several members of the Committee 
deserve mention for their efforts to ·ensure the 
smooth running of. the excavations, in particular 
Joyce · Barker and Capt. Gracie. The . sites 
investigated by Cotswold Archaeological Trust 
reported in this volume were supervised by Alistair 
Barber, Clifford Bateman, Chris Gerrard, Casper 
Johnson, Roy King, Brona Langton, Rick Morton, 
Nick Turner and Graeme Walker. 

As part of the analysis of the pottery and small 
finds some basic strati graphical analysis of the more 
complex sites such as Leaholme, St. Michael's Field 
and the Verulamium Gate had been undertaken by 
Nicholas Cooper, Kate Steane, Val Rigby, Jane 
Timby, Linda Viner and Bob Zeepvat amongst 
others. An unpublished MA thesis from . the 
University of Leicester concerned with the 
excavations in the amphitheatre also formed a useful 
starting point (Wheeler 1992). 

The Corinium Museum has played a vital role in 
the archaeology of Cirencester, both during the 
excavations and in ensuring the long term care of the. 
archive and finds collections more latterly. Thanks 
are due to the successive staff of the museum, 
especially Professor Donald Atkinson, Steven 
Clews, John Paddock, Mr Real, David. Viner, and 
Linda Viner. Cotswold District Council have 
actively supported archaeology in Cirencester since 
their formation in 1974, and Cirencester Town 
Council have willingly assisted with work on land in 
their ownership;. most notably· the survey and 
reconsolidation of the section -of town wall in the 
Abbey Grounds. 

I would like to ,thank all the contributors whose 
work has added· so much to. this yolume: The 
majority of new drawings are the work of Peter 

Moore. Some other plans were drawn by Nick 
Griffiths and Gilly Sharpe, and the small finds 
drawings are the work ·of Debby Fox and Nick 
Griffiths. 

Charles Parry would like to thank Mr J. V. Miller 
(Gloucestershire Old People's Housing Society Ltd) 
and Mr R. G. Priest (Dancey and Meredith, 
Architects) for their parts in commissioning his 1992 
excavation at Watermoor House. The on-site work 
was aided by Moss Construction (Southern) Ltd. The 
illustrations for that report were drawn by Nigel 
Harriss. 

Specialist reports on a number of categories of 
object have ·been utilised by Linda Viner in her 
discussion of the small find assemblage. She wishes 
gratefully to acknowledge the work of Justine Bayley 
(metal-working slags etc); Tom Blagg (architectural 
fragments); the late Dorothy Charlesworth (glass); 
Francis Grew (copper-alloy studs); Martin Henig 
(intaglios, sculpture); Mark Hassall (graffiti, 
inscriptions); the late Margaret Guido (beads); Roger 
Ling, the late Norman Davey and Susan Wormwell 
(wall plaster); Don Mackreth (brooches); David Neal 
(mosaics); John Shepherd (vessel glass), and David 
Smith (mosaics). The authors of all the small finds 
reports acknowledge an .immeasurable .debt to. the 
skills and talents of Nick Griffiths who has been 
responsible for the illustration of <>Ver 650 objects to 
publication standard. Without his persistence and 
hard work, under difficult circumstances at. times, 
the standard and consistency of style achieyed in the 
series would have suffered. Mark Maltby extends his 
thanks to Jeremy Bell, Matty .Britten, Clare and 
Sheila Hamilton-Dyer and John Steane for their 
assistance in recording the animal bones from 
Chester Street. Neil Faulkner·· writes. that many 
people have contributed directly and indirectly to the 
research programme which lies behind his chapter, 
but it would not have been possible at all without the 
assistance and support of Richard Reece ·and Jack 
Newman (a professional quantity surveyor and 
volunteer archaeologist). The .editor and others at 
CAT gave vital assistance in-providing and checking 
the Cirencester data (although the author retains full 
responsibility for any remaining errors); -He is also 
grateful to David Bellingham (St. Mary's University 
College) and Steve Barriett; both of whom read and 
commented critically on earlier drafts. . · 

Sheppard Frere, AI an Me Whirr,· Richard .Reece 
and John Wacher kindly read a ·draft. of this report, 
with much benefit to its final form. I would like to 
offer my thanks to all of them for tai<ing the time. to 
comment in such pertinent detail. Tim Darvill and 
the other directors of Cotswold Archaeological Trust 
encouraged me to progress with the project and 
kindly allowed me the time to complete it: Above all 
I should like to express especial thanks to Alan 
McWhirr, Richard Reece, : and John Wacher. 
Writing-up other people's excavations can be a 
daunting and frequently thankless task, but I was 
greatly encouraged by the immediate and genuine 
enthusiasm and support·which I received as soon as I 
mooted the idea to Alan and John. Their patience and 
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tolerance with the text is much appreciated. I hope 
they have found me sympathetic to the often severe 
limitations under which they conducted their work. 
Richard Reece welcomed me to Cirencester even 
before I set foot in the town in I99I, and has been a 
constant source of encouragement and local 
information ever since. 

The interpretations and conclusions drawn in this 
report are naturally the responsibility of the 
individual authors, although we have tried hard to 
represent the views of the original excavators. On the 
few occasions where there has been a difference of 
opinion or emphasis, we have endeavoured to 
present the interpretations of the excavators as well 
as those of the authors. 

The publication of this volume, and that on the 
Saxon church and medieval abbey, marks the end of 
a chapter in the history of archaeological research in 
Cirencester. It is now time to take stock and look to 
the future. To guide new work we believe that a 
broad-ranging framework needs to be established, 
within which individuals and organisations can 

develop their own ideas, hypotheses and objectives. 
A first step on this path was a seminar held in 
Cirencester on the last day of February 1997 when 
distinguished archaeologists gathered to debate and 
discuss the directions in which future research on the 
Roman town could most usefully be directed. It is 
intended that the results of the meeting will form part 
of a new urban archaeology strategy for Cirencester 
which is currently being formulated by Cotswold 
District Council, English Heritage and CAT. It is 
anticipated that the strategy will cover issues related 
to planning and development; research, and 
interpretation of the archaeological resource. The 
research seminar was both a beginning and an end, 
for earlier the same day Cirencester Excavation 
Committee was formally dissolved after 28 years of 
endeavour, and its mantle passed to CAT. It is a 
challenge which we readily accept. 

Neil Holbrook 
Corinium Dobunnorum 

THE TOPOGRAPHY AND HYDROLOGY OF THE 
CIRENCESTER AREA 

Neil Holbrook and Keith Wilkinson 

Cirencester lies at the point where the river Chum, 
which to the north-east runs in a winding valley cut 
down through the oolitic limestone of the Cotswold 
hills, meets the broad marshy flood plain of the upper 
Thames (Darvill and Gerrard I 994, fig. 6). A small 
tributary of the Chum, the Daglingworth Brook, 
drains the area around the Duntisboumes and 
Daglingworth to the north-west of the town. It is 
difficult to determine with certainty the original 
point of confluence of the two watercourses, 
although the likelihood is that it was the vicinity of 
the site later occupied by the medieval Barton Mill 
(I; these numbers refer to those on Fig. 3). This is 
suggested by Walls' (I 986) analysis of the evidence 
relating to the settlement of two disputes concerning 
water rights in I584 and I787. He demonstrates that 
the present course of the Chum between Gloucester 
Street Bridge and Spitalgate (A-B) is an artificial cut, 
post 1787 but pre 1824, and that until the late 
eighteenth century the full flow of the Chum was via 
Barton Mill. Unless this cut in fact reinstigated an 
original long lost pre-Roman course of the Chum, 
for which there is no current evidence, it is safest to 
ass~me that in the pre-Roman period the 
Daglingworth Brook drained into the Chum around 
Barton Mill. 

It can be observed from Fig. 3 that the area which 
was enclosed by the town defences in the second 

century almost exactly correlates with the 
north-eastern and south-western limits of the river 
laid gravels relating to former Pleistocene courses of 
the Chum and Daglingworth Brook. These gravels 
are comprised almost entirely of calcareous Oolitic 
limestone derived from the Cotswold uplands, 
whose properties have heavily influenced those of 
subsequent Roman and later deposits. The only 
areas where the defended circuit does not lie upon 
these deposits are in the south-west, around the 
present junction between Tetbury Road and Sheep 
Street, and in the area of Trinity Road and the former 
Watermoor Hospital. 

The river laid gravels did not seemingly form a 
perfectly flat plain upon which to found the town. To 
the north-east of the line adopted by Ermin Street 
through the town the Chum originally flowed 
through an area later included within the walled 
circuit (ie. insulae XVI, XIII, XII, and X) (Fig. 6). 
Indeed that this is the natural line of least resistance 
to flow is demonstrated by the present course of the 
inner Chum as it drains south-eastwards from the 
pond in the Abbey Grounds (2). Evaluation at City 
Bank within insula X in 1990 (3) found a former 
course of the Chum with numerous intercutting 
subsidiary channels running on a broadly 
north-south alignment (R. King 1990b; Fig. 30). 
Pottery of first or early second-century date was 
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3. Pre-Roman and Roman watercourses in the Cirencester area 

recovered from the sand and gravel fills of the 
channels, and a causeway built from limestone 
blocks crossed the area. The causeway seems quickly 
to have been covered by black organic deposits 
which denote a change in the riverine regime as the 
area progressively silted-up and developed as 
marshland. This change could have been caused by 
the adoption of a single channel of flow by the river 
and the abandonment of the previous multi-channel 

system, most probably as a consequence of the 
Roman hydrological works detailed below. Clearly 
the channel containing the river Chum did not pass 
through this area after the second century, although 
the area was still subject to tloodh.g. A similar 
picture was found in excavations at Kingsmeadow 
(4) immediately south-west of Errt1in Street and 
some 500m outside the town defences. Here the· area 
was either wet meadow or marsh land cut'by several 

: .~. 



10 CIRENCESTER EXCAVATIONS V 

channels which were open until at least the third 
century. During the Roman period the channels 
slowly silted-up and were finally covered with 
floodplain alluvium, presumably deposited during 
over bank flooding of the main river channel. A 
slightly higher gravel island was divided by ditches 
and utilised for cremation (Roberts 1995). These two 
observations demonstrate that at the time of the 
earliest Roman activity Ermin Street must have 
crossed the multiple channels of the Chum around 
the site later adopted for the Silchester Gate of the 
town (5). 

Examination of the Ordnance Datum heights of the 
gravels indicates that the ground rises to the 
south-west of the course currently adopted by the 
inner Chum. It has always been problematical 
whether water originally also flowed through the 
area later enclosed by the south-western town 
defences. A channel indicating the former presence 
of a watercourse was found during two separate 
evaluations immediately outside the Gloucester Gate 
at Powell 's School (6; Morton 1994b; Turner 1996). 
This channel was filled with a lower organic silt, rich 
in plant remains representing an early period of 
channel abandonment, and overlaid by sands which 
would have formed in a moving water environment. 
On stratigraphic grounds these deposits would seem 
to date to the second century or earlier as dumped 
material containing pottery of this date was used to 
fill the channel. Nearby, but within the walls and in 
the vicinity of the later theatre in insula XXX (Site 
BS) (7), fine-grained alluvium up to 0. 91 m deep was 
also found (Brown and McWhirr 1967, 195). The 
course of the pre-Roman Chum to the south and east 
of Powell's School is uncertain, although one 
channel must have drained to the south-east to join 
with those found at City Bank (3). It is possible that 
there may also have been a second channel which 
took a more southerly course. The natural line of 
least resistance for such a channel would have 
probably been along the line currently occupied by 
Park and Sheep Streets before cutting back across 
Watermoor to join with the Chum around the site of 
the Silchester Gate (5). Convincing support for such 
a course has been found in work at Sheep Street (8) 
(immediately outside the town defences), and at 
Quems Road (9) (immediately inside the rampart). 
At the Sheep Street site a north-west to south-east 
oriented depression extending as far westwards as 
the cattle market on Tetbury Road (1 0) has been 
found during a series of evaluations (p. 67; Langton 
1994; Turner 1995). The depression is bounded to 
the south by the relict limestone ridge of The Quems 
on which the amphitheatre sits, and to the east by the 
line adopted for the town wall which here was 
founded on Jurassic Forest Marble. Overlying, and 
partly infilling, the defensive ditches which lay in 
front of the wall were thick deposits (up to 1.5m in 
parts) of silt and clay. The combined results of 
molluscan and sedimentological analyses of these 
probable late and post-Roman sediments suggests 
deposition as suspended sediment in seasonal flood 
waters (p. 70). The analyses also suggest that flood 

intensity decreased with time, in turn indicating that 
the Sheep Street area became increasingly marginal 
from the water source. 

In contrast to the stratigraphy of the Sheep Street 
site, deposits present at Quems Road (9) and a 
second site at 33 Sheep Street ( 11) indicate the 
presence of silt/clay alluvium overlying fluvial 
gravels prior to significant Roman activity (R. King 
1990a; R. King 1992). There is no evidence for any 
further channel or over bank deposition in the 3m of 
stratigraphy that subsequently accumulated. Taking 
these two sets of data together it would appear that 
there was a profound change to the hydrology of 
western Cirencester coincident with the beginning of 
Roman occupation. This led to the cessation of 
alluvial deposition at Quems Road, at approximately 
the same time as accumulation began on the Sheep 
Street site. Such a change could have occurred as a 
result of a change in course of a water feature, or an 
alteration in its behaviour. 

If the hypothesis as to the original courses of the 
Chum and Daglingworth Brook is correct - and it 
must be said that little work has so far been carried 
out to specifically investigate the problem - in the 
immediate pre-Roman period the site of Cirencester 
would have comprised a north-west to south-east 
aligned ridge of slightly higher ground within the 
flood plain, with channels of the Chum flowing to 
the north-east and south-west of the ridge, with a 
meeting of the two streams around the site of the 
later Silchester Gate. 

When Ermin Street was laid out the topographical 
desirability of avoiding the wettest areas liable to 
flood may explain the change between alignments 1 
and 11 of the road (p. 14). Similar considerations may 
also account for the location of the Leaholme fort ( 12) 
away from the putative junction of Ermin Street and 
alignment 28 ofthe Fosse Way (13). Perhaps this area 
was susceptible to winter flooding, the area around 
Leaholme being drier and better drained. 

Following the decision to establish the civitas 
capital at Cirencester, and by the mid-second century 
at latest, major hydrological works were undertaken 
to drain a larger part of valley bottom which must 
had been subject to winter floods. These works 
appear to have diverted the Chum from flowing 
through the south-western part of the town by 
digging an artificial channel which lay immediately 
outside the line adopted for the north-western 
defences. The Chum continued to flow on this 
course until comparatively recent times and is shown 
on maps from 1795 onwards (Walls 1986, 5-6). The 
channel continued around the north-east side of the 
defences where it is still visible, and was bridged by 
the Fosse Way/Akeman Street outside the 
Verulamium Gate (p. 37) (14). As the channel 
approached the site of the Silchester Gate (5) it 
diverged from the line of the defences to run along 
the north-eastern side of Ermin Street to the 
south-east of the town. The channel crossed Ermin 
Street, either in a culvert or a bridge, at Preston 
Bridge ( 15) to rejoin its original course en route to a 
confluence with the Thames at Cricklade. 
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Further alterations occurred to the system of water 
management in the medieval period. A mill pond for 
Barton Mill was established immediately north-east 
of the confluence with the Daglingworth Brook. To 
the south of the confluence waters were drawn to the 
south-east within an artificial course known as the 
Gunstool Brook to serve ~he Abbey (Slater 1976a, 
fig. 6.7). Water from the outer Chu.n also seems to 
have been drawn into a new channel which breached 
the north-western defences of the Roman town and 
fed the Abbey fishponds. These two water courses 
met within the Abbey Grounds and then drained 
southwards (as the so-called inner Chum) in a 

channel which is still largely extant. A discussion of 
the medieval and post-medieval development of the 
watercourses can be found in Walls 1986. 

Much of. this chapter must be regarded as 
hypQthesis in the absence of fieldwork to investigate 
the pre-Roman topography and hydrology of the 
Cirencester area, and to ascertain the extent of 
Roman water management works. Such 
investigation should be regarded as a research 
priority for the future, and a better appreciation of 
these issues will greatly enhance our understanding 
of the early Roman development ofCirencester. 

THE ROMAN ROAD NETWORK IN THE VICINI1Y OF 
CIRENCESTER 

G. H. Hargreaves 

The complex road system of Corinium is important 
for the light it sheds on the development of the 
Roman settlement. The system as now known is 
shown in the plan Fig. 4, in which the roads (for 
example Fosse Way Se) are numbered using the 
system developed by I. D. Margary for his Roman 
Roads in Britain, and their alignments are 
numbered in accordance with alignment plans first 
introduced by the present author (Hargreaves 
1990), with the last alignment of Road Se numbered 
32 from recent unreported fieldwork. The most 
recent additions to it are fragments A, B and C of 

_ roads excavated during archaeological investigation 
west of the Bath Gate, the true alignments of the 
White Way (Margary Road 55), and part of the 
Lynches trackway alongside the river Chum north of 
the town. In addition, outside the area of Fig. 4 are 
alignments of a road running south-west not far 
from the line of Road 544 designated by Margary 
( 1967, 145) based on the course of modem ro·ads, 
which is certainly not Roman. The extension of the 
Fosse Way (Sd) south of Akeman Street to join 
Erm in Street ( 41 b) is said to be Roman, but this 
must be regarded as doubtful because no evidence 
except the line of a minor modern road has been 
available to support it, and this line does not wholly 
accord with Roman road surveyors' practice, for its 
turn in the south is without topographical 
justification. / 

The finding of a massive road (A) leading out of 
the Bath Gate in three short alignmef)tS is reported in 
CEC 11, 21, 46-9, and it appears to be the start of a 
reconstructed link to' the Fosse Way (Se). There is a 
second wide road (B) leading across the site of the 
Querns Hospital into the Fosse · Way, but its 
connection to Corinium is not known, and it does not 
appear to be a continuation of the road out of the 

Bath Gate, because a narrow road (C) is very close to 
the line between the two large excavated roads 
(McWhirr 1978, 65). The main route from the Bath 
Gate may join the Fosse Way Aligilm~ilt 32' 
somewhere farther west. -· 

The White Way was considered by Margary 
(1967, 145) to be a minor road serVing the'numerous 
villas north of Corinium, but it is likely in fact to 
have been a major road connecting the two· large· 
civitas capitals · of Corinium ·and Virocmiium 
(Wroxeter). As the course of the White Way ·out of 
Corinium has not been adequately described before, 
the evidence for it is given as an appendix to this 
chapter. 

The Lynches ~rackway at the crossing of the new 
Cirencester bypass has been shown by stratigraphic 
evidence to be of Roman origin, and presumably if 
originated in Corinium, but· was a local road only 
1.5m wide serving settlements in the Chum valley, 
and it needs no further consideration: · 

Margary says Road 544 is a minor road to connect 
Cirencester with a Roman settlement at Kingscote 
Park: this settlement is a town covering at least 124 
hectares (RCHME 1976, 71; Timby 1998) and must 
surely have been directly connected by road to 
Corinium. Signs of such a road have been seen at 
Tarlton and Rodmarton, but its entry into Cirencester 
has not yet be_en found; it is possible that it joined 
the Fosse Way where the Querns Hospital road B 
reaches it, as ·that would provide· a reason for the 
existence of· toad B, which seems too far east to be 
suitable for ·connection of the· Bath Gate 'to 'Fosse 
Way Road Se for a: direct route to Bath. 

No information has been found on the further 
roads that can . be expected to have run from 
Corinium in the remaining wide unoccupied angles 
to the west and south. · · 
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Previous Views On The Development Of The . 
Corinium Road System 
Margary (19SS, 13S) says Ermin Street (Road 41) 
from the south was clearly the first to be 
constructed across the site of Corinium, because the 
layout of the town was based upon it: Ermin Street 
changes its alignment at the Silchester Gate and 
proceeds through the town from it for some distance 
beyond the Gloucester Gate in a continuous 
alignment. He says the main alignment of the 
north-eastern Fosse Way (he means Road Sd, 
Alignment S in Fig. 4) if continued to Corinium 
would reach Ermin Street close to the Gloucester 
Gate, but instead it turns due south on Baunton 
Downs and continues southwards to Ermin Street at 
Preston Bridge, and this seems to have been 
planned as a whole: a spur was built (Alignment 1) 
and forms the short axis of Corinium's oval site, 
and opposite its west end was placed the 
amphitheatre as an effective terminal to the town's 
main east-west thoroughfare. On the other hand the 
south-western Fosse Way Se (Alignment 32) leaves 
Ermin Street 400m farther north by the straight 
Tetbury Road, a course which does not seem to bear 
any relation to the approaches of the other roads, so 
Margary regards Se as a subsequent addition to the 
system. He did consider whether it continued 
directly to Baunton Downs, but asked if it was 
conceivable that such a fundamental line would 
have been so completely obliterated. He thought 
that if it had had a crossroads with Ermin Street, 
this would almost certainly have become the focus 
of the town's centre. 

As for Akeman Street, Margary notes that this 
aligns itself on the junction of the first two 
alignments of Road Sd, but had the spur road not 
already existed there seems no reason why Akeman 
Street should change direction at a point so near to 
the town when a direct approach would have been 
possible. 

Margary's suggested course of development was: 

1. Ermin Street (41b and 41c). 
2. The north-eastern Fosse Way (Sd) to Ermin 

Street ( 41 b) with a spur (Alignment I) to connect it 
with Corinium. 

3. Akeman Street (16b, Alignment 29) to connect 
with the spur. 'l.: 

4. The south-western Fosse Way (Se), probably 
after the building of the amphitheatre, as a later road 
from Corinium to Aquae Su/is. 

Wacher (196S, 99) gives the evidence for an early 
fort at Leaholme placed with its long axis 
perpendicular to Ermin Street and also reports traces 
of ditches of an earlier fort which could fit with a 
westward projection of Ermin Street ( 41 b, 
Alignment 11 ). Wacher refers to Margary's original 
suggestion that the main alignment of Road Sd · 
(Alignment S in Fig. 4) was directed on the 
Gloucester Gate, whereas Kenyon had noted that 
Alignment 3 pointed to the Veru/amium Gate (they 
meant the locations of the future second-century 

gateways): Wacher thought that because it projected 
to a suitable position for a gate in his Leaholme fort, 
this was its objective. He suggested the subsequent 
divergence of the Fosse ·way from the alignment 
might be explained by a desire to prevent through 
traffic passing from the Fosse Way to Ermin Street 
from entering the fort, but said it was not so easy to 
explain the alignments either of Akeman Street or of 
the Fosse Way Road Se, and that they might both 
belong to a later period with traces of earlier roads 
completely obscured. 

Margary (1967, 148) then modified his probable 
course of development to include: 

1 a Ermin Street ( 4lb) from the south-east to the 
earlier fort (on Alignment 11 ). 

1 b Ermin Street ( 41 c, Alignment 1 )) to Gloucester 
with the Leaholine fort built across it. 

Margary's analysis was made prior to the road 
excavations west of the Bath Gate, and before a fort 
towards the southern end of the Fosse Way at 
Woodbury Farm near Axminster in Devon was 
discovered by A. W. F. Boarder in 1980. Road 4f 
from Dorchester to the legionary fortress at Exeter 
runs outside the north wall of Woodbury fort and 
presumably antedates it; samian ware from the fort 
suggests its foundation was at about the same time as 
the Exeter fortress and Holbrook (1993, 93) gives a 
date of c.50-6S for it. The fact that it has its long axis 
on the Fosse Way indicates that it was planned for 
the Fosse Way, which must have been either 
contemporary or earlier. This enables revival of the 
view of Collingwood (1924, 2S4), who said it was 
'difficult to believe that the Fosse was not originally 
planned as a unity' and that its '222 miles from 
Seaton to Lincoln with a degree of straightness 
unexampled in other main roads in Britain' was 
'hardly intelligible except on the assumption that it 
was designed and built as a single whole'. This 
would mean that Alignment 32 of Road Se directed 
to the north end of the Corinium site is an early road, 
built long before the Corinium amphitheatre, and 
connected with Road Sd. 

The first Gloucester fortress was at Kingsholm, 
and Ermin Street ( 41 c) is directed straight to it, a 
change in alignment being introduced later to 
redirect it to the new legionary fortress at G/evum. 
The date given to the Kingsholm fortress is 49, and 
the G/evum fortress was occupied from 67. Ermin 
Street ( 41 c) from Corinium to Kingsholm must have 
been built before 67, and most likely as early as 49. 
The date suggested by the excavators (CEC I, 66) for 
their earlier Cirencester fort is c.4S, and for the 
Leaholme fort 49. These dates accord with the 
construction of Ermin Street ( 41 c) before that of the 
Fosse Way, but the building of the Fosse Way cannot 
have been much later. According to Wacher (197S, 
290-1 ), the rectangular street grid of Corinium was 
developed in the period c. 70-100, so the positions of 
future gateways into the town must have been 
foreshadowed by the street grid. · 



14 CIRENCESTER EXCAVATIONS V 

Some Aspects Of Roman Road Surveying 
In order to explain the basis behind a revised scheme 
for the development of the Corinium road system it is 
desirable to summarise certain aspects of Roman 
surveyors' road operations which have been the 
subject of recent studies (Hargreaves 1990; 1996). 

Road planning was one of the tasks of the Roman 
military surveyor or mensor, and each cohort of a 
legion had one; he was a trained technical specialist, 
and seems to have operated from a manual using a 
protocol, strict adherence to which was probably a 
matter not merely of professional pride but of 
religious obligation. He made very few errors, 
which makes it less difficult to trace lost Roman 
roads than it would otherwise be. 

Roman roads consist of a series of alignments 
connected by sharp angles, known as alignment 
angles CAts); curves are so rare that their existence 
in lowland Britain can be discounted, and 
progressive turns are made by successive short 
alignments, for instance the three alignments of total 
length 130m leading out of the Bath Gate of 
Corinium. The course of a road is fully defined by a 
list of its AA and termini locations, and can be 
mapped as an alignment plan. Such a plan has, for 
example, been assembled covering the course of the 
Fosse Way from Woodbury fort to Lincoln, which 
consists of 136 alignments. The locations of AAs, 
which are only occasionally observable in the field 
free from superposition by modern roads, can be 
determined by the intersection of adjacent 
alignments and expressed as national grid references 
to 10 metre precision, as for example by the 8-figure 
grid references in Fig. 4. Such intersections are 
calculated using the simple co-ordinate geometry of 
the straight line, which is also used to check 
rectilinearity of individual alignments assembled 
from the field evidence. 

The alignments were laid down by a Roman 
surveyor using as his sighting instrument the groma, 
mostly inserted by interpolation on the sighting lines 
between high sighting points. His use of the groma 
was extraordinarily accurate, for it was capable of 
differentiating angles as small as 4 minutes of arc, of 
doing this between sighting points as far apart as 
30km, and of operation in the dark using beacons at 
the sighting points and the light from a single wick in 
a lantern to make visible the strings used for 
sighting. Except for perpendiculars, for the setting 
up of which the groma is specifically designed, the 
Roman surveyor measured no angles, but the several 
ways in which he could operate his groma account 
for all the characteristic surveying features of Roman 
roads. Roman road-survey operations were fully 
developed before the invasion of Britain, so that 
even with his earliest roads here the Roman surveyor 
using a groma was able to lay down with great 
accuracy an alignment between two sighting points 
by interpolation, and to extend such alignment over 
one or more high points with a groma by projection 
(sighting forward from the end of an alignment), or 
extrapolation (sighting backward from beyond the 
end of an alignment). In this way an alignment 

whose ends could not be seen from any point on it 
could be laid down, if necessary in a concerted 
operation using multiple gromae. Obstacles on an 
alignment could be avoided by secondary diversions, 
followed if desired by resumption of the alignment. 
A local sighting point on the top of a rise in the 
ground only a few metres high was often used, and a 
location in Oxfordshire is known where the surveyor 
positioned his marker for sighting on the top of a 
Bronze Age barrow in otherwise flat terrain. 

Calculations similar to those for determining 
locations of AAs can be made to determine whether 
a high point is on a sighting line from which the 
surveyor laid down his alignment, and thus enable 
investigation of what sighting points the surveyor 
used in his planning. It is important to appreciate 
that the accuracy of a surveyor's alignment was such 
that the deviation of its projection from a location by 
as much as 0.2° means the alignment was not directed 
on that location. 

Revised Scheme Of Development OfThe 
Corinium Road System 
Ermin Street ( 41 b) was an early road whose last 
Alignment 11 of length 4km crosses what were in 
Roman times braided channels of the Chum to the 
south end of an elongated island of gravel, at SP 
02930118 where the south or Silchester Gate of 
Corinium was later to be located. Once the gravel 
was reached it would be natural for the surveyor to 
turn to traverse the island in a single alignment to a 
point convenient for the next alignment ( 41 c, 
Alignment 1) on to a ridge north ofDaglingworth: in 
contradiction of Margary there is an AA at the 
Gloucester Gate, with a turn of 2Yz0

• The single 
alignment which later formed the main axial street of 
Corinium suggests there had been through planning 
of Roads 41 b and 41 c, whether or not a fort at 
Leaholme was included in this. The postulation of 
an earlier fort is unnecessary. 

The south-western Fosse Way (Se) appears to run 
on its Alignment 32 to Ermin Street (41c), though 
trenching at 02170220 inside the walls of Corinium 
failed to find metalling of a Roman street on the 
alignment (Site BF; p. 19). The alignment is on a 
sighting line from a high point at Kemble airfield 
8km distant. It is not directed on the Leaholme fort, 
although there is no topographical reason for the 
surveyor to avoid a direct route to it; nor is it 
directed to any terminus of the Corinium street grid. 
From the scale of the last three sighting lines of the 
south-western Fosse Way (Se) at Cirencester, which 
are IS, 7 and 8km long, the conclusion seems 
inescapable that it was planned as a long-distance 
road without reference to any military or civil 
settlement on the Corinium site. Its terminus could 
hardly have been an almost perpendicular T-junction 
with Ermin Street ( 41 c) without continuation across 
it: the sighting point to which its projection runs is at 
Hare Bushes on high ground north of the Corinium 
site. Moreover the exit from the Bath Gate of 
Corinium, with its three short alignments is clearly a 
local adjustment made necessary to avoid the quarry 
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on the site later adopted for the amphitheatre and has 
nothing to do with long-range planning. Road Se 
therefore seems to have originally been planned to 
reach the high ground north of Cirencester, and its 
long-distance objective must have been the same as 
that of the north-eastern Fosse Way (Sd): if that is 
so, they must have been directly connected north of 
Cirencester. 

The north-eastern Fosse Way (Sd) crosses country 
less suitable for long alignments, and Alignments 3 
and 4, as Margary recognises, were planned to avoid 
the declivity of the Winterwell valley. As mentioned 
above, Margary considered AlignmentS to be a main 
alignment which, if continued southwards to 
Corinium, would reach Ermin Street close to the site 
of the (later) Gloucester Gate; however Margary did 
not recognise that Alignments S and 6 are separate, 
differing in orientation by S0

, and calculation shows 
that the projection of Alignment S misses the 
Gloucester Gate by nearly 300m, an angular 
difference of more than 1°. Moreover Margary's 
plan (1967, 147) treats this main alignment as 
passing through the AA at 0392048S, but calculation 
shows that Alignment S when projected southwards 
meets the Fosse Way Alignment 3 at 04230S72, well 
north of a high point 040SOS20 on Alignment 3. 
AlignmentS itself is not a main alignment, being less 
than 2km long, and of average length for the first six 
alignments of Road Sd. Alignments 3 and 4 are not a 
secondary diversion from a longer sighting line on 
which Alignment S was laid down: there are indeed 
several high points hindering sighting on the 
projection of Alignment S to its intersection with 
Alignment 3 and no high sighting point further north 
on AlignmentS on which such sighting line could be 
based: the diversion represented by Alignments 3 
and 4 must have been planned from simple 
observation of the declivity of the Winterwell valley 
and the need to skirt it. 

That high point 040SOS20 on Alignment 3 is, 
however, not used as an AA, but Alignment 3 is 
continued southwards for a distance of 370m to the 
AA at 0392048S at a level more than Sm below the 
high point. The AA there is anomalous, for the turn 
could just as well have occurred at the high sighting 
point in accordance with the usual practice, ·there 
being no topographical advantage in extending 
Alignment 3 southwards before making the turn. 
The anomaly does not lie merely in an extension of 
Alignment 3 across the high point, for this is 
standard Roman practice where there is a 
topographical advantage to be gained by projection 
for a short distance from a high sighting point, and 
authentic examples of such a practice are to be seen 
on many Roman roads, including Ermin Street (4lc) 
itself, where it is employed to ease the descent of the 
Cotswold escarpment at Birdlip. If, as appears, the 
AA at 0392048S is a product of secondary planning, 
Alignment J must have originally . continued 
southwards from it. 

There are three possible objectives for an 
Alignment 3 thus projected. They are a junction 
with Alignment 32 of Road Se projected 

north-eastwards, the site of. the future Verulamium 
Gate of Corinium as suggested by Kenyan, and a gate 
in the Leaholme fort as suggested by Wacher and 
Me Whirr (CEC 1). 

When Alignments 32 of Road Se and 3 of Sd are 
projected towards one .another they intersect at 
03200286 on high ground at Hare Bushes. The 
intersection is not itself on a local high point, but I m 
interval contours on a modem I :2,SOO map show it. is 
close to, and less than I m below, the highest point on 
the projection of Alignment 32, so that a torch held 
I Y2m above ground level at the south-west end of the 
sighting line at Kemble over 9km distant was within 
the sight of a surveyor standing at the intersection 
point. Moreover both the Hare Bushes intersection 
point and the end of Fosse Way Alignment 3 at 
04720707 are visible from the intermediate high 
point at 040SOS20. Hence the laying down of the 
alignments integrating Fosse Way Roads Se and Sd 
would have presented no surveying problem, and 
this connection is the shortest and most convenient 
possible. The resulting junction giving an AA at 
Hare Bushes would make a through ·route for the 
Fosse Way entirely compatible with the surveyor's 
requirements: the anomaly of the hiatus in the Fosse 
Way at Cirencester, which does hot exist anYwhere 
else throughout its entire length, would be removed. 

Verulamium Gate is located at 02840204 and when 
projected southwards the alignment . between 
04720707 and 0392048S passes at its ciosest 6Sm 
from the gate, a difference in alignment orientation 
of 0. 7°, which is too large for a deliberate direction 
of the road to this location by the Roman surveyor, 
whose instrument can be sighted to an accuracy of 
0.07°. Wacher and Me Whirr say that Alignment 3 of 
Fosse Way (Sd) points towards the Leaholme fort 
gate, but the position of the postulated gate is too 
uncertain for a reliable calculation to be made and in 
any case this possibility wquld raise the difficulty of 
there being no counterpart alignment on Road Se. Of 
the three possibilities, the first, with sighting. to a 
junction with Se at Hare .Bushes 03200286, is the 
most likely (the other projections require passage 
through the same Hare Bushes point), for this would 
provide a through route for the original Fosse Way 
earlier than the establishment of a fort or town at 
Corinium. . • 

Alignment 1 of Road Sd does run to ·the 
Verulamium Gate, but why should. the diversion 

. represented by Alignments I and 2 · have been 
adopted when a shorter line across topographically 
acceptable ground from 0392048S via 03200286 
was available? There has t.o be some advantage in 
the diversion. 

The approach of Akeman Street to Corinium has 
next to be considered. Calculation shows that 
projection of Alignment 28 from 09600422 through 
074203SO runs sufficiently close to the Verulamium 
Gate for one sighting point for Alignment 28 to be at 
that site. The terrain is suitable for a road crossing 
directly to the site, and the slight advantage of higher 
ground on Alignment 29 is insufficient to justify 
departure from the direct line, so why did Akeman 
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Street diverge by Alignments 29 and Fosse Way Sd, 
Alignment 1? The Alignment 29 chosen was from 
074203SO to 039S0298 at the junction with Fosse 
Way, and if a sighting line is run between 03200286 
at Hare Bushes and 074203SO it passes through 
039S0298. Calculation shows that the intersection 
point 03200286 and the east end of Alignment 29 are 
intervisible. It would therefore appear that the Hare 
Bushes location for the junction of projections of 
Alignments 32 and 3 of Roads Se and Sd respectively 
was used as a sighting point for Alignment 29 of 
Akeman Street (16b ), which accords with this 
location being of pre-existing significance. Perhaps 
it was clear of trees and therefore more easily used as 
a sighting point. 

Thus we have both Roads Sd and 16b 
unnecessarily diverging from a direct line to the 
Verulamium Gate site. Inspection of the ground at 
location 039S0298 does not indicate any 
topographical reason for its choice; it is not on a 
local high point. The explanation must be that when 
Akeman Street was constructed it was decided to 
provide direct entry to Corinium at the site of the 
future Verulamium Gate by Fosse Way (Sd) instead 
of using the Sc/41 c crossroads to get into Corinium 
from the north, and that the angle between 
Alignment 3 of Road Sd and Alignment 28 of Road 
16b was divided and a joint entry made for the two 
roads, with a reduction in the total length of new 
construction needed. If this was so, the diversion of 
Fosse Way Sd from its existing Alignment 3 at 
0392048S was contemporaneous with the 
construction of Akeman Street. The first alignment 
out from the Verulamium Gate could then properly 
be regarded as both Alignment I of Fosse Way (Sd) 
and Alignment 30 of Akeman Street (16b). 

The road entry at the Verulamium Gate is at an 
angle of 6° to the east-west lines of the Corinium 
street grid, and the gate and initial 200m of the 
internal street beyond are one street's width offset 
north on the grid. Hence the grid was not planned 
with the road squarely on it, which implies that the 
new combined road, and a settlement near the gate 
site were in existence before the grid was set up. 

In contrast the Bath Gate is on the grid, and when 
the need for a direct entry from the Fosse Way (Se) to 
the heart of Corinium arose, a new link road was 
built to the end of the street which was to be its 
future location, including a turn by three short 
alignments made necessary by the existence of a 
quarry on the amphitheatre site which blocked a 
straight entry. It looks as if the quarry antedated the 
choice of that particular street for the main west exit 
of the settlement. No provision was apparently made 
in the street grid for an entry into Corinium on 
Alignment 32 of Road Se, which suggests this entry 
to the town had lost its importance because there was 
already a more direct entry to the centre of Corinium 
by diversion south from Alignment 32 to the site of 
the future Bath Gate. 

After the joint entry to Corinium by the Fosse Way 
(Sd) and Akeman Street had been constructed and 
the street grid set up, the Fosse Way (Se) Alignment 

32 north of Ermin Street ( 41 c) and its connection 
through the Hare Bushes AA to the Fosse Way (Sd) 
Alignment 3 became redundant and were abandoned. 

This course of development puts the decision to 
build Akeman Street at just before the street grid was 
set up. It is to be noted that another reconstruction of 
the Fosse Way with abandonment of one alignment 
and choice of another is known at the site of 
Margidunum near Newark. No doubt the original 
Fosse Way through Hare Bushes was lightly 
constructed, and it might be very difficult to recognise 
its remains, for limestone is very close to the surfi}ce 
along the line of the new Cirencester bypass nearby 
and the road might well have had no ditch. 

Margary considered that if the Sc/41c crossroads 
had existed it would have become the focus of the 
centre of Corinium; that it did not can be explained 
by the fact that the centre is on a more suitable site in 
the middle of the gravel island, and the pre-grid 
nucleus of the settlement implied by the Veru/amium 
Gate arrangements, whether or not it was a vicus of 
the Leaholme fort, would be the point from which 
expansion of the town took place. The major 
reorganisation of the road system at Corinium seems 
to have taken place after abandonment of the 
Leaholme fort when the frontier was made more 
secure by occupation of the Gloucester fortress in 67, 
and the dismantling of the Leaholme fort would be 
followed soon after by the laying down of the street 
grid with its main street on the axial alignment 
leading through the Silchester Gate. The 
reorganisation can be visualised as consisting of two 
stages; first the provision of the new Akeman Street 
connection from Verulamium simultaneously with 
reconstruction of the Fosse Way Sd; and secondly, 
the introduction of the street grid and a road 
connecting the site of the Bath Gate to Road Se. 

The White Way must be a road of later date than 
the other large roads at Corinium, for it runs to the 
site of the Gloucester Gate and is later than Road 41 c 
and the street grid, which provides no separate entry 
for it. 

A feature of the road system at Corinium is the 
apparent complete independence of the original 
Fosse Way and Ermin Street. It is not possible to 
decide from their alignments which was the earlier. 
If the purpose of the Fosse was to enable in an 
emergency rapid transfer of reinforcements along it 
to trouble-spots in the frontier zone west of it, it 
would be needed for reinforcement in or out of South 
Wales both before and after the Kingsholm fortress 
was founded, and the distance between the nearest 
other points on the Fosse Way directly connected 
with London seems to be too great for Ermin Street 
not to have been in existence when the Fosse was 
constructed. Yet the Fosse would surely have gone 
to the Leaholme fort if this had been in existence or 
planned. The explanation seems to be that a decision 
to insert the Leaholme fort was taken after both 
Ermin Street to Kingsholm and the Fosse Way had 
been constructed, and the junction of the two roads 
was not chosen for it because the site further south 
on the gravel island was superior. 
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APPENDIX: THE COURSE OF THE 
WHITE WAY (ROAD 55) 

by G. H. Hargreaves and A. W. F. Boarder 

The White Way is a Roman road running 
northwards from Corinium on the high ground 
overlooking the Chum valley. According to 
Baddeley ( 1930, 152) it was formerly called 
Wiggoldway. Its existence was recognised from a 
2km length of agger in a narrow strip of wood 
called the Long Plantation about 6km north of the 
centre of Cirencester; this much disturbed bank 
from SP 03000675 to 03000775 is listed by the 
RCHME under GLOS 424 as a Roman road. 
Margary ( 1967, 145) considered the White Way to 
·be a minor road serving the numerous Roman villas 
north of Corinium; and gives its route for 18 miles 
on the line of modern roads through Compton 
Abdale as far as Hailes at the foot of the Cotswold 
escarpment near Winchcombe. However, from 
both ends of Long Plantation the route for the White 
Way shown by the RCHME (1976, 86) is given as 
uncertain, though reference is made to a low bank in 
arable fields to the south-west ofNordown. 

·Field investigation has shown that north of Long 
Plantation after a short diversion across the head of a 
valley the road is visible as a hump in the south side 
of a wall at 0300807834, from the other side of 
which a characteristic agger runs through arable and 
is visible for 1500m on the west side of the modem 
road to Nordown, opposite which it disappears at 
02970876, it having turned to run on the projected 
alignment of the modern. road past Rendcomb 
Buildings. 

Within Long Plantation the agger can be seen in 
the open from the modern road opposite the Red 
Sheds 0302507688 and crossing a farm track 
030 1507340; . farther south it appears as a raised line 
in pasture 0295706412, where it is close to and 
converging with the modem road. The only visible 
sign southwards from there to Cirencester is an 
agger passing through a wall hump 0288505444, 
visible from the modern road on the west and seen 
running through arable on the north side and through 
pasture on the south of the wall. Topographically 
Road 55 south of Long Plantation lies on an ideal 
surveyor's line at the edge of high ground above the 
Chum valley and should proceed without deviation 
until it reaches the sloping ground leading down into 
Cirencester, where a straight modem road leads 
down to the Gloucester Gate of Corinium. That the 
White Way comes from the Gloucester .Gate rather 

than the Verulamium Gate is certain, because a road 
north from the latter would involve a steeper initial 
ascent as well as more rise and fall. 

Rectilinear analysis of the observed agger 
locations give the first six alignments of the White 
Way as: · 
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2 02740327 3.9 4330 
3 03030759 175.0 230 
4 03010782 170.5 550 
5 02920836" 7.1 1700 
6 03131005 13.4 · ino · 
7 03621210 

In 1991 excavation by the Cotswold Archaeological 
Trust by trenching perpendicular to the expected line 
of Road 55, where this crossed the-line of the future 
Cirencester bypass, found natural limestone close to 
the surface and revealed no recognisable Roman 
metalling, but located at 0284604648 · a single 

· U-shaped ditch 1.25m wide and 0.5m deep with the 
expected north-south orientation. The ditch is 16m 
to the east of the middle of White Way on Alignment 
2, and is therefore likely to be the Roman road ditch. 

Beyond Alignment 6 White Way lies· under 
modem roads except ·where it crosses ·the former 
Chedworth airfield, and most of. .its· AAs can. be 
recognised from turns in the roads· through: Cassey 
Compton and Compton .Abdale, and along the high 
road called the Salt Way and Salter's Lane that leads 
past Hailes Abbey. The agger of Road 55 can be 
seen at 04673015 in arable west ofHailes Farm; here 
a length of the road from 04 723012 to 03973128 has 
been seen on an aerial photograph, running through a 
substantial Roman settlement at Millhampost Farm 
04073107 (A. Marshall 1989, 213). · 

The White Way takes an expertly chosen.high line 
to cross the Cotswolds and is clearly more than the 
local road Margary thought it to be. Its general 
direction suggests it is . bound for -the Roman 
settlement at Droitwich en route for Viroconium. 



18 

FURTHER EVIDENCE FOR MILITARY OCCUPATION 

Neil Holbrook 

The evidence for the military occupation in 
Cirencester has been fully discussed in CEC I. Two 
sites reported in this volume which have yielded 
further evidence . of military remains had not 
undergone sufficient analysis to be included in that 
report when it was published in 1982, and the 
purpose of this section is briefly to discuss their 
findings. 

The two sites are 1980/137 (2-8 Chester Street) in 
insula VI and DA (Price's Row) in insula V (Fig. 5). 
At Chester Street (p. 122) postholes and a gully were 
found which can be assigned to this period. The 
small size of the area investigated (38m2) precluded 
the recovery of any complete building plans, but the 
remains.can be broadly equated with phases I and 
111111 on the nearby DMI site at Admiral's Walk 
(CEC I, 42-51 ). 

At Site DA (p. 217) a trench 25.5m long was 
excavated to natural in the hope of locating the 
south-west .defences of the Leaholme fort. A 
watching brief in 1962 .during the laying of a sewer 
from the Leaholme site to Watermoor Road had 
shown that the d~tches defining the north-west site of 
the fort on Sites AL and AM had begun to turn into a 
corner, although the radius of curvature could not be 
determined (Wacher 1963, 15-16). The expectation 
was therefore, that the south-west defences would 
fall within the bounds of Site DA. At the extreme 
north-east end of the trench a ditch was found, more 
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than 1.8m wide and 0.8m deep below the surface of 
natural (Fig. 151, DA 207). Although small, this 
ditch has broadly comparable dimensions to those 
defining the north-west defences (ditch Ill was 2.5m 
wide and 1.2m deep). It has previously been 
considered (CEC I, 59) that the ditch on Site DA was 
the same as ditch Ill on Sites ALII and AMII, and 
while this would make for a fairly sharp corner it is 
certainly possible. The problem would then be the 
absence of a ditch to correspond to ditch V within the 
25.5m long trench, for on the north-west defences it 
lay about 13.8m beyond the outer lip of ditch Ill. It is 
unlikely that all trace of this ditch could have been 
obscured by a later stone wall, and one would have to 
argue that it was not a continuous feature (in the 
manner of ditch IV). In this eventuality the plan of 
the ditch systemwould be very unusual and difficult 
to parallel. If the ditch on Site DA is alternatively 
regarded as the equivalent of ditches 1/11 on Site AM 
(which might be no more than drainage ditches 
flanking the intervallum road), the absence of the 
rampart and ditch Ill within the trench would then 
need to be explained. · · 

These problems cannot be resolved without further 
work, but until then the north-east to south-west 
dimension of the Leaholme fort given as 
approximately 165m should only be regarded as a 
broad estimate. 
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THE STREET SYSTEM · 

Neil Holbrook and John Pamment Salvatore 

Introduction 
In this chapter the evidence for the street grid will be 
critically reviewed. Although outwardly familiar 
from the plans previously published, the disposition 
of the streets is based on relatively few direct 
observations, and the process of reconstruction on 
the. drawing table tends to produce a plan with 
greater regularity than might in fact have been the 
case. 

The first attempt to trace the street system was 
undertaken by Thomas Bravender, surveyor to the 
town council at the time of the installation of the 
main sewerage scheme in Cirencester in 1878-80. 
Bravender recorded such features as came to light on 
a plan (now held in the Bingham Libary, 
Cirencester). He published a brief description of his 
observations, but not the plan (Bravender 1883-4 ). 
Bravender's observations were utilised by Beecham 
in his map of the Roman town published in 1887, 
succinctly evaluated by Haverfield (1920, 173) 'he 
seems to have assumed, a priori, that the town must 
have been divided up this way [into regular insulae]. 
Of course this is likely enough, but we need specific 
proof that it ·was so divided.' lt seems likely that 
some of Bravender's observations may have been of 
open yard surfaces and the like rather than streets, 
which would account for discrepancies with later 
more controlled observations. Haverfield ( 1920, pi. 
xi) produced a more minimal plan, drawing in part 
on the observations of W. Cripps in the Ashcroft 
area. In 1962 Wacher ( 1962, 11-14) produced a new 
plan of the town, explicitly stating the evidence 
available. In almost all of the succeeding interim 
reports new observations and amendments were 
detailed, and the plan regularly updated. 

A new plan (Fig. 6) is produced here, and the 
observations which have generated it are detailed 
below in the gazetteer. Each street has been given a 
letter (Fig. 7), and the observations are numbered 
A.1, A.2 etc. 

Elements Pre-Dating The Main Grid 
Hargreaves has already raised a number of points 
which have implications for a discussion of the street 
system. Alignment I of Ermin Street appears to have 
been in existence at the time of the occupation of the 
Leaholme fort, although little can be said regarding 
the size and plan of that installation (p. 16). He also 
notes that the site later occupied by the Verulamium 
Gate appears to pre-date the laying out of the grid. 
The north-western edge of street B has been found at 
the Telephone Exchange in Lewis Lane (8.2), and 
this demonstrates that rather than running directly 
between the sites of the later Bath and Verulamium 
Gates (and thus slightly obliquely to the orientation 
of the street grid), street B has an orientation I 0 out 
from a true right angle to Ermin Street. The street 

must therefore perform a dog-leg to align on the 
Veru/amium Gate. The absence of the street within 
the sewer trench at the junction of Dyer Street and 
Victoria Road (Zeepvat 1979, fig. I) indicates that 
the change in alignment occurs between the 
Verulamium Gate and this point, possibly at the 
junction with street E where Wacher found a large 
area of late Roman metalling (E.1 ). The implication 
is therefore that Hargreaves' Alignment 1 of the 
remodelled Fosse Way and Akeman Street occurred 
prior to the setting-out of the main town grid. 

It has been often thought that Alignment 32 of the 
Fosse Way must have originally extended 
north-eastwards into the town (beneath the line of 
Old Tetbury Road) to meet with Alignment 1 of 
Ermin Street, the alignments found by McWhirr in 
the Querns being a later modification. No trace of 
such a road has been found within the ·town, 
however, and a trench sited to intersect its 
anticipated line to the rear of Castle Street 
established ·that no road existed ·in this location 
(Wacher 1965, 104). Certainly the later grid did not 
incorporate a street on this alignment (street M lying 
50m to the south-east of the theoretical·alignment). If 
such a road did exist, the alignments found in the 
Querns must have been constructed when the grid 
was laid out, and its former Hne to a junction with 
Ermin Street suppressed. · 

Excavation beneath the forum courtyard found a 
metalled street, about 3.35m wide, parallel with, and 
64m to the south-east of, street B. Abraded pottery 
from beneath the street was pre-Flavian in character; 
an associated pit produced a Flavian sherd (CEC I, 
60-4). Whether this should be· associated with the 
vicus outside the Leaholme fort, or a stage in .the 
early development of the town, is unclear. If the 
latter this suggests-a radical ang early change of plan, 
for the forum is likley· to have been one of the first 
major buildings in the town with a site reserved from 
the outset. 

The Creation OfThe Street Grid 
When the surveyors were planning the new town it 
was simplest to take the pre-existing Alignment 1 of 
Ermin Street and use this to fix the axis ofthe grid. 
Ermin Street therefore became the cardo maximus, 
while Alignment 1 of the Fosse Way/Akeman Street 
was used to fix the approximate line of the 
decumanus maximus. As mentioned above the latter 
street, for reasons which are not as yet clear, was 
shifted fractionally to the south-east of the 
pre-existing line, possibly in order to rectifY the 6° 
discrepancy in the alignments of that road and· the 
streets at right angles to Ermin Street. The street grid 
was therefore provided with an orientation of 35 
degrees west of north. To judge from the alignment 
of the decumanus maximus between the Bath Gate 
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and the Telephone Exchange (B.l-B.2), this street 
lay 1 ° out from a true right angle with the cardo 
maximus. 

In determining the extent of the town, the area 
enclosed by the second-century earthwork defences 
almost exactly corresponds with the extent of gently 
undulating Pleistocene gravels within the Chum 
valley (p. 8). Within this area a series of streets 
defined upwards of thirty insulae, and it remains to 
discuss whether these were all laid out 
simultaneously, or whether the system developed 
through accretion. The principal evidence which 
suggests that the plan as restored was not an integral 
whole is that the north-west to south-east aligned 
streets do not continue across the decumanus 
maxim us (Me Whirr 1976a, 7), their alignments being 
slightly offset either side of that street (cf. the 
differing alignments of streets C and I, D and J, E 
and K). Perhaps the primary core of the town lay to 
the south-east of the decumanus maximus, over the 
levelled remains of the Leaholme fort and associated 
vicus. Insulae 1, 11, V, and VI are of almost identical 
size and contain the important public buildings 
(basilica, forum, ?macellum, ?bath-house, building 
Vl.l of uncertain function). Although some of these 
buildings were not constructed until later their sites 
may have been determined at the outset, and these 
four insulae appear to represent a single unit of town 
planning. Why the streets subsequently constructed 
to the north-west of the decumanus maxim us should 
be offset from their counterparts to the south-east is 
unclear. Cirencester is not alone in displaying 
suggestions of additions to an original core layout. 
Todd ( 1989a, 88) has suggested that similar 
evidence can be adduced at Canterbury, Leicester 
and Winchester, as well as certain Gaulish towns 
such as Amiens, Bavay, Tongres and Trier. Wroxeter 
can also be added to his list (Wacher 1995, 369). 

There are suggestions that the street grid did not 
fill the whole of the second-century and later 
defended area, and in particular the wetter area at 
City Bank, Certainly street G terminated before the 
defences on the north-eastern side, and street E did 
not continue across insula X into City Bank. Indeed 
there is no certain evidence that the street grid 
extended to the north-east of a line represented by 
streets E/K, with. the exception of the decumanus 
maximus. A street or track has been found in two 
locations behind the tail of the rampart bank on the 
south-western side of the town, but there can be no 
suggestion that there was a continuous intra-mural 
street as it was not found in excavations at the 
north-west defences (Site BQ) or in the Abbey 
Grounds (Sites AB, AC, BR). 

Chronology OfThe Street Grid 
Little useful stratified evidence has been recovered 
to date the inception of the street grid. Street F was 
sectioned adjacent to the public building 11.1 (F.3), 
where three surfaces were found to precede the 
construction of that building in the early second 
century. The latest pottery from these early surfaces 
was a sherd of Flavian samian. At 33 Sheep Street 

(L.l) the primary alignment of street L, which was 
resurfaced on two occasions, appeared to respect a 
quarry pit which was not infilled until to the early to 
mid-second century. 

Indirect evidence for the date of the street grid is 
provided by a number of quarry pits which have been 
found beneath later buildings. The pits were 
presumably dug to provide gravel for street metalling 
and aggregate for mortar, and by virtue of their 
location and overlying stratigraphy ought to date to 
the earliest phase ofthe.town's history. Once dug the 
pits made convenient rubbish pits and seem to have 
been quickly filled. In insula 11 the sides of the fort 
ditches beneath the later public buidling were 
exploited as convenient quarries, and the filling is 
dated c.70-85 (CEC I, 187-9). Other pits have been 
excavated towards the periphery of the street grid. In 
insula Xl a series of pits were infilled prior to the 
construction of a house (XI.l ), probably in the late 
first or early second century (Wacher 1963, 16). 
Other quarry pits filled in the early to mid-second 
century have been excavated in insulae Ill (Quems 
Road; R. King 1992); VII (Watermoor Road; Barber 
1990) and XXb (St. Peter's Road). The date of the 
infilling of these pits suggests that construction of 
the street grid and associated buildings may have 
been continuing well into the second century. 

The streets were formed from hard, rammed and 
lime-grouted gravel with a floated finish, and often 
flanked by open ditches. Evidence of wheel ruts has 
been frequently recorded, although many surfaces 
were found in pristine condition when excavated. 
Later street surfaces tend to make more use of 
limestone fragments than the earlier ones, no doubt 
to utilise waste stone generated by building work 
(cf., for example, 0.3), a phenomenon also recorded 
at Brough-on-Humber (Wacher 1969, 55-6). 
Frequently street surfaces have been found to be 
covered by layers of silt, sometimes quite thick, 
which are in turn sealed by a new surface. For the 
causes of the resurfacing one can do no better than 
quote Wacher (1963, 21-2) concerning the silt which 
accumulated alongside Ermin Street (A.2) and 
eventually engulfed the flanking colonnade. 

'There can be little doubt that it [the silt] 
originated on the street surface, which would be 
worn to powder in dry weather. The first shower of 
heavy rain ... would wash this powder off the 
cambered surface to rest against the walls of the 
buildings .... So long as a large number of animals or 
vehicles continued to pass, the only way of 
overcoming the quagmire which, at certain seasons, 
must have crept from the edges, eventually covering 
the whole street, would have been to Jay a new 
surface, in turn aggravating the situation and creating 
still further accumulation. This continuous rise in the 
ground surface outside houses probably caused 
much rebuilding.' 

Recent analysis of the silts from Sheep Street (L.J) 
tends to confirm this explanation, the silts clearly 
representing wash containing a number of coarse 
components rather than pure water-born silt (such as 
is generated by flooding). 
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The streets within the town were resurfaced on 
many occasions. The greatest evidence for 
reconstruction came from a section across Ermin 
Street in Dyer Court (A.3) where 24 surfaces 
attained a thickness of 3m. As Webster (1959, 53) 
noted, assuming a life for the street system of about 
350 years, this averages a new surface every 15 years 
or so. Elsewhere, where sections have been 
excavated to the bottom of the sequence, the number 
of surfaces recorded is shown in Table I. 

TABLE I: NUMBER OF SURFACES FOUND IN 
EXCAVATED STREET SECTIONS 

Street Observation No. Surfaces Thick. Av. no. years 
(m) (350 yrs + x) 

A A.3 24 3.0m 15 
D 0.3 9 39 
F F.3 15 2.0m 23 
I 1.1 14 25 
J J.2 11+ l.Om+ 
J J.3 15 2.0m 23 
L L.1 12 29 
L L.2 21 2.8m 17 

The main· streets of the town were flanked by 
colonnaded porticos. The best evidence derives from 
Ermin Street (A) wherei\t A.2 a sleeper-wall was not 
added on th~ north-eastern side before the later third 
century. At A.3 porticos were found on either side of 
the street. That on the north~east side was founded 
upon individual foundations, 1.3m square, while that 
on the south-western had a row of stylobate blocks 
resting upon a sleeper-wall. Both porticos seem to 
date to the late third or fourth century, although 
could have replaced earlier structures. Further to the 
south-east the street was flanked · by an external 
portico of the forum, and by porticos on either side of 
the street between insulae V and VI (A.4). Both were 
constructed upon sleeper-walls, that on the 
south-western side dating to the early Antonine 
period; it was entirely rebuilt in the mid-fourth 
century. On the north-eastern side a portico flanked 
building VI. I, and if contemporary with it, dates to 
the period c.JS0-160170 (although a column base 
from the portico suggests a somewhat earlier date; p. 
138). Street F had a portico in front of public 
building ll.l (F.3), and probably a matching one on 
the opposite side of the street. There was a portieo to 
the rear of the basilica (demolished in the second half 
of the fourth century) and seemingly a matching one 
on the opposite side of the street in front of building 
VI. I, although here the evidence is less conclusive. 
At L.2 a portico, supported upon a row of sty lobate 
blocks 0.3m square, flanked the north-east side of 
the street. Less certain evidence for porticos has also 
been found at C.4 and J .2. 

Later Developments 
There is little evidence that any of the main streets 
within the town went out of use before the end of the 
Roman period. The track running inside the 
south-western town defences at Querns Road in 

insula Ill was overlaid by a building in the third or 
fourth century, but this cannot be regarded as part of 
the main orthogonal grid. In some places buildings 
encroached over the edges of streets (C.2, 1.1 ), which 
may indicate some lessening of offical control as the 
streets were presumably in municipal ownership 
(Frere ( 1972, 13, n. 1) cites some epigraphic 
evidence of 44 B.C. relating to coloniae in Italy and 
Spain forbidding private enterprise blocking or 
impeding public streets and porticps). The only 
evidence for a structure being built over the full 
width of a street comes from the rear Of the basilica 
(F.3). Here a crudely built drystone wall,)n excess of 
11.7m long, blocked off street F and its intersection 
with Ermin Street. The core of the wall yielded coins 
of 367-75 and 348-64. Wacher (1962, 8) suggested 
that the wall might be associated with the 
construction of a market place between the rear of 
the basilica and public building VI.1. In Exeter a 
street adjacent to the forum was blocked by a wall 
built between the late third and mid-fourth century 
(Bidwell 1979, I 08), ~hile at Canterbury a timber 
building was constructed over a silted-up street 
adjacent to the public baths in the last quarter of the 
fourth century (Blockley et . al. I 995, 204-6). 
Similarly at Wroxeter the stre.et immediately north of 
the baths basilica appears to have become a 
pedestrian area at a late date, . tim_ber structures 
preventing access by wheeled traffic (Barker 1979, 
180). 

Evidence for apparently extensive late Roman 
metalled areas have been found within the area to the 
south-west of the Verulamium Gate. Immediately 
inside the gate itself the metalled street was·exter .:,;d 
north-westwards and Wacher suggests it would have 
formed a convenient area for examining traffic, or 
have served as a small market place (p. 44). Within 
the western corner of insula XIII, adjacent to the 
intersection of streets B and E, an extensive area of 
metalling, at least 40m north-east to south-west by 
30m north-west to south-east, was found during 
excavations on the site of the former Gaumont 
Cinema (Site BD) in 1964 (Wacher 1965, IOI-2) 
(Fig. 8). The metalling comprised at least two major 
and successive surfaces BD! 2, 9 which·sealed the 
underlying street E (E. I) and associated flanking 
walls. The full extent ofthe metalled area was not 
established and showed considerable evidence of 
wear. The metalfing was overlaid by soft black loam 
BD! 3 which contained seven coins with latest issues 
ofConstans, Valentinian I and Gratian. A depression 
in the surface of the metalling produced 
fourth-century pottery. Slots for a timber building 
and some pits cut through the metallirig close to the 
north-eastern ·limit of excavation, although no 
associated dating evidence was recovered. 

Further metalling was found dt1ring excavation on 
the western side of Purley. Road· (Site DB) in 1972 
(McWhirr 1973, 201-2) (Fig. 9).~ The corner of one 
building was found (XI.1 ), flanked by a boundary wall 
which aligns w~th the projected edge of street· E: 
Beyond the boundary wall was a shallow ditch which 
defined one side of a series of seven successive 
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metalled surfaces which were in excess of 10.7m 
wide. It is conceivable, although unproven, that the. 
lower six surfaces might represent street E. The only 
dating evidence was some abraded second-century 
pottery from the surfaces and late second-century 
pottery from the lower fills of the ditch. It was 
possibly at this time that a wall to support a putative 
water pipe was inserted. The wall consisted of a 
pitched rubble foundation, 0.7-0.95m wide and 0.35m 

· deep. This was overlaid by O.I8m of yellow mortar 
which served as the bedding for the almost totally 
robbed upper courses. The foundation was found in 
two trenches but did not precisely align which 
suggests a slightly sinuous course. An iron junction 
from a water pipe was found within the infill of the 
robber trench for the wall, and a further three 
examples within the dark earth. Sealing the sixth 
metalled surface was a layer of sandy silt DBI 2/7 
which yielded a coin of 337-4I, and was sealed by a 
possible patchy final metalled surface DBI 6, overlaid 
by dark earth DBI I containing a number of issues of 
the House of Theodosius. Excavation in other 
trenches revealed a latest metalled surface, similar to 
surface 5 in the main trench DBI. The metalling was 
extensively worn, although not in a way reminiscent 
of wear on the streets (there was no evidence of ruts). 
It was cut by two ditches DBIII 2, 3 which yielded 
coins of 367-75 and 388~402, and sealed by a similar 
sandy silt DBIII I which yielded latest coins of 364-75 
and 348-64. In total the late metalling covered an area 
in excess of 30m north-east to south-west and I8m 
north-west to south-east. If the metalling found at 
Purley Road is continuous with that at the Gaumont 
Cinema this would make for an extremely large open 
area (in excess of 240m north-west to south-east) 
within insulae XII/XIII. 

The function of such metalled areas is open to 
question. Many Romano-British towns had open 
gravelled areas adjacent to the forum which must 
have served as market places (Bidwell I979, 80-I ), 

. but the location and late date of that in Cirencester 
marks it as distinct. Similar extensive metalling 
dating to after c.390 has been found in Gloucester, 
however, where it obliterated an earlier street and 
timber building (itself overlying a demolished stone 
structure) adjacent to the forum (Heighway and 
Garrod I980, 84-5). The seemingly late timber 
building at the Gaumont Cinema site, although 
poorly known, need occasion no surprise as later 
fourth-century timber buildings are becoming 
increasingly well attested, with examples from 
Gloucester (dating to c.370-90; Heighway and. 
Garrod 1980, 84), Winchester (Biddle 1983, 111-3), 
and Canterbury (Frere and Stow 1983, 73; Blockley 
et al. 1995, 204-6), at the latter site both structures 
encroaching onto the streets. As Esmonde Cleary 
(1989, 132) observes, however much this might be 
taken as a decline in standards it still represents a 
continuation of population, as Faulkner (1994) also 
stresses for Colchester. 

Aspects Of Water Supply And Drainage 
It is convenient to discuss this topic alongside a 

consideration of the street system. Like other towns 
in Britain, Cirencester must have been supplied with 
water for its bath-house and for other public 
consumption. The best evidence derives from the 
Verulamium Gate where Wacher found evidence for 
a timber water-pipe bound together with iron 
junctions (p. 43). The pipe itself seems to date to the 
third century, and indeed possibly after 348, 
although it is probably a later replacement as a low 
wall which seems to have carried the pipeline 
appeared to pre-date the construction of the gate in 
the mid-second century. Wacher considered that 
once constructed the gate tower may have doubled as 
a castellum aquae. The pipeline may have tapped 
water from the Chum immediately outside the gate, 
or if a cleaner source was utilised, springs to the 
north-west of the town. Cirencester Abbey acquired 
a spring called Letherwell in the thirteenth century 
and carried the water into the refectory in lead 
pipes. A. K. B. Evans ( I99I, II2) notes that there is 
a spring in Stratton to the west of Ermin Street, but 
from the documentary evidence puts Letherwell to 
the east of the road, perhaps near the Gloucester 
Street Bridge. . .. 

Inside the town the pipe left the gate in a southerly 
direction and would align with the probable water 
pipe found at Purley Road, 300m to the south-west 
of the gate. There the possible supporting wall is 
clearly a later insertion, cutting through a sequence 
of four earlier metalled surfaces. This course would 
also follow the natural slope of the land, which1 fell 
by 4m from about I 07 .5m OD in the centre of the 
town at the basilica to about 103.5m OD 
immediately outside the Silchester Gate. As for 'the 
destination of the pipe, a major building or complex 
existed at the Firs, 300m south ofPurley Road. Little 
is known of the site, which may have been a teinple 
(Holbrook I994, 72), although nearby was· the 
seemingly residential complex excavated at 
Bingham Hall Gardens in I958 which, significantly, 
included a small residential bath-house (CEC Ill, 
I94-205). 

It is doubtful if the pipe found at the Verulamium 
Gate was the only source of water serving the town: 
It would have been a simple matter to have run pipes 
from the springs around Stratton into the town via 
the Gloucester Gate, thus serving the north-western 
part of the town. Running water. for drains could 
easily have been tapped from the Chum and brought 
into the town through the same gate. Small domestic 
wells are frequent finds within the town. The filling 
of one such well in shop V.3 contained four 
fragments of lead pipe which Wacher (pers. comm.) 
suggests points to the use of a pump (p. 204). The 
public bath-house would have required a plentiful 
supply of water, arid if it is correct to locate this 
building within in~ula 11, it must have been fed from 
a water source entering the north-western side of the 
town. Some houses had their own private 
bath-suites. That in insula IX at Bingham Hall 
Gardens has already been mentioned, and others are 
known from XII. I (The Beeches house, where it was 
a later addition; CEC Ill, 30-6) and XXb, I where a 
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bath, 1.7m square fed by a lead pipe, was floored 
with a mosaic depicting Neptune (Haverfield 1920, 
table, no. 20). It is conceivable that these small 
bath-suites might have been fed by wells or rain 
water collection. 

There is evidence that the town possessed a 
system of drains and sewers which would have 
required a continual water supply. The topography 
of the town naturally drains to the south-east, and it 
is likely that the sewers exited the town via the 
Silchester Gate to discharge into the Churn. Cripps 
records a (presumably stone-built) sewer running 
beneath street I at Ashcroft Road (1.4), and a 
timber-built box sewer was found running down the 
centre of Ermin Street at Leaholme (A.4) (p. 138). 
As this was cut into the latest street surface it was 
presumably of comparatively late date, although it 
could have replaced an earlier feature. If the baths 
were located in insula 11, a main outflow along the 
line of Ermin Street would be logical. Open timber 
(D.4) and stone-lined (C.5, F.1, F.3) drains have 
been found running along the sides of several 
streets as well as open ditches. There is no useful 
evidence regarding the date at which the sewer 
system fell into disuse, although the presence of the 
drain within the latest metalled surface of Ermin 
Street suggests a date well into the fourth century at 
earliest. 

Abandonment Of The Street System 
Throughout the life of the town considerable civic 
resources must have been allocated to the 
resurfacing of the streets and the regular clearing out 
of the side ditches. It is manifestly important, 
therefore, to try and assess when these activities 
finally ceased. 

At the Verulamium Gate (8.3) the latest metalled 
street sealed coins of 395-402 and 388-402. Six 
coins of the House of Theodosius were found upon 
the latest surface. In Leaholme (F .3) a coin of 366-7 
came from a surface overlaid by a further four 
metallings. A little further to the north-east the 
penultimate surface of the same street yielded a coin 
of348-64, and the last surface was overlaid by a wall 
which produced coins of 367-75 and 348-64 (see 
further below). 

Flanking Ermin Street and street F were broad 
ditches. These were filled with a black humic loam 
virtually indistinguishable from the overlying dark 
earth. As Wacher (1963, 21) observed, the passage 
of traffic along the streets would have caused the 
ditches to fill with the grey silty wash already 
discussed, and so the implication is that this material 
must have been regularly cleaned-out. The filling 
found within the excavations, however, marks the 
cessation of regular maintenance, and rather than 
simply filling with silt the humic fills surely indicate 
that there was no longer significant traffic along the 
streets to degrade the surfaces and lead to silt 
accumulation. The material contained within the 
ditches therefore dates the cessation of maintenance 
and the decline in traffic. When excavated these 
ditches always yield the latest artefacts (coins of the 

House of Theodosius and shell-tempered pottery) 
and so indicate that the organised maintenance of the 
street system did not cease until the early years of the 
fifth century at earliest. 

At two locations within the ditch flanking Ermin 
Street (A.3, A.4) a human skeleton has been 
discovered. These have been much discussed 
(Wacher 1975, 313; Todd 1977; Wacher 1995,453, 
n. 12) to which little can usefully be added. 

GAZETTEER 

The observations are listed either from north-west to 
south-east, or from south-west to north-east, 
depending upon the orientation of the street. 

Street A (Ermin Street) 
A. I DYER STREET. A watching brief in 1974/5 
recorded a 3m depth of accumulated surfaces; both 
sides of the street had been cut away by later 
intrusions (Zeepvat 1979, 72). 

A.2 POLICE STATION (Site AS). Excavations by 
Wacher at the site of the police station at West Way 
in 1962 revealed the upper surface of Ermin Street 
(Wacher 1963, 19-22, fig. 4) and an impressive 
sequence of street-wash and metalling which had 
built up over a redundant colonnade flanking the 
north-eastern side of the street. The colonnade itself 
had not been inserted before the later third century (a 
coin of 260-90 lay below the infilled foundation 
trench of the colonnade wall). The final act in the 
sequence was the digging of a drainage ditch 
alongside Ermin Street, which filled with black 
humic material. 

A.3 DYER COURT. At Dyer Court Webster (1959, 
51-8) was able to cut a section across the full width 
of Ermin Street, which was here about 8.5m wide. 
He found a 3m depth of metalling with a total of 
twenty-four surfaces. There were ditches on either 
side of the street, the latest containing late 
fourth-century pottery and coins. The ditch on the 
south-western side of the street contained a large 
quantity of animal bones and a human skeleton, 
thought to be associated with medieval pottery. 
There was evidence for colonnades on either side of 
the street, which seem to have been renewed at a 
comparatively late date in the sequence. 

A.4 LEAHOLME (Site AF). The street was found to 
be I 0.5m wide between flanking colonnades, with a 
timber-lined drain running down the centre of the 
street. A human skeleton was found within the latest 
fill of the ditch bordering the north-east side of the 
street. For further details see p.138. 

A.5 ADMIRAL'S WALL (Site DN). An area of the 
street adjacent to the colonnade flanking insula VI 
was examined. The filling of the latest ditch 
contained coins of the House of Theodosius. For 
further details see p. 138. 
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A.6 ST. MICHAEL'S FIELD. Watching briefs 
during small-scale groundworks in 1983 (Wilkinson 
1983) and 1989 (Gerrard 1989) recorded the 
uppermost surface of Ermin Street. 

A.7 BINGHAM HALL. The surface ofErmin Street 
was exposed in two· trenches excavated in 1908 
(CEC Ill, 193). 

Street B (Fosse Way) 
B.l BATH GATE (Site DX). Street metalling was 
recorded adjacent to the Gate at the time of its 
discovery in 1974-5. For further details seep. 49. 

8.2 LEWIS LANE (Site BB). The north-western 
edge of the street was found bordered by a late wall 
(CEC I, 60, fig. 21; Wacher 1964, 17). 

B.3 VERULAMIUM GATE (Site AA). A sequence 
of street surfaces was excavated; the latest overlay a 
coin of395-402. Forfurther details-seep. 42. 

Street C 
C.1 COLE'S MILL. Street recorded by F. W. Taylor 
in 1907 (Haverfield 1920, 176, n. I). 

C.2 PRICE'S ROW (Site DA). A watching brief 
showed that building V.7 had been built over the 
3.5m wide silted-up ditch flanking the street. The 
street metalling was in excess of 2m thick. For 
further details see p. 228. 

C.3 PARSONAGE FIELD. The digging of a new 
manhole in Watermoor Road opposite building IV.4 
in 1963 punctured the street metalling to its full 
depth. No edges to the street were seen (J. S. Wacher 
pers. comm. ). 

CA TRINITY 'CHURCH. A stretch of wall, 0.9m 
wide and 45.7m long, found in Watermoor Road 
opposite the church might have served as a 
~leeper-wall for a portico fronting the south-west 
side of the street (Beecham 1887, 254). 
Observations during the construction of. a new 
church hall confirmed the line of the street 
(McWhirr 1973, 201). 

C.5 _ W A TERMOOR SCHOOL (Site CC). 
Excavations in 1967 revealed the south-we~t part of 
the street (CEC Ill, 233-8). The south-west edge of 
the earliest street surface, which Jay on natural 
humus over clean gravel, was ove~laid by silt which 
produced second-century pottery. The foundation 
trenches for an adjacent building (VII.1) cut 
through the silt and respected the pre-existing 
street. The street was subsequently resurfaced and 
provided .with a stone-lined drain, although it is 
uncertain when this took place. 

Street D 
·-o.I ANGEL CINEMA. Street metalling was 
exposed in four places during trenching in 193 7 (J 
Roman Studs, 28 (1938), 190). Evaluation on the 

. same site in 1997 exposed the ,uppermost street 
surface in two small trenches. ,In, one place -it was 
heavily rutted (p. 119). 

D.2 FORMER LOCK'S TIMBERYARD (Site CZ). 
Limited trenching in 1971 revealed the line of the 
street (McWhirr 1973, 200). 

D.3 CHESTER MEWS (Site BC) (Fig .. 1 0). A 
trench excavated in 1964 revealed . the south
western edge of the street (CEC I, fig. I 0; Wacher 
1965, 97-8). At least nine successive surface's were 

I 0. Section through 
Street D at Site BC 
(Chester Mews) 
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revealed, of which the upper four were constructed 
of larger ~tones than the first five surfaces. 
Unfortunately, no specific dating evidence was 
recovered. The earliest surfaces BCI 34, 36, 38, 
40a, and 41 may be discussed as a group. The 
primary surface appears to be BCI 41 which overlay 
an organic-rich deposit above undisturbed clay. 
Such was the quality of its construction that it acted 
as a stop on the downward drainage pattern and was 
reported as having been rust coloured, this resulting 
most probably from the natural accretion of iron 
panning. This surface was overlaid by silt BCI 40 
beneath a new surface BCI 40a and the pattern is 
repeated three more times with alternate layers of 
street-wash and resurfacing. The final surface in 
this sequence BCI 34 extended further to the 
south-west than the underlying surfaces and sealed 
an accumulation of silt-wash BCI 39, 43 which had 
built up alongside the street. These deposits overlay 
one of the infilled ditches of the Leaholme fort. 
Deposits of wash BCI 31 and sandy clay BCI 30 
accumulated on the edge of BCI 34 prior to the 
laying down of a new street surface BCI 17 of 
limestones set into a hard mortar. It appears as if 
some attempt was made to raise the south-west edge 
of the street; a layer of clay BCI 33 was put down 
and overlaid immediately by a layer of small stones 
which may have had the effect of extending the 
width of the street and keeping its level in tandem 
with that of the adjoining buildings. A thick layer 
BCI 14 of silt overlay the street prior to a further 
resurfacing of limestones BCI 12 in which the 
width of the street appears to be greatly restricted 
on its south-western side. Two further surfaces of 
limestone BCI 7, 5 were interspersed with street
wash. Both of these surfaces displayed evidence of 
rutting. 

D.4 VICTORIA ROAD (Site AT). The north-east 
side of the street was examined by Wacher (1963, 
16) fronting a building (X1.1) of possible 
second-century origin. Running along the edge of the 
street was a timber plank-lined drain, the fill of 
which ATI 6 contained two coins (of 307-10 and 
260-8). At least a further two surfaces sealed this 
infilling. 

D.5/6 VICTORIA ROAD. Beecham (1887, 251) 
records Bravender's observations during the 
excavation of sewers within the town. He was able to 
trace this street from where it was crossed by the 
former railway embankment north-westwards past 
the Endowed School to the point where Victoria 
Road diverged from the Roman line. 

Street E 
E.1 GAUMONT CINEMA (Site BD) (Fig. 8). The 
north-eastern edge of a street was located in 1964 
(Wacher 1965, 101-2). The street was bordered by a 
boundary wall, and was subsequently realigned on a 
new course 0.6m further to the north-east where a 
new boundary wall was constructed. Finally the 
whole area was sealed by a layer of metalling (for 

which see p. 23) which can probably be dated to the 
fourth century. 

E.2 PURLEY A VENUE. Cripps observed a street in 
a sewer trench on this line (Corinium Museum 
manuscript). 

Excavations at Purley Road in 1972 (McWhirr 
1973, 201-2) which lay on the anticipated line of the 
street found an extensive area of metalling, similar to 
that at E.!. Whether this also overlay the earlier 
street line is uncertain (p. 23). Observations by 
Reece following the ploughing of the Grammar 
School Fields in 1962-3 suggest that this street did 
not continue south-eastwards across insula X. 

Street F 
F.1 QUERNS LANE HOUSE. The edge of the street 
flanked by a stone-lined drain was found in 1956 
(Reece 1956; C. Johnson 1991). 

F.2 PRICE'S ROW (Site DA). The south-eastern 
edge of the street was seen in a watching brief, 
bordered by a broad silt-filled ditch. The metalling 
was here 1.5m thick. For further details seep. 228. 

F.3 LEAHOLME (Sites AL, AM, AF) (Figs. 82, 
130, 132). Fifteen surfaces and associated patchings 
and make-ups were found on Sites AL and AM 
which attained a maximum thickness of 1.98m. The 
street was unusually wide at this point (14-16m). A 
coin of 366-7 was overlaid by a further four surfaces. 
In its later phases the north-west side of the street 
was defined by an open ditch against the front 
portico of the building in insula 11, while on the 
south-eastern side there was a stone-lined drain in 
front of another probable portico. The final infilling 
of the open ditch produced coins of the House of 
Theodosius. Further to the north-east to the rear of 
the basilica the uppermost surface of the street 
overlay a coin of 348-64. From this level a wall 
which effectively blocked the street at the junction 
with Ermin Street was built (Fig. 71). The wall 
produced a coin of 367-75. For further details seep. 
109, 177. 

Street G 
G.1 ST. MICHAEL'S FIELD. Watching briefs 
during small-scale groundworks revealed the 
north-western edge of the uppermost surface of the 
street (Wilkinson 1983; Gerrard 1989). 

Excavations at The Beeches demonstrated that this 
street did not continue as far north-eastwards as the 
rear of the town defences. 

Street H 
H.1 ASHCROFT ROAD. Cripps recorded in the 
1890s a street crossing Ashcroft Road (Haverfield 
1920, 172, pi. xi). An observation by Bravender of 
street metalling marked on Beecham's (1887) plan 
(there shown running in the opposite direction) 
might be part of the same street. 
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Street I 
1.1 BREWERY CAR-PARK. An evaluation test-pit 
2m square excavated in 1979 revealed a 
well-preserved street sequence comprising at least 
fourteen separate and successive surfaces with 
further repairs (Gerrard and Johnson 1989, TP 7). 
Each surface was of compacted gravel and pebbles 
and had been left quite clean before re-metalling. 
One of the earlier surfaces was constructed of fairly 
large limestone blocks; it is unclear whether these 
were meant to provide a surface, or whether a gravel 
surface was laid down on them. A later surface also 
utilised limestone blocks though of smaller 
dimensions. At all periods the street appears to have 
been provided with a ditch along its north-eastern 
edge until perhaps the advent of a stone kerb made 
the ditch redundant. A stone building was 
constructed over the edge of the street and infilled 
ditch in the third century or later. 

1.2 BREWERY CAR-PARK. A short distance to the 
south-east of 1.1 archaeological excavation of a 
trench for a foul-water pipe revealed a minimum of 
five street surfaces; the street was not excavated 
down to its earliest level (R. King 1990c). The 
metalling comprised in each case compacted gravels 
with small limestone fragments. The highest 
surviving surface was associated with a kerb of 
limestone blocks and produced fragments of 
second-century pottery. 

1.3 ASHCROFT ROAD. Salvage recording 
following the machine excavation of a cellar in 1990 
revealed a sequence 1.6m thick ofstreet metalling in 
section (Barber 1992). At least six successive 
surfaces were found, formed from compacted gravel 
and crushed limestone. The street was bounded on 
its north-east side by a broad open ditch which 
contained a number of well dressed limestone 
blocks. On the other side of the ditch was an open 
yard area. There are difficulties in reconciling the 
precise alignment of !tie street found here with the 
observations at 1.1 and 1.2. 

1.4 ASHCROFT ROAD. Cripps (1892-3, 12-13; 
Haverfield 1920, 172, pi. xi) recorded a street in the 
1890s which had a sewer beneath it, at almost 
exactly the same spot as observation 1.3. 

1.5 QUERNS LANE. Haverfield (1920, pi. xi) marks 
a street crossing Querns Lane although this is not on 
exactly the same alignment as 1.4. 

Street] 
J.l ABBEY GROUNDS (Sites BL, BM). The 
assumed line of a street between two buildings 
(XXV.!, XXVI. I) was flanked on its north-eastern 
side by a tile-built drain (CEC Ill, 223). 

J.2 DYER COURT HOUSE- (Site BA). The street 
was located in a trench excavated in 1963 (Wacher 
1964, 17). About eleven successive street surfaces 
were observed in a depth of about I m. On its 

north-eastern side the street appeared to be provided 
with a colonnade. 

·, 

JJ DYER STREET. Observations during the 
replacement of a sewer in 1974/5 recorded at least 
twelve-fifteen surfaces in an accumulation of 
metalling 2m thick. The street was approximately 
8.5m wide{Zeepvat 1979, 70). 

Street K 
K.l DYER STREET. Observations in 1974/5 
revealed a sequence of metalling 2m thick. The street 
was approximately 12m wide (Zeepvat 1979, 67). 

Trenching further to the north-west in The 
Waterloo failed to locate the street, although the 
siting and number of trenches was limited (Brown 
and McWhirr 1969, 235). Beecham's (1887) plan 
records metalling in the south-eastern part of the 
Abbey Grounds which might conceivably be part of 
this street. 

Street L 
L.1 SHEEP STREET. An evaluation comprising two 
trenches, and a subsequent excavation and watching 
brief was conducted at 33 Sheep Street in 1990 (R. 
King 1990a). A street with at least tWo surfaces was 
encountered, the uppermost surface overlying a 

· deposit which produced probable . early 
second-century pottery. In subsequent open-area 
excavation the earliest surface recognised comprised 
small flat slabs of limestone set in a solid matrix. The 
street showed signs of at least one repair· before 
being re-surfaced on two occasions with limestone 
fragments. There was an open ditch on the 

· south-eastern side. At this point the street · was 
realigned, moving approximately 2m to the 
north-west of its former line. The new alignment 
remained throughout the lifespan of the street during 
which time it was resurfaced at least ten-times, which 
raised its height by 0.7m. These resurfacings, for the 
most part, continued to be constructed of limestone 
slabs within a solid gravel ·matrix. The· deposits 
accumulating on each surface may have •resulted 
from wear on the street forming a detritus which 
would have mixed with mud and other materials. It is 
unlikely that the deposits between each resurfacing 
represented pure water-born silt (Canti in litt. ), the 
deposits being generally too coarse. One street 
surface was unusual in that it comprised a relatively 
thick (0.1 m) layer of rammed gravel with substantial 
quantities of broken amphora sherds. The same 
technique was repeated for the penultimate street 
surface. Several surfaces were clearly defined with 
large worn kerb stones. A-ditch associated with the 
later alignment lay on the south-eastern side. Its in fill 
of street wash contained pottery dated to the second 
half of the second century. 

The primary street alignment appeared to respect a 
quarry to its south-east. If this is the same quarry as 
that revealed in the initial evaluation it seems that the 
area may have remained undeveloped well into the 
second century; the primary infill of the quarry in the 
evaluation wa:s found to contain pottery offhe early 
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to mid-second century. The secondary · street 
alignment is provided with a terminus post quem of 
the early second century by the pottery recovered 
from between the two surfaces of the first alignment. 
The street continued in use following the 
construction of dressed stone walls along its 
south-eastern margin in the late third-early fourth 
century, although there is no evidence for when it 
went out of use. 

L.2 51-53 CRICKLADE STREET 
by Alistair Barber and Graeme T. Walker 

Excavations by CAT in advance of redevelopment in 
1996-7 comprised a series of four small trenches and 
test-pits (Fig. 11 ). Trench C encompassed almost the 
full width of street L and part of a building on the 
south-eastern frontage (Figs. 12-13 ). The street has 
an estimated width of about 6.4m at this point, and 
was composed of a sequence of twenty-one 
successive metallings, 2.8m thick in all. 

The earliest surface 464 was constructed over 
clay-silt sediments without any form of foundation, 
although the absence of a humic horizon below the 
metalling suggests that the turf had been stripped 
prior to construction. A steep-sided linear cut 470, 
bac:kfilled with clean clay 428, ran along the 
south-eastern side of the street. It may be either a 
marking-out ditch for the early street grid or a 
beam-slot for a timber structure. This feature was cut 
by ditch 487, at least 2.8m in width, associated with 
the three earliest street metallings. 

The four earliest street surfaces were all of 
cemented gravel construction, metallings thereafter 
utilising combinations of crushed limestone, mortar 
and gravel. This change reflects an increased 
availability of waste stone and building debris, and is 
clearly illustrated by substantial quantities of 
fragmentary wall-plaster within late make-up layer 
349 and the extensive use of crushed tile in 
metallings 346 and 348. Repeated wear, from the 
continual pressure of traffic, is represented by the 
frequent development of sandy silt-clay 
accumulations over street surfaces and, most 
notably, by the rapid silting of the side ditches. Two 
narrow ruts, 70mm wide and I Omm deep, were 
found in surface 390. 

The edge of early surfaces 411, 414 and 420 was 
marked with kerbstones. Minor variations in the 
line of successive metallings were noted, with a 
gradual north-westward progression being 
indicated by the edge of street 382. Further 
evidence of this shift may also be reflected in the 
absence of prominent cambers to the late sequence 
of metallings between surfaces 346 and 315. It is 
uncertain whether the street sequence survives to its 
uppermost level, medieval pitting having 
extensively disturbed the late Roman levels. 
Damage has also resulted from modern truncation, 
prior to 1960s development. 

The first three street surfaces preceded the 
construction of a masonry building on the 
south-eastern frontage. Building I, composed of 

mortared walls 454 and 469, cut through silted ditch 
487 and appears to be broadly contemporary with the 
fourth street surface 414. Wall454 bonded above the 
level of the footings with wall 469. As successive 
street metallings accumulated, floor levels within 
Building I were correspondingly raised (as, for 
example, with the substantial deposit 424). Attempts 
to maintain a broad parity between external street 
and internal floor levels led to a 1.1 m rise in the 
latter. Such attempts were eventually abandoned, 
perhaps due to a severe reduction in available 
headroom within Building I. A pit 430 was dug 
within the building, which was subsequently recut as 
a cess-pit. Analysis of the contents of the pit yielded 
an important assemblage of biological remains, 
including prevalent fish bones and fruit seeds which 
had demonstrably passed through the human gut. 
Finds from the pit included a fragment of a quem 
stone. 

Rebuilding of the frontage is marked by the 
demolition of the walls of Building I to within 0.75m 
of the top of the footings, and the construction of a 
new wall 319 of Building 11 above the levelled 
remains ofwall469. Reconstruction of the building 
can be broadly associated with street surface 12 
(404). A gravelly-clay backtill 400 to 
construction-trench 442 was compacted to reutilise 
the final floor 439 of Building I. Silty gravelly-clay 
deposits 474 and 475 over floor 439 may represent a 
deliberate raising of occupation levels using readily 
available road silts, rather than being invasive flood 
deposits left unchecked. A shallow cut 492 through 
475 contained cess-stained gravelly-clay 493 and 
appears to be associated with the capping of the 
cess-pit with clean gravels 403. Ten successive 
occupation layers accrued over the capped cess-pit, 
their subsidence into which necessitated periodic 
consolidation. Deposits above this level had been 
truncated by medieval pitting. 

Of the other trenches excavated, Trench A 
revealed further street metallings, heavily truncated 
by a modern cellar. Within trench B (Fig. 13) a 
series of clay and gravel-based external surfaces 
sealed a first-century (and possibly pre-Fiavian) 
gully or beam-slot cut through the alluvial clays 
capping the natural gravels. Cut through these 
metallings was the undressed stone footings 1.2m 
deep of a stylobate which formed part of a portico 
which ran along the north-west side of the street. 
The stylobate was comprised of finely dressed and 
close-set blocks, generally I m square by 0.3m 
thick. The rear wall of the portico lay outside the 
excavation area, but the ambulatory was floored 
with a series of clay, gravel, mortar and stone-based 
surfaces, the latest of which lay I m above the top of 
the stylobate. This suggests that the surfaces were 
successively replaced to maintain parity with rising 
street level, and were retained by secondary walling 
that blocked the intercolumunations. All trace of 
this walling had been robbed in the medieval 
period. Two further stylobate blocks were found 
within trench D, where extensive medieval robbing 
was again noted. 
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Dating Evidence 

Street And Side Ditches 
419 (ditch fill) Coarseware: Oxfordshire white-slipped ware. 
347/349 (make-up surface 15) Samian: Or 35/6. Coarseware: BBI 
cooking-pot; South-West white-slip ware. 

Building I 
469 (construction trench) Coarseware: Oxfordshire white-wares. 
402 (cess-pit) Coarseware: BB! flat-rimmed bowl; Oxfordshire 
white-ware. 

Building 11 
363-5 (occupation) Samian: Or 31. Coarseware: BB I cooking-pot, 
outflaring rim; Lower Rhineland colour-coated beaker, barbotine 
decoration. 
326 (occupation) Coarseware: BB I cooking-pot, narrow band 
obtuse lattice with scored line above. 

There is little useful evidence for the street sequence, 
although surface 15 probably dates to after the 
middle of the second century. Building I cannot have 
been constructed before the beginning of the second 
century at earliest. Occupation within Building 11 
continued until at least the middle of the third century. 

L.3 WEST WAY. The street was observed by Mrs 
Helen O'Neil during the excavation of a sewer 
trench in 1960 (Wacher 1963, 16, n. 2). 

L.4 POLICE STATION (Sites AR, AS). The 
uppermost surface of the street, bordered on both 
sides by buildings (XVIII.]; XXIII. I) was located in 
1962 (W acher 1963, 16, fig. 3 ). 

L.5 DYER STREET. Observations in 1974/Slocated 
the street at its intersection with street J (see J.3). The 
street was estimated to be about 12m wide (Zeepvat 
1979, 70). 

Street M 
M.l MARKET PLACE. Observations in 1974/5 
identified the street, approximately 11 m wide. It had 
only a 1.3m depth of packed gravel and stone 
surfaces, all fairly lightly constructed, in contrast to 
the other streets identified in the watching brief 
(Zeepvat 1979, 72). 

Excavations within insula XXI on the former site 
of Bridges Garage in Castle Street in 1970 (Site CR) 
failed to locate the street, although the area proved to 
have been heavily disturbed. 

Street N 
N.l ABBEY GROUNDS. A street aligned 
north-east to south-west was discovered in 1964 
(Wacher 1965, 1 05). 

In addition to the main elements of the orthogonal 
street grid, evidence for a street or track immediately 
inside the south-western town defences has been 
found at three locations. 

BATH GATE (Site OX) (Fig. 22). Seen in a sewer 
trench immediately behind the rampart of the town 
defences was a metalled street about 2.5-3m wide 
which appeared to have been resurfaced at least six 
times and was 0.75m thick at its deepest point. A 
wall of unknown function which survived one or two 
courses in height lay tight against the inner edge of 
the street. It could have served as a boundary wall of 
a property which lay further to the north. For further 
details seep. 49. 

QUERNS ROAD (Fig. 38). Evaluation in 1992 
revealed a street or track running approximately 
north-west to south-east to the rear of the rampart 
bank within insula Ill (R. King 1992). The 
composition of the street was noticeably less 
substantial than the main streets of the town. It was 
laid directly onto the pre-existing land-surface and 
comprised limestone fragments set in a compact 
gravel matrix. In places the street was provided with 
a laid surface of reused stone roofing-slates topped 
with compacted gravel. Pottery of no later date than 
the mid-second century was recovered from the 
layers beneath the street as well as from the street 
surface and its make-up. Later successive surfaces of 
laid limestone blocks overlay the primary surface in 
trench 503C. This street probably joined with street 
B and may have defined a triangular plot of ground 
between insula lll and the defences. The street went 
out of use when a building was constructed above it 
in the third century or later. 

WATERMOOR HOSPITAL (Site AW) (Fig. 34). 
To the rear of the possible early defensive bank was a 
metalled street 3.35m wide (CEC I, 51). The latest 
pottery from the upper levels of the street was a 
samian bowl dated c.75-85. The street was sealed by 
the second-century earthwork bank. 


