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conspicuous, but the study of the upper levels of the silt suggests that it is intrusive. The coin
was certainly from the top of the silt.
We may conclude that the material in these layers, which covers both sites DK and DM,
accumulated during the period A.D. 80 to 100-110, with the possibility that some additions
were still being made as late as A.D. 140. It forms a distinct division between the first-century
occupation and the subsequent buildings which were to be erected later in the second century.

THE ANNEXE(S)
RAMPART IN WATERMOOR HOSPITAL GARDEN USW)

In cutting a routine section across the town defences on a part of the circuit just south of
Watermoor Hospital, an earlier rampart was found encapsulated within them, which could not
be explained within the established sequence of the urban fortifications.
The rampart consisted of a turfy-clay core (AW [ 76) overlying a sand and cobble base (AWl
77 and 80) and was backed by a clay cheek, into which an oven had been inserted. The
surviving height of this rampart was 0.58 m. (1 ft. 11 in.). Its front had not survived the
construction of the later town wall, but the overall width must have exceeded 3.65 m. (12 ft.).
No sign of a contemporary ditch was encountered, which here would have needed excavating
into solid rock.
To the rear of the rampart, however, was a metalled road 3.35 nl. (11 ft.) wide, made up of a
gravelly surface (AWl 72) overlying larger stones packed into the surface of the thin cover of
undisturbed clay (AWl 78). On the edge away from the rampart the road was bounded by a
ditch 0.71 m. (2 ft. 4 in.) wide and 0.38 ern. (1 ft. 3 in.) deep, filled with loamy brown clay
(AW I 79).
The oven appears to have been roughly square or rectangular in shape, recessed 0.76 m. (2 ft.
6 in.) into the rampart, but its full dimensions could not be obtained within the excavated
trench. It was lined with stone, of which three courses survived on the side against the rampart
cheek, while the floor, set in a shallow excavation in the undisturbed clay and rock, was of
baked clay.
RAMPART AND DITCH AT THE SANDS, WATERMOOR (ADMcW and PDCB)

)

A small plot of land at the junction of Watermoor Road and Chesteron Lane (fig. 19) was
excavated in 1966. The unexpected and important nature of the discoveries caused a further
season of excavations to be carried out in 1967, supervised by P.D.C. Brown.
The site, known locally as The Sands, was previously occupied by cottages numbered 89-95
Chesterton Lane. Since 1967 the construction of the ring road has caused slight variations in
road alignments in this part of the town and the plot has been landscaped. The cottages, which
were demolished in 1963, had cellars which restricted the area of the excavations.
The initial clearance was carried out by machine and the layout of the trenches in 1966
(trenches I and II) was dictated by the discovery of the cottage walls and cellars. In 1967 the
trenches (III and IV) were placed so as to section the features found in 1966 and in areas which
had not been disturbed in that year. Roman levels were encountered at a surprisingly high level,
some 0.6 m. (2 ft.) above the pavement of Watermoor Road. Presumably the level of
Watermoor Road, the main road leading south from Cirencester, was lowered when the
railway bridge was constructed in 1882 for the Midland and South Western Junction Railway. It
was at that time that large foundations were reported to have been found. Although no details
of the discoveries have survived, these, no doubt, belonged to the Silchestcr Gate.
Certain difficulties were encountered during the 1966 excavations when differences between
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The Sands; section through the rampart .

t he collapse from the ram pa rt and th e rampart itse lf were no t noticed and so th e 1')(,7
were aimed at reco vering material whi ch. wi th the help of info rmation ga ined i ll
I'J('(), coul d give dates fo r the co ns truc tio n and co llapse of th e rampart. The o p po rtu nity w as
also taken in 1'J(,7 to section th e dit ch in fro nt o f th e rampart . In I'J('(, the site co de w as Z (in
this report li Z ) and th e tren ches numbered I and II; in 1% 7 th e cod e letter was C. (here C ( ;),
w ith trench es num ber ed III an d IV (fig . I'J).
T he ram part which was sec tioned in bot h years' excavations was built of sandy g ravel wi th
turf che cks ba ck and front; it stood u pon a ra mmed g ravel base (sectio ns , !i~s. li'l and 20 ). T he
ra m part w as 5 m , ( 16 fr.) wide and su rvi ved to a height of 1.5 m , (5 ft. ) in places . The tain t
o u tli ne o f individ ua l turves co uld just abo u t be m ade out in the fro nt chee k, b u t no wher e w as it
possibl e [ 0 o btain m easurements for a co m plete so d . lmmcdiar el y in fr ont of the rampart w as a
dit ch of so mew ha t irreg ular profile (fig . li'l) which had perh aps been d ictated b y th e h i ~h waterta b le in th is part of the town. T o till." rear o f the ram part w ere found the bq.~il1n il1 g s o f an other
d it ch w hich could not be fully invcs tigarcd in th e space availa ble for ex cavation.
CXCI vario us
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The filling of the outer ditch, in trench IV, was of clay (layer 16) and mixtures of sand and
clay (layer CG IV 17), not unlike material from the rampart. There are in fact some probable
matches of pottery from the core of the rampart and from layers in the ditch which lend
strength to the suggestion that they represent collapsed rampart. These matches occur in layers
CG III 12 and CG IIJ 11, with a further possible match in the ditch fill to the rear of the
rampart, CG III 6. Above these supposed layers of collapsed rampart was a layer of gravel CG
IV 9 on which rested a broad wedge of clay CG IV 2, 4, 5 and 7. The surface of this clay sloped
upwards towards the south, that is, towards the postulated position of the town wall, and it
seems probable that it represents the tail of the rampart behind the town wall. The dating
evidence depends on an assessment of the pottery and this is fully discussed on p. 195. The
conclusion reached from both samian and coarse pottery is that the rampart was constructed
after c. A.D. 70 and that it had collapsed by c. A.D. 125 at the latest.
Reference has already been made to problems of stratification encountered during the 1966
excavations; the provenance of some of the pottery found in trenches BZ 1 and" is doubtful,
and it is to the pottery from the 1967 excavations that we must tum for reliably stratified
evidence (trenches CG IIJ and IV).
Although the quantity of samian noted from the rampart, CG III 12, is very small and cannot
in itself provide finn dating evidence, the position of these sherds was individually recorded at
the time they were discovered. One piece, is dated to after A.D. 70; the other is of indeterminate first-century date. The group of coarse ware is larger but more difficult to date
precisely; the most significant fact about it is the lack of black-burnished wares and of local
wares which are usually common in the Flavian-Trajanic period.
None of the small-finds recovered from this site helps with the dating of the rampart or-has
any particular military associations. The evidence, scanty though it is, indicates that the rampart
and ditch were probably constructed after c. A.D. 70. Material from over the rampart and from
in the ditch indicates that by c. A.D. 125 the rampart had collapsed.
The use of turf cheeks at back and front of The Sands rampart and the rammed gravel base
are reminiscent of a number of excavated military ramparts. At Gloucester, during the
excavations in King's School gardens, a clay rampart was found with an outer cheek of turves
(O'Neil, 1965, 20 and fig. 2); M.J. Jones notes this as a frequent method of construction by the
army, (jones, 1975, 68). The rampart therefore is of military character and presumably
surrounded a fortress, a fort or an anncxc to one of these. The ditch outside the rampart does
not have a characteristic military profile, but the problems with the high water-table in this area
may have necessitated a different shape.
The small section of rampart found under the civilian defences in the grounds of Watermoor
Hospital (discussed above on page 51) is of a similar method of construction, consisting of a
turfy clay core with clay turf chcekar the rear. The front was not found but the core of the
rampart rested on a rammed stone base. The rampart was found only in one of the trenches
(AW I, fig. 16) as quarrying had destroyed the evidence in the other two. Consequently its
alignment could not be closely established.
In view of the similarity of construction of these two ramparts there is a possibility that they
both belong to the same structure, the variable fill of the core between the turf cheeks reflecting
the local changes in geology (cf. Brough, Wacher, 1969). A sufficient length of The Sands
rampart was recovered to give a clear indication of its direction, and although trial excavations
in a garden in Stepstairs Lane failed in the time available to find The Sands rampart extending
that far, yet if it had extended to the north-west and if a line were drawn at right angles to it to
pass through the Watermoor Hospital rampart, two sides of a possible fort or fortress would be
suggested.
Two further pieces of evidence can be cited to give support to the suggestion that The Sands
rampart and ditch belonged to a military installation. First, at the point where Ermin Street
meets the projected line of the rampart, the road changes direction as it might well do at a gate
in the defensive circuit. Secondly, in the nineteenth century two cavalry tombstones (RIB 108
and 109) were found beside Ermin Street, south of The Sands; assuming that they were in their
original positions when found, it is more reasonable to associate them with a fort or annexe in
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the southern part of Cirencester rather than with the 'Leaholme' fort further north.
If this rampart and ditch arc accepted as belonging to a military installation, the question of
its place in the military history of Cirencester arises. The dating evidence suggests that the
rampart was built between A.D. 60 and 85, perhaps c. A.D. 70, at a time when troop
movements arc known to have been taking place in the region with the establishment of the
legionary fortress at Gloucester.
Finally the possibility arises that these defences may not be military and that they belong to a
first-century civilian defensive circuit for which, at present, there is no other evidence.

DATING AND DISCUSSION OF THE FORTS AND ANNEXE QSW)
The dates of the principal periods and phases have already been indicated (p. 22) and it only
remains to summarise the key dating layers and their contents.
PERIOD II A, includes the pair of small ditches in AM I, the structures of Phase I in AH VIII
and sundry levels in AG II and III.
"In the primary silt of Ditch II, and below AM I 61, were coarse wares (p. 179) which could
be Claudian, but might be as late as A.D. 85. In view of their position, an early date is to be
preferred.
In AG II a thin sandy layer (AG II 49) overlay the undisturbed clay; it could equate with AH
VIII 115. Above this was a small hearth AG II 48, set on a thin layer of clay; which contained
coarse pottery (p. 163) of possible Claudian date.
In AH VIII, pressed into the surface of the undisturbed clay or included in the layers
immediately above (AH VIII 76, 82, 87, 106, 108, 109, 116) were several coarse-ware fragments
(p. 161), which could be Claudian, and need not be later than c. A.D. 55-60. There was also'
Claudian sarnian (p. 124), and again for stratigraphical reasons the earlier date is to be preferred
for the coarse wares. Altogether, therefore, a date for Period II A of not much earlier than c.
A.D. 45 but probably before c. A.D. 50 (in view of the limits imposed by Period II B) is most
likely.
PERIOD II B, includes the main defences of the Leaholme fort, the structures of Phase II in AH
VIII, a pit in AD III, and undated structures in AE II, III, V, VII, and DK I.
In the main rampart core (AM 163) were coarse wares (p. 161) with a date range of c. A.D.
40-70.
The slot (AM II 66) which had probably contained an obstacle beyond Ditch III, had later
been filled with material containing coarse wares (p. 206) with a date after c. A.D. 65. The
obstacle is likely, therefore, to havc belonged to this period.
In AH VIII, material (p. 162) dating to c. A.D. 45-55 came from the filling ofP.H.4 but this
is probably residual and included with the backfilling of the pit, after removal of the post.
The floors, and associated levels in AH VIII, which can be attributed to this period, are layers
75, 80, 81, 85, 86, 92, 102, 104 and 107; they contained pre-Flavian samian (p. 124) and coarse
wares with a general date range of c. A.D. 45 to 60 or 65 (pp. 162, 204).
A pit (AG III 49) cut through AG III 48, into undisturbed clay, may date to this period; it
contained samian which was possibly pre-Flavian (p. 125) and coarse wares dating to A.D. 50
to 70 (p. 163).
The earliest levels in AE dated to the Flavian or Trajanic periods, notably AE III 16, which
lay directly on undisturbed clay and sealed the hearths in AE II; a layer ncar the bottom of the
pit (AE III 17) was Trajanic (p. 125). But the post-holes in AE II contained pre-Flavian samian
and coarse wares ranging from c. A.D. 45 to 80 (p. 165).
Unfortunately no dating evidence was obtained from the post-holes in DK I. The street, DK
I 111, can be dated to c. A.D. 45, but its comparable layer in DM I 144 is unlikely to have been
laid before the N eronian times.
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It would appear, therefore, that although there are similarities, and indeed overlaps, between
the evidence of Period II A and II B, that of the latter tends to be generally later. A starting date
for Period II B of c. A.D. 50 would not, therefore, be inappropriate.
PERIOD II C shows little change in the arrangements of the fortifications, although it may
have seen the contrucrion of the annexe; internally it is represented by the foundation-trenches
of Phase III in AH VIII, together with those in AE II, III, V and VII and those in DK I.
In AH VIII, the associated gravel floor (layer 70) yielded a coin of Nero (A.D. 64-68) from its
surface (p. 86).
In AE II, the post-holes contained pre-Flavian samian (p. 125) and coarse wares ranging from
c. A.D. 45 to 100. Since the fillings represent the destruction of Period II B, they must reflect
the construction of Period II C. For reasons already given above, other levels in AE were
useless for dating this period.
In the cleaning channel in the bottom of Ditch III (AM II 67) was a pre-Flavian mortarium
(p. 181) and coarse wares with a date range of c. A.D. 65 to 70, which must be contemporary
with continued use of the ditch.
But the most cogent reason for dating the start of this Period to A.D. 60-65 is the large group
of unused sam ian vessels (p. 133), closely dated c. A.D. 60-65, a mortarium dated c. A.D. 55-85
(p. 182) and coarse wares ranging from c. A.D. 65 to 70 in the main filling of Ditch III (AM II
59). It is interesting that the coarse wares reflect a slightly later date than the samian. It might be
that they suffered a rather brisker turn-over in the stores from which the whole group of vessels
probably came and, therefore, had a shorter shelf-life. If, as has been argued above, they
represent new stock taken in when a change of unit dictated reconstruction work, then they
must also reflect the date of that change.
If the evidence for this period is, therefore, taken as a whole, it can be seen that it largely
reflects a late Neronian date, probably starting c. A.D. 60-65.
The construction of the annexe is probably best considered to fall within this period; the
rampart (AWl 76) in the Watermoor Hospital garden contained samian (p. 119) dating to c.
A.D. 45-60, while the associated street (AW I 72) contained samian of Claudio-Neronian date
(p. 143). Nevertheless, the rampart at The Sands produced a piece of early Flavian samian from
beneath it, and it must be acknowledged that more than one annexe may have existed.
Generally, the pottery from The Sands was later in date than the Leaholme fort.
PERIOD II D relates to the final abandonment and destraction of the fort, as represented by the
fillings of foundation trenches in AH VIII and the layers of clay and gravelly-clay overlying the
upper floor surfaces in that area, which were probably derived from the demolition of daub
walls. Similar evidence comes from AE and DK. It must also include the lower levels of the
unquarried ditches in AM and AL, and the layers sealing the levelled rampart in the same areas.
In AH VIII, relevant layers are 27, 67, 69, 78, 79, 96, 98, 99, 100, 101, 103, 110 and 111,
together with the contents of the two foundation-trenches AH VIII 83 and Slot A. The overwhelming mass of samian (p. 124) and coarse wares (p. 161) from these levels dates to the early
Flavian period, with a slight overlap backwards into the 60s.
AE III 22, the filling of a foundation-trench yielded Neronian samian while in that of AE VII
were early Flavian coarse wares (p. 167). More important, however, was the filling of the
trench AE III 19, which contained coarse wares possibly as late as c. A.D. 85. The general run
of sealing levels in AE where, as already noted, contemporary fort levels had largely been
removed, ranged in the Flavian-Trajanic period (pp. 165-167) and included coins of Vespasian
(A.D. 72), and of Hadrian (A.D. 118).
AL II, the filling of the quarried inner ditch contained samian and coarse wares (p. 142) with
an early Flavian bias. The mass of material in the same ditch in AM II has already been
considered.
The slot filling, DK I 110/113, was at the earliest Neronian, but could be as late as A.D. 80,
and the general run of sealing layers in Admiral's Walk date from c. A.D. 80 to 110.
The ditch of the ~annexe at The Sands contained Flavian pottery in the bottom, and nothing
much later than A.D. 100-125 in the remainder of the fill.
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From all this evidence it can be seen that the fort can hardly have continued in existence for
long after A.D. 70, since the material in the destruction-levels should represent that in use
during the closing years.
Attention should be drawn at this point to Dr. Reece's report on the coins (p. 85). He has
noted the paucity of the numismatic evidence and has given his opinion on what it represents in
terms of a military occupation, when compared with similar sites. But it should also be pointed
out that the sites he quotes in comparison have all been much more extensively excavated,
whereas the sample from Cirencester has been derived from no more than about 400 sq. m. of
exposed, contemporary levels. It must be emphasised, therefore, that the conclusions which
have been drawn above about the fort at Cirencester rely more heavily on other evidence than
on the coins.
Although little more can usefully be said about the fort of Period II A, enough evidence is
available for that of the two subsequent periods to be considered further.
With two sides of the Leaholme fort established beyond reasonable doubt and with a third
indicated by the lip of a ditch to the north-cast of Price's Row (Site DA, fig. 2, no. 29), it is
possible to make some estimate of the overall size of the fort. In the first place the Price's Row
ditch must represent the inner ditch (equivalent to Ditch III, Site AM). Had it been the outer
ditch, then the curve of the inner would have been observed within the confines of Lcaholme; it
was not. Consequently, it is possible to ascribe a north-east/south-west dimension for the fort,
over the ramparts, of approximately 165 m . (540 ft.).
If it is also assumed that the line of Ermin Street indicates one of the main axes, with a likely
gate situated on its line between Sites AD and AM at Lcaholrnc, then it must be decided
whether it represents the via principalis or via praetoria. Reference has also been made above (p.
36) to the probability that another gate lies just south-cast of the Chester Mews site (BC), to
coincide with the penultimate alignment of the Fosse Way approaching from the north-cast. It
is interesting, therefore, that the gravelled surface in DK I in Admiral's Walk, if interpreted as a
street and extended to the north-cast fortification, would strike them at approximately the same
point. This street therefore may be assumed to represent the other main axis.
It is also important to record that the fort does not appear to be symmetrically placed about
Ermin Street. Although we cannot be preeise about the earliest line of the road it would,
nevertheless, have had to pass through Sites AE, DK and DM for symmetry to be achieved; it
did not do so. Consequently, its line probably represents the via principalis, and the probable
street revealed in DK I should be taken as the Ilia praetoria. On these assumptions the fourth side
of the fort can be restored, with a length of 110 m. (360 ft.), from south-east to north-west,
bisected by the via praetoria.
These measurements give a fort of 1.8 ha. (4'12 acres) facing east. It must be admitted that
this is on the small side for a garrison composed of a lull ala. Yet these overall dimensions are to
some extent supported by. the sizes of the praetentura and retentura so formed. Each half of the
former, allowing for an intervallum road of some 3 m. (10 ft.), would measure 41.4 m. (136 ft.)
by approximately 91 m. (300 ft.). Barrack-blocks of the Claudio-Neronian period range from
30 m. (100 ft.) to 54.8 m. (180 ft.)', so that the mosr likely placing of barracks in the praetentura
at Cirencester would be per scanma, with lengths of approximately 40 m. (131 ft.). But
regularity of buildings was not observed, for, although the timber building foundations in DK I
(Admiral's Walk) might represent the decuriori's end of a barrack, whose long sides could just
have lain outside the excavated area, it is not matched by a similar building on the opposite,
north-western, side of the via praetoria.
In the rear of the fort, which must have been dominated by the principia and praetorium, the
barracks were probably reduced in length, if per scamna, but it is more likely that they would
have been placed per strigas, to take advantage of the longer dimension, 64 m. (210 ft.) between
rear rampart and via principalis.
2.

Compare 36.6 m. (120 ft.) at Hod Hill; 39.8 m. (131 ft.) and 54.8 m. (180 ft.) at Valkenburg; 48.8 m. (160 fr.)
and 30.5 m. (100 ft.) at the Lunt, postulated sizes of 45.7 m. (150 ft.) at Great Casterton and 54.8 m. (180 ft.)
for the ala barracks at Longthorpe.
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A quingenary ala at full strength would normally require some sixteen full-sized barracks,
and probably nearly as many stable-blocks. If barracks and stables were packed check-by-jowl
in the praetentura there would, if average widths are considered, have been room for some ten
barracks and eight stables. But the buildings were clearly not so closely spaced, so this figure
should undoubtedly be reduced. But even if it is accepted, there is unlikely to have been room
in the retentura for another six barracks and possibly as many stables, in addition to the
administrative and support buildings.
It might be suggested, therefore, that the garrison at Cirencester, if ostensibly a quingenary
ala, was not at full strength, or else consisted, as at Hod Hill, (Richmond, 1968, 122), of a
composite force of part of an ala with some legionary centuries. In this respect, it is as well to
remember that, although Hod Hill occupies some 4.05 ha. (10 acres) within its ramparts, the
area taken up by the buildings is little more than 1.62 ha. (4 acres), making it more nearly
equivalent to Cirenccster.

THE VICUS USW)
It was apparent from excavations north-west of the Leaholme fort that a civilian uicus had
developed during the later years of the military occupation.
The most telling evidence for its existence came from a site (AY) lying between the Avenue
and Lewis Lane and south-west of the cinema. There, in trench AY I, traces of the foundations
for a timber building together with a well-metalled street were found beneath the piazza of the
later forum. A foundation-trench (AY I 20) ran parallel with the north-east side of AY I for a
distance of 1.52 m. (5 ft.) before turning through a right-angle to the south-west for a distance
of 0.3 rn . (1 fr.). The full widths of these two arms could not be determined, since one lay
beneath the baulk and the other beneath a later wall, but both were 0.25 m. (10 in.) deep. A
single post-hole lay 0.76 m. (2 ft. 6in.) north-west of the longer arm, while some 1.22 m. (4 ft.)
south-east of the shorter arm, but again partly obscured by the later wall, were two parallel,
adjacent scoops in the undisturbed gravel, each 0.20 m. (8 in.) deep and no less than 1.02 m. (3
ft. 4 in.) in length. All these features were filled with a uniform mixture of brown clay and
gravel, and no post positions were revealed. Immediately south-east of the two scoops was a
declivity in the surface of the undisturbed clay which appeared to run at right angles to the line
of AY I, and in the centre there was a shallow, V-shaped gully, 1.47 m. (4ft. IOin.) wide and
0.25 rn , (10 in.) deep, filled with stiff brown clay and turf (AY I 27). All these features were
sealed by layers (AY I 18 and 26) of varying thickness of mixed red and grey clays, loams and
gravel, and therefore must antedate the street, which lay above AY I 27.
The street was made up of a layer (AY I 25) of rubble set in clay 0.15 m. (6 in.) thick, and
topped with a thin screed of yellowish mortar (AY I 24), 5 cm. (2 in.) thick. It was cambered
downwards to the north-west and appeared to be running approximately at right angles to the
line of AY I, and consequently parallel with the Lcaholme fort's north-western defences. Its
south-eastern limit could not be ascertained, but the street was probably about 3.35 m. (11 ft.)
wide.
The dating for these features is provided by AY I 26, beneath the street, which contained
little material earlier than A.D. 60, and by AY I 18, which sealed the foundation trench at the
north-east end, and which contained nothing earlier than A.D. 70.
In considering evidence which is extra-mural to the fort, it is worth including that from a
single trench (BB I) 4.23 m. (14 ft.) by 3.05 m. (10 ft.), dug in 1963 in the front garden of the
G.p.a. Telephone Exchange in Lewis Lane, since it throws light on yet another street, which
may be considered as the main line of the Fosse Way, running north-east to south-west and
lying north-west .of the fort. In this trench, gravel street-surfaces were found directly overlying
the undisturbed subsoil. At least two superimposed gravel surfaces, (BB I 30, 33), separated by
a thick layer of silt (BB I 31) were recorded, together with a side ditch (BB I 32) for BB I 33.

