ROMAN POTTERY IN WARWICKSHIRE
Production and Demand
P.800lh

Clearly there can be a variety of approaches t o the study of
Roman pottery in any given region. The fo llow ing obse rva
tions~ mostly of a provisional nat ureJ att emp t to integra te
as far as is possible our knowledge of pottery product ion in
Warwick~hire with recen t work on a var iety of settlement
sites. The ability to develop th is ki nd of approach is one
of the principal benefits of the appl ica t ion of a uniform
recording system~ in which quan t if icat ion is con sisten t ly
applied across the county using the same fa bric seri es and
typology. In addition~ computerisat ion of the data permits
rapid inter-site comparison of the various pottery assembl
ages. It is hoped that following these methods it will be
possible to work towards a balanced picture of the patterns
of supply and demand of Roman pottery in W
arwi{kshire.
Warwickshire seems to lie on a watershed of Roman pottery tradi
tions.

This is reflected both in site finds and to an extent in the

production sites as well.

Elements from the west , parti cul arly from

the Severn valley area, contrast with traditions rela ted to t hos e of
the central and east Midlands.
wards.

This can be seen from the I ron Age on

In the early Roman period new pottery styles seem to have been

introduced from the east, and immigrant potters at Mancette r-Har tshil l
can be shown to have brought a new repertoire of vessel types into the
county in the early 2nd century .

Thereafter, an approx imate equilibrium

between east and wes t s eems to have been maintai ned.
The pre-Roman pottery tradition in the county is diffi cul t to
assess as it is little known - a res ult of the mater ial evidence being
poor 1n quaritity and quality.

It consis ts largely of simple bu cket and

barrel-shaped jars of what might be loosely termed IImiddle Iron Age"
type.

Such pottery occurs at set tlemen t s i t es at Barf ord (Oswald 1969,

52-55), Wappenbury (Stanley and Stanley 1960, 3-6), Ryton on Dunsmore
(Bateman 1978, 35-40), an d at Coleshil l , Ti dd i ngton and Wasperton
(recent excavations unpubli s hed ), and was
22

pres l~ ably

manufactu r ed

,

- - - ~

-

-

-_

.'

o·

.

~ .~.- :

:-.

/.

•

•

0

c .
- =:-.~
--:-:-

~~ .
-~ ,....

. -*~£. ~ ;gr:t-

C'

,

~~_

.

.

,

.

- -.. .. _ .

-

D,

2
1

5
3

6

7

9

1--r==1
'-.. 1/
13

(-- 15

cr,
14

15

16
FIC.4

1st century pottery: 1 -2 , organic-tempered jars, Co1eshi1l;
3-16, grog-tempered vessel s , Tiddington.
(Sc ale 1 :4)
23

locally.

A small amount of Malvernian pottery does occur in the county

in the Iron Age, mainly in the south-west, but some reached as far as
Coleshill in north Warwickshire.

Most of the pottery from this source,

however, seems to be of Roman date.

Hand-made pottery was probably in

use up to the Roman conquest at many sites, for example at Coleshill;
but at Tiddington (Stratford-upon-Avon), there is now evidence of a
substantial period of occupation in which wheel-thrown vessels of
"Belgic" type, usually in grog-tempered fabrics, were more or less
universally used (fig.4, 3-16).

Closely comparable material in any

quantity is at present best exampled at Beckford in Worcestershire,
though many of the vessel forms can be paralleled at sites in
Northamptonshire.
30-70.

Provisionally this phase at Tiddington is dated AD

A few sherds in similar fabrics are known from Alcester and a

handful of sites in the Avon

~alley

and south Warwickshire - so far

there is no evidence from the north of the county.

At Coleshill, lid

seated jars in what has been considered a "Belgic" tradition occur
(fig.4, 1-2), but they are in organic, rather than grog-tempered fabrics,
and they seem to be associated from the start with standard Roman grey
wares.

At some Northamptonshire sites, for example Brixworth (Woods

1970, 26 and figs. 25-29), such vessels continue well into the 2nd
century.

In view of this, and their associations, there is no reason

to suppose that the Coleshill vessels indicate a "Belgic" phase at the
conquest period.

Indeed a break in occupation between the later Iron

Age and subsequent a c tivity is likely.
There is no evidence that the Roman army made any use of the
"Belgic" pottery tradition on its arrival in the county, though this
may refJ.ect a lack of precise coincidence between the siting of forts
and pre-existing native settlements.

At Mancetter, lid-seated jars

occur in the military assemblages (Scott, forthcoming).

It is debat

able whether this occurrence marks the import of the type into the area,
or whether it was already established.

In view of the chronology of

Coleshill and of Tiddington, where the type also occurs, but much less
frequently, the former hypothesis may be preferred at present.

At

Stratford there is a fort at Orchard Hill farm, south of the town and
two-and-a-half to three kilometres from the settlement at Tiddington.
The relationship between the two, if any, is at present unknown.
The military sites where excavation has taken place, principally
24

the Lunt, just south of Coventry (Hobley 1969, 1973, 1975), and
Mancetter (Scott, forthcoming) show the use of a range of pottery types
totally unrelated to anything seen earlier.

At Mancetter it is quite

likely that pottery was actually produced in the vicinity of the vex
illation fortress.

Vessels occur here in oxidised fabrics which are

substantially identical to those produced by the later industry, and
some continuation of this production, albeit on a reduced scale after
the departure of the army, would help to explain the establishment of
the major industry here at the beginning of the 2nd century.
The pottery from the Lunt seems to be rather different - partly
perhaps a reflection of a slightly later date for the commencement of
military activity here.

Some vessels, particularly the rusticated jars

with sharply everted rims, are in form, if not in fabric, closely com
parable to material from the earliest deposits in the southern part of
Alcester (eg Hobley 1969, nos. 44, 46, 94;
Hobley 1975, no.213;

Hobley 1973, no.207;

Booth 1980, fig.5, nos. 6-8).

At Alcester what

is thought to be the earliest military establishment lies south of the
town;

this site is unexcavated, but a second phase of military occupa

tion seems to occur within the southern part of thetow~.
As yet it is uncertain which early deposits in Alcester belong to
the latest military phase and which to the early development of the
subsequent town:

work on the relevant material, from small sites only,

is still in progress.

At present the only component that would be

expected in a pre-Flavian military assemblage in this area that is miss
ing is the imported finewares, particularly Lyons ware.

This material

occurs at, for example, Cirencester, the Lunt, Mancetter and Metchley
(Birmingham), but not yet at Alcester.
With the departure of the Roman army from the area we see the
beginnings of the growth of the civilian settlement pattern, and before
outlining some of the evidence for pottery production in the county, it
may be useful to consider briefly the main potential markets for Roman
pottery (fig.5).

The largest and probably the most important civil

settlement is the town of Alcester, a major market centre roughly equi
distant from the tribal centres at Cirencester, Leicester and Wroxeter.
Also important is Chesterton, halfway between Leicester and Cirencester
on the Fosse Way;

however it is much less well known from excavations
25
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major sites (sites not referred to shown
as open symbols).

than Alcester, and there is as yet no evidence for a military origin.
A row of roadside settlements lies along the line of Watling Street on
the northern boundary of the county - Tripontium (Cave's Inn), Venonae
(High Cross) and Manduessedum (Mancetter).

At Tripontium formal excav

ation has been on a limited scale, though there has been more extensive
salvage recording of quarrying and road widening activities (Cameron
_ _

d.

~
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and Lucas 1969 and 1973).

Venonae has seen some small excavation

(Greenfield and Webster 1965), but since it lies almost entirely on the
Leicestershire side of the county boundary and is still relatively
little known, it will not be considered at any length here.

Mancetter

is of special importance as the centre of a major pottery industry
(Hartley 1973a, 42;

Hartley 1973b;

Swan 1984, 99-101);

it is

unfortunate, therefore, that there has been virtually no excavation
within the area of occupation along Watling Street (O'Neil 1931; Oswald
and Gathercole 1958, 30-36; Mahany 1971), so at present we can only
guess as to its exact relationship with the vast area of workshops and
pottery kilns to the south and south-east.
In addition to these sites there is the major settlement at
Tiddington already referred to.

Recent large-scale excavations (Palmer

1982a, 1982b, 1984) have shown that the main emphasis of the settle
ment's economy was on agriculture.

This is an important site as it may

represent a class of settlement of lower economic status than the
"towns" such as Alcester.

One other site which may be relevant for pre

sent purposes is that at Coleshill, the only one of the sites under con
sideration not to lie on or near a known major road. ~re an important
temple complex, excavated in 1979, lay just north of an extensive
settlement largely destroyed by housing development from the late 1930s
onwards.
It might be expected that some of these settlements would have had
small-scale local industries supplying their day-to-day requirements in
pottery.

This would apply particularly to Alcester where a wide range

of pottery, particularly of the later 1st and 2nd centuries (for
example Booth 1980, fig.5, no.12), is not exactly paralleled further
afield.

As yet, however, direct evidence of pottery production here

has not been forthcoming.
When the existing evidence for pottery manufacture in the county
is examined it is evident that there is a range of different types of
industry, from the small-scale domestic production unit up to the

lrfa!t1<O'na1!ry

1rrlpo'r~tan't

i'n d'ustryat Mancett:er-;;.HartshilL Wha t seems td b@

a good example of the former occurs at Tiddington where two kilns have
recently been excavated.
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These are of some interest if only because they are the only
known kilns in the county which have no obvious connection with the
Mancetter-Hartshill industry.

We know a good deal about kiln

(site

feature 96), since it had actually collapsed in the course of a firing.
The kiln, with a date probably within the range c.AD 60-100, had unusual
constructional elements in the use of portable supports for the outer
ends of the firebars and triangular sectioned blocks for the lower part
of the superstructure wall (fig.6).
oxidised fabrics;

The products were in two distinct

the first sandy, with very occasional iron and clay

pellet inclusions (218) <1>;

the second rougher, a brownish-red rather

than an orange-red, with less sand but common large iron and grog
inclusions (258).
The products consisted mainly of jars of various types, some
clearly related in detail (such as the presence of a groove on the
underside of the base) to the earlier "Belgic" carinated and high
shouldered jars.

There were also single examples of a tankard and a

butt beaker in a fine version of fabric 1, and a lid in fabric 2.
One major problem attached to this kiln is that or ·-its market
area.

The kiln had clearly been fired several times before it

collapsed, but there is very little sign of the products within the
excavated part of the settlement.

Mrs Swan has suggested that they may

have been traded along the Fosse Way (Swan 1984, 635), though there is
no evidence for this.
The later kiln 2 (site feature 750), is much more normal in terms
both of its construction (having a solid oven floor with vents resting
on a tongue pedestal projecting from the back wall), and the distribu
tion of its products.

These were again in two fabrics, an oxidised

(134) and a reduced (157) version of the same sandy fabric with black
iron inclusions.

The range of types was much wider than in kiln 1.

Wide-mouthed jars with sharply everted rims were particularly charact
eristic;

these sometimes had rusticated decoration.

Vessels of this

type with rusticated decoration were very common at Alcester in the
first half of the 2nd century - though at present it seems that very
few were actually Tiddington products and a more local source is likely.
Other vessel types worthy of note and occurring in both fabrics

- --
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are beakers with rough rouletted decoration (the closest parallels in
this assemblage to Mancetter types), and tankards.

The approximate

date range of the group on the basis of its associations elsewhere
within the site of Tiddington itself seems to be c.AD 130-160.

'01

FIG.6

Tiddington kiln 1: selected kiln furniture (1:8)
. and reconstruction (c.l:20).

--
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The Tiddington kilns are the only ones yet known in south
Warwickshire.

In the centre of the county, five kilometres north-east

of Leamington Spa, lies the site of Wappenbury.

It is unfortunate

that the exact scale of this industry, apparently spread over an area
of 8-10 ha."is not known.
and Stanley 1964).

Four kilns were excavated in 1959 (Stanley

On the basis of this very limited sample the bulk

of production seemed to lie within the 3rd-4th centuries.

One kiln,

however, produced a distinctive 2nd century group with very close
affinities with Mancetter-Hartshill.

\

/

The reduced fabric produced at

both centres is very similar, though whether this was intentional or
just a result of the use of similar clays is uncertain.
The structure of the 2nd century kiln was very badly damaged, but
the three later kilns clearly had close links with Mancetter-Hartshill
in their construction as well as in their products, for example in the
use of three parallel rectangular pedestals and of multiple cylindrical
or square pedestals.
uncertain.

Unfortunately the details of the oven floors are

A temporary floor was suggested for kilns 1 and 2, but

there is no evidence either way.

A semi-permanent or permanent floor

based on firebars was suggested for kiln 3.
As to the products of these kilns, they bear more than a passing
resemblance to those of Mancetter-Hartshill.

The illustrated groups

clearly contain residual material, but the jars, including those with
double-lipped and lid-seated rims (eg Stanley and Stanley 1964, fig.4,
nos 8 and 19), and the flanged bowls, can all be paralleled closely at
Hartshill.

Wappenbury was probably the major supplier to Chesterton,

lying 10 kilometres south and easily accessible down the Fosse Way.
Its products, particularly in the 4th century, may have reached further
afield;

Tiddington almost certainly received them and some probably

reached Alcester.

They seem also to occur widely on rural sites in the

south of the county.

There is a major problem however in attributing

sandy grey wares confidently to a specific source on the basis of
fabric;

at present certainty is impossible, and accurate quantifica

tion is thus very difficult.
Three-and-half kilometres north of Wappenbury, at Ryton-on
Dunsmore, there is limited evidence for further pottery production
(Bateman 1978, 44).

--

Very little can be said about this at present - two
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kilns may be represented so far.

Kiln debris survives in Whitefriars

Museum, Coventry, but there is very little pottery which can be directly
associated with the kilns.

The only published associated vessel

(Bateman 1978, no.43) is of a distinctive type seen both at Wappenbury
kiln 4 and also widely at Mancetter-Hartshill.

Links with one or both

of these industries, and perhaps a date range of 2nd to 4th centuries,
are therefore likely.
One further kiln site should be mentioned.

The kiln at Perry Barr

(Hughes 1961), though now no longer in Warwickshire, is so clearly
linked with the Mancetter-Hartshill industry that it must be considered
here.

As far as tbe kiln itself is concerned little can be said since

the actual structure was not found.

Surviving firebar fragments seemed

to be of two types, making an assessment of the flooring arrangements in
the kiln difficult.
The kiln was accurately described in the original report as mark
ing a "westerly extension of the central Midlands Roman industrial areal!
(Hughes 1961, 38).

The presence in the assemblage of tankards (the

Severn Valley ware type par excellence), has led to

the_~iln

being con

sidered an outlier of the Severn Valley industry, but this is unlikely
to have been the case.
The origin of the tankard in the west Midlands does present a
problem.

It may simply be that the potential of the type was realised

by potters outside the Severn Valley area who came in contact with it,
for example at Tiddington, where tankards were produced at both kilns.
Its occurrence may, however, indicate that at some stage there was
direct contact between the Severn Valley potters and others to the north
and east.

The argument for such contact is strengthened by the simil

arities, in some cases quite considerablej . between Severn Valley jar
types and some Mancetter-Hartshill products, though the nature or extent
of such contact is at present unknown.
Oxidised and reduced tankards, particularly the former, were pro
duced at Mancetter-Hartshill probably in some quantity (eg Hemsley 1961/
no.77).

There is a problem in recognising the type in that some of the

rims are identical to those used on certain varieties of carinated bowl.
Identification can only be certain where a large proportion of the pro

-
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portion of the profile and tha handle is present.

One characteristic of

many Mancetter-Hartshill tankards is the shape of the handle which fre
quently has a U-shaped or concave section, distinct from that of the
Severn Valley tankards of this area, whose handles tend to have a
figure-of-eight shaped section.

The former characteristic is seen at

Perry Barr, strengthening the argument that these vessels are
"Mancetter-Hartshill" rather than "Severn Valley" tankards, or, at
least, that the Severn Valley influence is a secondary one, derived via
Mancetter-Hartshill.

All the vessels considered in the report to have

been produced at Perry Barr (nos 1-21) can be paralleled at Mancetter
/

Hartshill, and the fabrics, both oxidised and reduced, are so close that
most of the Perry Barr sherds could be lost at Mancetter without any
difficulty!

The dating of the Perry Barr kiln (in the Antonine period)

corresponds closely with the apparent floruit of tankard production at
Mancetter-Hartshill.

It is curious that the type does not seem sig

nificantly to outlast the 2nd century, or if it does, it does not follow
the typological development of its prototype.

Perhaps direct Severn

Valley influence on the Mancetter-Hartshill industry was chronologically
strictly limited, and was eventually set aside as representing an alien
west Midlands tradition as opposed to a central

Mid~ands

one, the latter

apparently remained dominant in the north of the county.
In view of the present state of the report on the 1960-1977
excavations, extensive treatment of the Mancetter-Hartshill industry
would be premature.

Some points can, however, be made:

regard to the extent of the industry;

firstly, with

while this is apparently based on

two main foci it is now clear that these are really two concentrations
within a continuum of activity over a distance in excess of three kilo
metres.
The excavation of seven kilns midway between Mancetter and
Hartshill at Cherry Tree Farm in 1983-4 demonstrated this and emphasised
the wide variety of kiln structures in use.

Four <2> kilns, one appar

ently used by Bruscius (c.AD 140-165), are dated provisionally to the
second half of the 2nd century (Booth and Thompson 1983, 110), with the
others slightly later in date, perhaps c.AD 180-230.

In the latter, pro

duction concentrated almost exclusively on mortaria.

It seems that

there may have been a drop in the quantity of coarse ware being manu
factured after the late 2nd century, or at least that the production of
32

mortaria and other coarse wares became much more rigidly segregated.
A wide range of coarse ware fabrics was produced at Mancetter
Hartshill, particularly in the 2nd century.

Three reduced fabrics are

recognised, all containing iron and variable amounts of sand.
these (54) is distinctly more sandy than the others;

One of

another (47) is an

overfired version of the major fabric (45) which occurs so regularly
that it is likely in some cases at least to have been a deliberately
sought effect.

Three oxidised fabrics are also recognised, also con

taining iron and sand (34, 43, and 44).

Here the distinctions, of

colour and hardness, are less clear cut, and may be largely arbitrary.
There are two further oxidised fabrics, brown rather than red in the
fracture, which have black surfaces (42 and 58).

In the case of the

finer of the two (42) this was probably a slip, with the sandy version
this is less certain.

Small burnt organic fragments are a character

istic of the former fabric.

Additionally, there is an oxidised colour

coated fabric which seems to occur mainly in the Antonine period (313).
This fabric is often underfired and difficult to identify.

Most

fabrics, except the very hard fired ones, suffer from the adverse soil
conditions of the site.

Colour-coated wares and slipped and burnished

coarse wares often occur with their surfaces in very poor condition.
This factor can sometimes hamper fabric identification, and make direct
comparison with Mancetter-Hartshill products from elsewhere difficult.
It may be that limited production of speciality lines such as
colour-coated and oxidised rough-cast wares did not significantly out
last the 2nd century (the "intrusive" Oxfordshire kiln [Bird and Young
1981,305-7, 310-11J is clearly an exception), and that the emphasis of
the industry moved more towards mortaria with the "main-line" coarse
wares continuing in production.

At Hartshill there may have been less

oxidised ware produced in the 3rd-4th century, but it is too early yet
to say whether this was also the case at Mancetter.
In all of these fabrics (apart from the colour-coated), and in the
white fabric as used for mortaria (8), there was a wide range of vessel
types, though as with the range of fabrics this became narrower in the
in the 3rd and 4th centuries.

Most of these vessels are unlikely to

have been traded over great distances;

there is an obvious comparison

with the Oxfordshire industry, among others, in this respect.
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As yet

clear candidates for trade over a wide area, apart from mortaria, have
still to emerge, but they might have included roller-stamped and
rouletted beakers in oxidised fabrics, possibly some of the colour
coated wares, and almost certainly flagons and perhaps other white wares.
The best Mancetter-Hartshill flagons were of high quality, both in fabric
and manufacture, and might be expected to have achieved a wider dis
tribution than many of the industry's other products.

It is possible

that in the later period the distribution of some less specialist
coarse vessels, such as grey ware jars, expanded, but this is less cert
\

/

ain, and at present cannot be gauged in the south of the county because
l

of the similarity of Mancetter-Hartshill products to those of Wappenbury.
Coarse ware production at Mancetter-Hartshill continued to serve
the needs of local communities.

Sites as far afield at Leicester may

have received sUbstantial quantities of pottery from Mancetter-Hartshill,
though in the case of Leicester our present lack of knowledge of more
local production sites may tend to exaggerate the importance of
Mancetter-Hartshill coarse wares.

Nearer at hand, however, sites such

as Coleshill, 13 kilometres to the

south~west,

proportion of Mancetter-Hartshill products.

received a very large

About 70 per cent of all

the pottery from Coleshill is thought to originate from Mancetter
Hartshill.

Sites such as High Cross and Wall probably had comparable

quantities, but no figures are available.
What then was the relationship of Mancetter-Hartshill to the
industries at Wappenbury and Perry Barr?

The similarities to Mancetter

Hartshill of the pottery at both sites, and of kiln technology at
Wappenbury, strongly suggest very close links.

Is it therefore justif

iable to talk in terms of potters migrating, and if so, in which di r ec
tion?

A brief consideration of the origins and development of the

industry may shed some light on this question.

Mrs Swan has argued

(Swan 198 Lf, 99-100) for two separate strands in the establishment of
the Mancetter-Hartshill industry.

The presence of mortarium potte r s

from the Verulamium region is not in doubt.

Equally, the importation,

presumably by the potters themselves, of traditions prevalent in the
upper Nene Valley, seems very likely, and that such traditions could
have been introduced in the period of military occupation also s eems a
distinct possibility.

Connections with the Severn Valley tradition,

which probably came later, have already been discussed.
34
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There is no reason to suppose that Mancetter-Hartshill proved a
permanent stopping place for all the potters who worked there.

The

movement of, for example, Sarrius to the Doncaster region shows that
this was not the case (Buckland, Magilton and Dolby 1980, passim;
1984, 106-7).

Swan

Sarrius was of course a producer of mortaria as well as

other vessel types.

It is possible that once the industry became well

established, and a trend towards mortarium specialisation began to
manifest itself, some potters, who were not mortarium specialists and
who thus had no particular reason to stay at Mancetter-Hartshill,
decided to move away and establish secondary industries on varying
scales in areas closer to particular market centres such as Chesterton.
This could be the explanation for the development of the potteries at
Wappenbury, and perhaps also Perry Barr.
There was, of course, always a large non-local component in
domestic pottery assemblages throughout the county.

The most important

non-local coarse wares were Severn Valley and Dorset Black burnished
(BB1).

The source(s) of Warwickshire Severn Valley ware are unknown.

Production in the vicinity of Alcester is possible, but there is no
evidence at present.

At one Alcester site (1-5 Bleachfield Street, un

published excavation by the writer), Severn Valley ware constituted
almost 22 per cent of the total pottery assemblage, with a peak in the
3rd century <3>.

At Tiddington, Severn Valley ware amounted to 6.9 per

cent of pottery from the 1981 excavations, but only 3.4 per cent from
the 1982 site.

At the latter site there was very little 3rd-4th century

activity, which emphasises the importance of this ware in the later
Roman period.

Severn Valley ware occurs widely on sites throughout the

south of the county, though never usually in large proportions, except
in some small fieldwal king collec tions from the middle Avon and Arrow
valleys, where it tends to predominate, for reasons unknown.
Tiddington it seems to decline rapidly in importance;

North of

the presence of

the Wappenbury industry was probably a major f ac tor here, and at
Coleshill it is apparently absent, though at this site poor soil con
ditions may have caused misattribution of a few sherds to Mancetter
Hartshill.
Black burnished ware had a similarly uneven distribution across
the county.

Again it was best represented at Alcester, where it con

stituted 23.1 per cent of the total assemblage.
35

At both Coleshill and

Tiddington in 1981 it was 10.1 per cent;

in the Tiddington 1982 site it

was 2.1 per cent, and at Crewe Farm, a rural enclosure near Kenilworth
(report by J Hedges forthcoming), 3.7 per cent.

The latter site, like

the 1982 Tiddington site, had relatively little 3rd-4th century occupa
tion, which may largely account for the low percentages.

At Alcester

BBl was most important in the late 3rd and 4th centuries, when it
amounted to 36.6 per cent of the total pottery.
In the late Roman period shell-gritted ware, from an unknown

\

source, presumably to the east of the county, became gradually more
important, though at no site was it really abundant.

It was more

strongly represented at Tiddington (2.4 per cent) than at Alcester (1.1
per cent), probably a reflection of the closer proximity of Tiddington
to the source, since both sites have relevant late 4th century deposits.
Elsewhere shell-gritted ware was less common;

at Coleshill for example

there was only 0.2 per cent, though this low figure could be partly the
result of a shortage of late 4th century occupation.
Dating the latest Roman contexts at all the sites mentioned is
difficult.

At Tiddington, however, it seems to beposS1ble to show a

sequence of deposits of the second half of the 4th century in which the
proportion of shell-gritted ware gradually increases and in the very
latest features amounts to just over 25 per cent of the assemblage.

It

should be noted, however, that none of the groups in question is large,
so the figures have to be treated with caution.

Other characteristics

of these latest groups at Tiddington are the continuing

presen~~

of some

grey wares (Wappenbury?), relatively low amounts of Severn Valley ware
and BB1, and, relative to earlier periods, high proportions of Nene
Valley and Oxfordshi re colour-coated wares.

Oxfordshire mortaria are

also represented, but in fairly small quantities, and there are even
fewer from Mancetter-Hartshill.
At Alcester the pattern was rather di ff erent, with BBl and Severn
Valley ware continuing to be highly represented, and shell-gritted ware
less important.

Oxfordshire wares, both mortaria and colour-coated,

are quite well represented, with late Nene Valley wares less prominent
than at Tiddington.
The proportion of assemblages devoted to finewares seems to

.-
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indicate something of the social and economic status of the settlements
concerned.

The percentages of finewares for Crewe Farm, Coleshill,

Tiddington (1981) and Alcester are respectively 1.3 per cent, 5.8 per
cent, 7.3 per cent and 10.3 per cent.

This sequence corresponds to the

estimation of relative status of the settlements arrived at from other
criteria.

While it is too early yet to say whether it is simplistic to

view this correspondence as significant, the initial impression is that
a reasonably sized pottery assemblage can provide a good indication of
settlement status even without further evidence.
The differing

propo~tions

of the major fineware fabrics,

particularly Oxfordshire and Nene Valley colour-coated wares, at settle
ments such as Coleshill, Tiddington and Alcester seems to indicate how
the importance of these fabrics varies in relation to the distance of
the site from the source of supply.

Again more evidence is needed

before this tentative conclusion can be verified, since other factors
such as settlement status and local market arrangements may also be
important.
Distribution of mortaria may be affected by the same variety of
factors.

Generally, however, Mancetter-Hartshill vessels are dominant

in the north of the county, as would be expected - at Coleshill they
constitute 94.7 per cent of all mortarium sherds, and at Crewe Farm 96.4
per cent.

Proximity to the source also seems to affect the sheer

quantity of mortaria.

Coleshill has the highest proportion of mortaria

in the total assemblage of any of the sites under consideration (2.2 per
cent), double the figure for Tiddington and almost double that for
Alcester (1.2 per cent).

Proceeding southwards the percentage of

Oxfordshire mortaria (white and colour-coated fabrics combined)
increases dr.amatically;
it is 72.7 per cent.

at Tiddington it is 47.7 per cent, at Alcester

Though the figure for the Alcester site may be

abnormally high, it still has to be explained;

why is it so much higher

than at Tiddington, which lies closer to the source of supply?

Again it

seems that the argument based on distance from the source - from
Alcester to Oxford is half as far again as to Mancetter-Hartshill - is
simplistic and has to be modified to take into account other factors.
It is clear, however, that as a general ruJ.e the distribution of
Mancetter-Hartshill products was very much to the north of the produc
tion sites, possibly relying in part on a communications link to the
37

Trent via the Anker and the Tame.

The northerly marketing of

Oxfordshire products, which must have relied almost entirely on road
transport, was clearly effective, particularly in the 3rd and 4th cent
uries;

in the 4th century Oxfordshire

morta~ia

even reached Coleshill,

right on the doorstep of their major competitor.

Unfortunately it is

not yet known at what date Mancetter-Hartshill production went into
decline, so the significance of the expansion of the distribution of
late Oxfordshire products remains unclear.

As evidence accumulates it

should be possible to give similar detailed treatment to other fabrics

\

and vessel types to build up a picture of the complex interacting ele
ments in regional pottery supply.

Mortaria have been used here because

they can be easily distinguished and the origins of most of them pin
pointed (though there are several mortarium fabrics, some of them quite
important, which have not been discussed at all).

They do serve to show

the potential of this kind of study, which is ultimately much more
rewarding than detailed analysis of individual sites in isolation 
vital though these are for providing the basic date.
The need now is for more large excavated groups, ideally from
well-stratified sites, to provide substance for

som~ o~-the

outline

hypotheses sketched above, so that these can be modified or discarded if
necessary.
ibl~

Such new material needs to be derived from as wide as poss

a range of settlement types, spread throughout the county in order

to help isolate biases caused by the currently rather uneven distribu- .
tion of evidence.

In this connection study of the pottery from

Wasperton, an extensively excavated rural settlement in the Avon -Valley
north of Tiddington, and arguably (on present evidence), a step down the
social and economic hierarchy from Tiddington, should prove illuminating.
Many more such sites are required before we can begin to draw definite
conclusions on the questions of pottery supply and demand in
War\-1ickshire.

NOTES
(1)

Numbers in brackets here and below are those used in the
Warwickshire fabric series.

--- -_

...
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<2>

A fifth "kiln" is now thought not to have been used and is
discounted here.

<3>

All the percentages quoted are of the sherd totals for the various
sites discussed. The figures are: Alcester (1-5 Bleachfield
Street), 21896; Tiddington (1981), 24999; Tiddington (1982),
26380; Coleshill, 16881; Crewe Farm, 1838.
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