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The major works of synthesis on Black-burnished Ware 
Category 1 (BB1) in northern Britain will be well ~~~wn 
to all readers of this journal. It is in no way a cntlCIsm 
of them that we should like to draw attention to two 
classes of vessel, the jug and the lid, in Black-burnished 
ware which, despite their appearance on a number of sites 
in the North and the West, have so far eluded inclusion 
in these works. It is not our intention here to attempt any 
definitive discussion of these types. Rather we hope that 
by declaring that such vessels exist, we may be able to 
solicit infonnation on them from excavators and others, 
so that at some future date we can detennine the true 
extent of their distribution and chronology. 

The jug in BB 1 is a fonn which appears to have been 
made in three parts. The lower part of the vessel closely 
resembles the common BB 1 jar (and often bears similar 
lattice decoration) so that body sherds from the lower 
part of the two classes of vessel would be virtually 
indistinguishable. The upper part is, however, distinctive. 
Instead of forming a shoulder and rim, the potter has 
inserted a tubular neck, burnishing over the joint with 
vertical strokes externally. The third element, a handle, 
has then been pulled and added running between the rim 
and the body. The lower joint (between handle and body) 
was sometimes achieved with a 'mortice-and-tenon' joint. 
The handle was reduced to a narrow column which was 
then pushed through a hole pierced in the upper wall of 
the vessel, the resulting joint being smoothed over exter
nally, as can be seen on vessel Fig. 2, no. 9. Usually. the 
neck was then 'pinched' to give it a figure-of-eIght 
appearance when viewed from above (cf: Fig. 1, no. 1). 
Vessels with this distinctive pinched neck form our class 
A, and those with a cylindrical neck, which has not been 
pinched, form our class B. 

Jug handles are frequently grooved on their upper 
surface, generally either with a single central groove or 
with two grooves placed either side of the upper surface. 
Others have a central ridge on the upper surface of the 
handle. A range of handle-types are illustrated. 

As already stated, lattice decoration appears on the 
lower part of the jugs and would seem likely to follow 
the same stylistic development as that on BB 1 jars (see 
Gillam 1976, 63). The available examples still retaining 
enough of their lower portions to show the lattice are 
few, but those that do exist seem all to have acute angled 
lattice. The class B jug from Lake Farm, Dorset (below) 

shows that some jugs were in production by the mid 1st 
century and a broadly mid 1st to late 2nd century date 
can be suggested. The GloucesJer jug, Fig. 1, no. 7, is 
anomalous and may be residual. 
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Class A. Jugs with pinched necks 
1. Wilderspool (Williams & Hinchcliffe forthcoming; 

see also Webster 1982, fig. 2, no. 1). Note the 
'mortice-and-tenon' joint between the jug handle and 
shoulder. 

2. Birrens. In the original publication (Birley 1938, p. 
322-3, fig. 27, no. 1) the vessel is described as being 
of a 'rather sandy grey ware' and it was on this basis 
that Gillam classified it (Gillam 1970, type 61). The 
vessel is now housed in Dumfries Museum, the 
curator of which, Mr. A. E. Truckell, has kindly 
re-examined the vessel for us and confirmed that it 
is, indeed, eroded BB1. 

3. Whitchurch, Shropshire; (Webster 1982, fig. 2 no. 
2). 

4. Dorchester (Greyhound Yard site, forthcoming). We 
are grateful to Sue Davis for information on the piece 
and to Elaine Morris who kindly supplied a drawing. 
The jug is unusual among those listed in having been 
pinched so as to produce two equal lobes when 
viewed from above. 

5. Usk. The vessel comes from the lower fill of a large 
pit (Context FNF.16) dated to the later 2nd century. 

6. Caerwent. Now in the Newport Museum (Museum 
code D2/97; recorded in 1907 site notebook). We are 
grateful to the curator of Newport Museum, Mr. R. 
Trett for permission to publish this vessel. It is one 
of at least two BBl jugs from Caerwent in the 
Museum collections. 

7. Gloucester. We are grateful to Philip Cracknell for 
providing a drawing. The jug comes from a rubble 
and tile spread associated with the later 4th century 
robbing of an extramural building at Southgate Street 
(site 13/83, Cracknell et al. forthcoming). 

Other examples of Class A jugs are known to us from 
Vindolanda (Bidwell 1985, fig . 67, 55), South Shields 
(paul Bidwell, pers. comm.), Ribchester (Edwards & 
Webster forthcoming), Milton Keynes (Charmian 
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Woodfield, pers. comm.), Cardiff (Webster forthcoming), 
Cowbridge (S. Greep, pers. comm., Parkhouse forthcom
ing), Cirencester (Valery Rigby, pers. comm.), Lincoln 
(M. Darling, pers. comm.) and Doncaster (Buckland and 
Magilton 1986, fig. 41, 306). The Doncaster jug was 
found in 1911 and Buckland and Magilton note that it is 
'a sufficiently unusual form to have been painted green 
and displayed as Medieval'. There is also a sherd from 
the Wroxeter macellum (Jane Faiers, pers. comm.). 

Class B. Jugs with tubular necks 
8. Wilderspool (Hinchcliffe & Williams forthcoming). 

Note the junction of neck and body which shows 
clearly the two part construction. 

9. Northwich, Cheshire. From an un stratified context 
in the 1969 excavations (inf. Prof. G. D. B. Jones; 
the site code is N69.T7+). This vessel has been 
burnt, possibly after breakage and is now light grey 
with traces of art orange surface. Note the 'mortice
and-tenon' handle/shoulder junction. 

Other examples of this class are known to us from Exeter 
(Bidwell 1979, fig. 62, 59-60), Lake Farm, Dorset (M. 
Darling, pers. comm.), Wroxeter (Jane Faiers, pers. 
comm.) and Brithdir (White 1978, fig. 20, 2). Also 
probably of this class are two pieces from Piercebridge 
(fragmentary vessels, from contexts TF74.35C and 
HHI.72, both certainly from jugs and probably of class 
B; we are most grateful to Louise Hird for supplying 
details and drawings). 

We have not included in this catalogue, double handled 
flagons in BB1 (e.g. Jarvis & Maxfield 1975, fig. 12,52 
from Topsham, and Farrar 1977, 213-4, fig 14.2, nos 
1-3). These seem likely to be of a separate class to the 
jugs listed here and may be of Gallo-Belgic derivation. 

The lid in BB 1 seems to have been fairly common but 
only to have been recognised as being in BB1 sporadi
cally. As would be expected, the form is simple with an 
almost plain rim, slightly convex wall and simple knob 
handle, sometimes dished above. The exterior is bur
nished and occasionally decorated (Fig. 2, no. 12). The 
interior frequently has a line of burnishing just above the 
rim but is otherwise unburnished except for decoration 
in the form of burnished wavy lines in a configuration 
not unlike that sometimes found on the bases of BB 1 
bowls and dishes. 

Dating evidence for the lid is far from satisfactory. 
However, Brailsford's type series of Durotrigan vessels 
includes a simple lid (Brailsford 1958, type 9 with list 
of contexts), while all the examples catalogued below 
would suit a later 1st or 2nd century date. The date range 
is likely, therefore, to be broadly similar to that proposed 
for the jugs, spanning the period from the conquest (or 
earlier in this case) to the late 2nd century. 

It is interesting to ponder the possible usage of the lid. 
Could this be the lid for the 2nd century casserole, for 

instance? Although the arrangement propounded by John 
Gillam (1976, fig. 6) of bowl and dish has always seemed 
convincing when applied to 3rd and 4th century exam
ples, the 2nd century arrangement as proposed by Gillam 
is demonstrably unstable, as he admits (ibid. 70). It has 
always seemed improbable that the 2nd century Romano
British housewife was so uncomplaining that it took her 
several generations of unstable casserole use before her 
protests had some effect on bowl design. Perhaps we 
have here an alternative casserole closure of the 2nd 
century and for the few flanged bowls of the 1st century 
also. 
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10. Holt (Grimes 1930, no. 100). In the context an early 
to mid 2nd century date seems probable. 

11. Wroxeter (information kindly supplied by Dr Graham 
Webster and Jane Faiers). From the macellum. The 
decoration on the underside is typical. 

12. Another from the same deposit as 11 (from a drawing 
kindly supplied by Jane Faiers). The external decora
tion is unusual. Internal decoration (not illustrated) 
is very similar to 11. 

13. Another from the same deposit as 11-12 (also from 
a drawing by Jane Faiers). The external decoration 
is again unusual. There are a large number of lids in 
the Wroxeter macellum deposit of which we have 
only illustrated three. 

Other lids are known to us from Ribchester, Manchester 
(Jones & Grealey 1974, no. 256), Wroxeter, Segontium 
(Davies & Casey forthcoming), Gloucester (Hurst 1986, 
fig. 29, 21), Exeter (Bidwell 1977, no. 30), Ower (Farrar 
1977, p. 222), Usk (Greene & Webster forthcoming), 
Whitton, S. Glamorgan (Jarrett & Wrathmell 1981, no. 
454), Cowbridge and Cardiff. 

Conclusion 

It is very apparent to us that the site distributions quoted 
for both jugs and lids rely too heavily on our own limited 
knowledge of unpublished collections. We suspect that 
many more examples of both forms exist. Some may 
have escaped detection because their publishers worked 
on the normally sound principle that if a form is not in 
Gillam 1976 then it is probably not a BB 1 form. Others 
may be awaiting publication or be in published material 
not searched by us. We would ask anyone with knowl
edge of such vessels to inform us about them as we are 
anxious to build up a more complete corpus of these 
vessels and to increase our scanty knowledge of their 
chronology. 
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