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Introduction 

This article is the result of several years' sporadic col
lection of data relating to a variety of vessel types 
~r??uced in a very distinctive fabric and was prompted 
InItially by the recognition by both writers of the 
widespr~d .distri~ution of one particular type, a large 
storage Jar, ill theu areas of study, Oxfordshire (SG) and 
Warwickshire (PMB). The common name (pink grogged 
ware) of the fabric arises from a number of independent 
observations (C. Woodfield, P. Marney, P. Booth, S. 
Green, J. Keely) and this subjective assessment of colour 
is, unusually, verified by reference to the Munsell soil 
colour charts. What follows is an interim statement 
intended to bring the existence of the fabric and its 
characteristic forms to wider notice and to draw attention 
to its considerable geographical distribution. The 
information presented below is derived from a variety of 
sources - from our own records and those of a number 
of colleagues, and from examination of museum col
lections. 

Fabric Description 

The fabric description is based upon examination of 
samples from several widely dispersed sites mentioned 
in this article, using a binocular microscope at x20 
magnification. Additionally, some sherds have been 
examined in thin section under a petrological microscope 
and these results are correlated and discussed below. It 
should be noted that this did not constitute a coherent 
programme of thin sectioning - rather that any known 
thin section reports were collated to test the validity of 
the assumption, based on macroscopic identification, that 
these vessels share a common origin. 

Characteristic sherds have pink (5YR 7/4) or reddish 
yellow 5YR 7/6) surfaces and a heavy grey core. Occa
sionally smaller vessels may be oxidized throughout. The 
fabric is often soft, but well rued, hard examples are not 
uncommon; adverse soil conditions contribute to the 
powdery feel sometimes noted. A smooth burnished outer 
surface, often lumpy in appearance and texture owing to 
the large inclusions, is common. This is generally con
fined to the top of the rim, the shoulder and lower body 
and base of large jars; smaller vessels may be burnished 

overall. Burnishing or light incision is also used for 
decoration, often in zig-zag patterns (e.g. Fig, 1, No. 2), 
and red paint has been noted as a method of decoration 
occurring as horizontal and wavy lines, lattice and irregu~ 
lar dots and other markings (Brown and Woodfield 1983, 
Nos. 251 and 194 and our Fig. 2, No. 12 respectively). 

Macroscopically, angular pieces of grog, limestone and 
quartz with occasional fragments of flint, ferruginous 
material and sandstone or siltstone can be discerned. 
Their proportions and size vary according to the vessel 
type and size - the larger vessels having correspondingly 
larger and coarser inclusions. 

Sherds from the following sites have been thin sec
tioned:- Deddington Castle, Oxon; Milton Keynes; 
Churchill Hospital Kilns, Oxon; Rough Ground Farm, 
Lechlade, Glos; Towcester, Park Street, Northants; 
Alcester (Davies colI.), Warks. The reports on these 
sherds, while underlining the variability of the fabric 
~hi~h . ~an be seen visually, also demonstrate many 
sImIlantIes e.g. the presence of angular argillaceous 
material (there is some ambiguity as to whether this is 
grog or clay pellets - though it is suggested that its 
angularity points to its being deliberately added grog), 
~p to 4mm, quartz, occasionally up to Imm or greater, 
lImestone, flint and sandstone or siltstone. In addition the 
presence of fossiliferous shell, chert, feldspar, quartzite 
and microcrystalline silica have been noted. The matrix 
is .generally described as clean and sparsely to moderately 
mIcaceous. 

These observations on the fabric by the authors corre
spond well with published descriptions by other research
ers e.g. the description of fabric 35b from Towcester 
(Brown and Alexander 1982, 36, and Brown and 
Woodfield 1983, 78, with a fuller description of fabric 
and surface treatment). There are many designations for 
the fabric, among which the following should be noted 
as being in widespread use; fabric 6 in the Warwickshire 
fabric series, A2 in the Northamptonshire series and 
fabric 2 at Milton Keynes. 

Manufacture 

The manufacturing techniques employed underline the 
dichotomy between the two major groups of forms made 
in this fabric, i.e. large storage jars and other types. The 
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former are handmade, the smaller vessels, mainly jars of 
various types, are in general either wheelthrown com
pletely or finished on a wheel. However at least one 
handmade example of a vessel other than the large jars 
has been published (Brown and Woodfield 1983, no. 
251). It is possible that this difference in manufacturing 
technology reflects not only functional but also chro
nological differences. 

The characteristic large jar is coil built, with a small 
'footring' luted onto the base, sometimes rather care
lessly; one vessel examined retained soil (containing bits 
of snail shells) between the footring and the main body 
of the pot, no doubt acquired when the vessel was set 
down on a dirty surface. The rim on these vessels is 
formed by turning the final coil over on itself, usually 
resulting in a large overhanging rim which would have 
facilitated the handling of the vessel. 

The Forms 

A wide range of forms (Figs 1 & 2) was produced, but 
few were widely distributed. The most common and 
distinctive form is the large storage jar. This is typically 
squat in proportion to its girth and has a relatively narrow 
neck. No. 1 from Tiddington, Warwicks, demonstrates 
the form, and another good example from Barnsley Park, 
Gloucestershire, is illustrated by Webster and Smith 
(1983, 152, Fig. 50 No. 76). The rim and decoration 
(lightly incised wavy line on the shoulder) of the latter 
vessel are quite typical, the decoration of the Tiddington 
example is rather less usual. Both vessels show the form 
of the body and the characteristic flat base. An example 
of a large storage jar in this fabric from Towcester 
-illustrated by Brown and Woodfield (1983, 72A) is 
rather different in form, with a taller body, the lower part 
being more vertically sided. It is possible that the differ
ences between this form and No 1 are in part chro
nological, but it also seems possible that the Towcester 
vessel has been misunderstood, that the central part of 
the body is in fact another part of a shoulder of this or a 
similar vessel and that the base is from a rather different 
form altogether. This would explain the rather uncomfort
able appearance of this vessel and the otherwise unique 
occurrence of a band of wavy line decoration on the 
lower body of the jar. The largest example of the form 
known to us so far is an old find from Alcester, Warwicks 
(unfortunately too large to be illustrated conveniently). 
It has a rim diameter of 51cm and a girth in excess of 
76cm. These proportions are typical; the rim diameter of 
the large storage jars does not normally exceed 2/3 of the 
girth and vessels which observe this rule are here termed 
'narrow-mouthed'. The rim itself is characteristically 
outturned, of varying length, and often hooked and 
overhanging at the end, sometimes markedly so. There 

is a wide range of variation in the details of the rim, 
some examples of which are illustrated here (Nos. 1-8). 

In addition to the large storage vessels there is a range 
of small to medium size jar forms, some of which can 
be quite fine, in terms both of fabric and finish. The 
larger examples sometimes copy the storage jars in 
proportions and rim form though no obvious examples 
of this are illustrated here (cf. roughly Nos. 1 and 11). 
The precise form of No. 9 is uncertain. Nos. 11 and 12 
are typical narrow-mouthed examples, while No. 13, from 
Stretton on Fosse, Warwicks, shows that medium
mouthed forms also occur, and it is closely paralleled 
by an example at Tiddington (not illustrated) from the 
same deposit as Nos. 18 and 19. The smaller jars tend 
to have fairly simple outcurving rims which are not 
particularly distinctive. A wide groove at or near the girth 
seems to be a common feature of these vessels (e.g. Nos. 
17 and 19). The channelled or lid-seated rim jars (Nos. 
15 and 16) are typologically early vessels, and No. 16 is 
so far unique in the fabric. 

Vessel types other than the variety of jar forms seem 
to be confined almost exclusively to a limited area of 
Northamptonshire and Buckinghamshire and have not so 
far been given detailed consideration. Further work may 
modify this view. The range of forms found at Towcester 
(Brown and Woodfield 1983) includes carinated bowls, 
face-flagons, a ?beaker, a colander fragment and a three
handled bowl reminiscent of the late Nene Valley ware 
type (Howe, Perrin and Mackreth 1980, 24-5 No. 78), 
in addition to a wide range of large and small jars. At 
Milton Keynes the most common form is a wide-mouthed 
necked bowl or jar with a triangular rim. Again a range 
of other jar types and beakers occurs as well as the 
ubiquitous storage jars (p. Marney pers. comm.). 

Catalogue 

1. Storage jar 
Tiddington, (Warwicks), TD 1981, 126/1. Early 4th 
century context. 

2. Storage jar 
Alcester, (Warwicks), ABA 1964 Area 15/19, 14. 

3. Storage jar 
Tiddington, (Warwicks), ID 1981, 96/4. Late 3rd -
Early 4th century context. 

4. Storage jar 
Mancetter, (Warwicks), W 1970, Area 22, 11. 

5. Storage jar 
Tiddington, (Warwicks), TD 1981, 446/1. Late 4th 
century context. 

6. Storage jar 
Tiddington, (Warwicks), TD 1981, 182/1. Late 4th 
century context. 



I I 
I I 
I I 
I I 
I \ 
I I 
I \ 
I \ 

P. M. Booth and Sarah Green 

o 
!OiiiiiZ! 

1 ~ ____________ ~ 

2 

15 

Fig. 1 Pink grogged ware: Storage jars. Scale 1:4 
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7. Storage jar 
Tiddington, (Warwicks), TD 1981, 505/1. Post
Roman context. 

8. Storage jar 
Alcester, (Warwicks), AES 1976, I, 1. Topsoil. 

9. ?Storage jar 
Coleshill, (Warwicks) GH 1979, 3056. 

10. ?Medium mouthed jar 
?Cleeve Prior, (Worcs), 1986. Surface fmd. 

11. Narrow mouthed jar 
Alcester, (Warwicks), Davis collection (1920s). 

12. Narrow mouthed jar. Notched cordon at base of neck 
and red paint on shoulder. 
Alcester, (Warwicks), ABA ?1964, Area 23, 2. 

13. Medium mouthed jar 
Stretton on Fosse, (Warwicks), SOF 1975, F60 
(Gardner, Haldon and Malam 1982, 24, no. 83, 
Fabric 16). 

14. Medium mouthed jar 
Towcester, (Northants), TOW 1976, 236/1 (Lambrick 
1980, 93 fig. 26 no. 131). Phase dated c. A.D. 
140-late 2nd/early 3rd century. 

15. Lid seated jar 
Tiddington, (Warwicks), ID 1981, 785. Early-mid 
2nd century context. 

16. Lid seated jar 
Tiddington, (Warwicks), TD 1981, 712/1. Late 2nd 
century context. 

17. Wide mouthed jar 
Bannaventa, (Northants), Unit 70, 75, No. 141. 
Fabric A2. Publication forthcoming. 

18. Medium mouthed jar 
Tiddington, (Warwicks), ID 1981 151/10. Late 4th 
-early 5th century context. 

19. Medium mouthed jar 
Tiddington, (Warwicks), TD 1981, 151/19. Late 
4th-early 5th century context. 

Distribution 

The distribution map (Fig. 3) is admittedly incomplete 
and uneven in its coverage. We have deliberately concen
trated on the distribution of the fabric away from what 
seems to be its 'heartland' in Northamptonshire and 
Buckinghamshire (see below). The limiting factors have 
been the time available for inspection of museum col
lections, and regional variations in density of excavation 
and field walking of settlement sites and the quality of 
their publication. Despite these problems there seems to 
be enough evidence to justify an attempt at producing a 
distribution map and drawing some conclusions from it. 
Since the quality of the available information is variable 
very crude criteria have been used in determining the 
symbols on the map. A distinction has been made 
between those sites which have evidence for large storage 
jars only (the most distinctive and easily recognisable 

type), and those with evidence for other vessel types. In 
one instance (Verulamium) a site has been included on 
the basis of published vessels (Frere 1984, 234, Fig. 98 
Nos. 2337 and 2339) which have not had their fabric 
confirmed by either of the writers, but where the pub
lished fabric description and rim profIle make the attribu
tion to our fabric all but certain. With the exception of 
some sites in Northamptonshire (particularly Towcester 
and Bannaventa) and Buckinghamshire there is only one 
occurrence known at present (at Wasperton, Warwicks), 
of a vessel type other than jars similar to those illustrated 
in Figs. 1-2. This is a single, battered rim sherd of a large 
flanged bowl. All other occurrences of 'other forms' are 
of small-medium sized jars. Even, for example, at 
Quinton (Northants), quite close to Towcester, there are 
no forms other than the range of jars and storage jars 
(Friendship-Taylor 1979). In terms of quantity a simple 
distinction has been made between sites where the fabric 
represents more or less than 1% of the total number of 
sherds. This is clearly an arbitrary distinction and may 
not be significant, but was selected in the hope that it 
would demonstrate some level of fall off of quantity from 
a possible point of origin (see below). This distinction 
will be refined by future work. On examination of the 
map (Fig. 3), apart from the obvious cluster of findspots 
in the Milton Keynes area, a concentration of sites can 
be noticed in central and southern Warwickshire; this 
probably reflects the opportunity that one of us (PMB) 
has had to examine material from this area, including 
fieldwalking as well as excavated collections. The Fosse 
Way appears to mark the western limit of a relatively 
high occurrence of the fabric. The fabric actually forms 
more than 1 % of the assemblage of the 1981 excavations 
at Tiddington but the total for the whole site is below the 
figure. There is a scatter of the material across 
Gloucestershire and Oxfordshire and into Wiltshire; fmds 
from sites at Wanborough represent at present the south
erly limit of the distribution, and VIey the south westerly 
limit. Here and at Gloucester the fabric, though present, 
is rare. It is definitely absent from Bath (Green) and 
Ilchester (p. Leach pers. comm.). To the west it is 
probably absent at Kenchester, and there are indeed no 
known occurrences west of the Severn, though it is quite 
common at Droitwich and might be expected at 
Worcester. 

To the north, Watling Street genetally marks the limit 
of the occurrence of the fabric, though it is possible that 
Watling Street may have served as an axis for its 
distribution. This would seem to be the best explanation 
of its occurrence at sites like Wall, Wroxeter and even 
Chester, to date much the furthest-flung findspot 
recorded. The relative scarcity of the fabric at Leicester 
is puzzling (only one sherd has been recorded so far), 
but since it has also been found in field walking just 
north-east of the city it is probably only a question of 
time before this picture is modified - a relative shortage 
of good 4th century deposits in Leicester may be a factor 
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Fig.2 Pink grogged ware: Storage jar and other forms 
Scale 1:4 
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here. To the east and south-east our coverage has been 
less intense. If, as suggested above, Watling Street served 
as one line of distribution, the presence of the fabric at 
Verulamium is easily explained, so it might even be 
expected to occur in London, but this has yet to be 
determined. There is no doubt of its abundance in the 
Milton Keynes area where it occurs on all sites occupied 
after c. A.D. 160-170. The pottery from these sites is to 
be published soon (Marney, forthcoming) and is therefore 
not considered in great detail here, but many of the 
assemblages have up to 30% of the fabric (p. Marney 
pers. comm.), a figure which is equalled at Towcester. 
Clearly the fabric will occur at almost any Roman site 
in this area, and much work remains to be done here. 
To the north and east of Towcester and Bannaventa, 
however, there seems to be a relatively rapid fall-off in 
the quantity of the fabric reaching settlement sites, and 
in north-eastern Northamptonshire the distribution is thin; 
at Ashley and Ashton only very small percentages were 
recorded (E. MacRobert pers. comm.). 

Source, Date Range and Function 

The concentration of the fabric in the Towcester/Milton 
Keynes area strongly suggests that its source is to be 
sought here, though as yet no obvious candidates for a 
production site (or sites) have emerged. The results of 
thin sectioning are consistent with an origin in this area, 
and it has been suggested that thin-sectioned sherds from 
Milton Keynes could have been made from clay deposits 
in the Ouzel valley, within the area of Milton Keynes 
itself. The occurrence in the area of reasonable quantities 
of tile, probably in the same fabric, also suggests a local 
source, since tiles are unlikely to have been transported 
in bulk for any great distance from their place of 
manufacture (Zeepvat 1987, 120). Woodfield (in Brown 
and Woodfield 1983, 78) draws a very similar conclusion 
on the basis of the quantity of the material and the 
occurrence of tiles in the same fabric at Towcester, and 
suggests a source to the south and east of the town. The 
origins of the industry (for want of a better term) are not 
clear, but may lie in the 'Belgic Type' tradition of coarse 
pottery production, in which the use of grog tempering 
was common. At present, however, the evidence does 
not allow a definite conclusion on this point, though the 
fabric seems to occur at Towcester (where it is thought 
to develop from the 1st century fabric 35) and elsewhere 
from about the beginning of the 2nd century onwards. 
Away from this area it tends not to appear until rather 
later, and in most cases seems to occur mainly in later 
3rd-4th century contexts. At Tiddington, however, where 
the dating evidence is quite good, several sherds occur 
in contexts assigned to early 2nd century phases (vessels 
such as Nos. 15 and 16 would probably be consistant 
with such a date), though here again the vast majority 

of the material is assigned to later 3rd-4th century phases, 
and the fabric is well represented in the very latest 
deposits, where there is no suggestion that it occurs 
residually. Nearer to its probable source area, the same 
seems to be true at Towcester - the fabric remains 
consistently important from the late 3rd century to the 
later 4th century, and perhaps beyond. 

It seems that the typical large storage jars are also 
mainly of later 3rd-4th century date. At Tiddington, for 
example, many of the early occurrences of the fabric are 
of the smaller jar forms (though the illustrated vessels 
18 and 19 are both from a late 4th-?early 5th century 
deposit) whereas the large jars are mainly confined to the 
later period. This pattern, in which a long established 
industry increases significantly in importance in the later 
Roman period, with a heavy emphasis on one particular 
vessel type, invites comparison with the development of 
the Alice Holt industry (Lyne and Jefferies 1979), in 
particular because of the appearance of the large storage 
jar as the most prominent and important vessel type in 
each industry. There is even a certain superficial similar
ity between some of the Alice Holt jars and those in pink 
grogged ware, particularly in terms of overall size and 
proportions (see for example Lyne and Jefferies 1979, 
44, Nos. 4.44 and 4.45). It would be unwise at present 
to press the similarities too far but one does wonder if 
Lyne and Jefferies' suggestion that the large Alice Holt 
jars were used as transport containers for a specific 
product (in this case perhaps honey, Lyne and Jefferies 
1979, 57) could apply equally to the large vessels under 
discussion here. Certainly the distribution of such sub
stantial standardised vessels for no very obvious reason 
might suggest that it served as a container for a particular 
commodity. It is hoped that residue analysis might be 
able to suggest what this commodity was. There is 
nothing to suggest that the other forms had a direct 
functional relationship with the large storage jars; it 
seems most likely that, like so much other Roman coarse 
pottery, they were traded empty. 

Conclusion 

It is suggested that the fabric under discussion represents 
the product of a single industry, perhaps with several 
production sites (to account for small variations in the 
fabric) in the South Northamptonshire/North Buck
inghamshire region. Although locally important from the 
?late 1st century onwards it achieved its maximum 
distribution in the later 3rd and 4th centuries, when the 
most characteristic vessel was the large, globular storage 
jar. This vessel may have been a specialist container. 
Many questions remain unanswered and much detailed 
work remains to be done, on the range and date range 
of the forms and on the distribution of the fabric and 
near the proposed area of origin. We would welcome any 
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Fig. 3 Pink grogged ware: Provisional distribution 
Large symbols indicate assemblages with more than 1% 

of the fabric. Scale , about 1 :1,500000 
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information which adds to the distribution map or refines 
(or refutes!) the conclusions reached above. 
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