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The epigraphic and literary evidence for Legio VI 
Victrix in Northern Britain up to the early 3rd century 
were described over 20 years ago by Professor A.R. 
Birley (1971) in a volume of essays published to cel
ebrate the nineteenth centenary of the foundation of 
York. The purpose of this paper is to draw attention to 
other evidence, pottery in particular, which, when 
interpreted with care, can both confirm and supplement 
our knowledge of that legion and its activities at the end 
of the 2nd and beginning of the3rd century and shed 
light on the men in the other British legionsl. 

The manufacture of pottery in York seems to have 
begun soon after the arrival of Legio IX Hispana in 
cAD 71. The earliest levels of the fortress are charac
terised by a distinctive range of oxidised red-orange or 
buff to cream pottery, formerly called 'legionary 
ware' (Wenham 1962, 521; King 1974), but now gen
erally referred to as Ebor ware (Perrin 1977; 1981,58-
61; 1990,265-6). Two fabrics are distinguishable, one 
less gritty and termed Ebor 1, the other (Ebor 2) more 
coarsely tempered with material such as quartz, sand
stone, and limestone, but gradations between the two 
occur, as well as reduced grey versions. Both the 
fabrics and the forms are characteristic of the type of 
utilitarian pottery produced at (or used by) military 
establishments in Britain in the pre-Hadrianic period. 
No contemporary kiln sites are known at York, but tiles 
and bricks stamped by Legio IX were apparently being 
made less than 200m ESE of the E corner of the 
fortress, on or near the area now occupied by St. 
Cuthbert's church (Hargrove 1818, 346-7; 1838, 60-
61). It is not improbable that the early pottery was also 
being produced in a military workshop, as yet unlocated, 
further away from the fortress. This appears to have 
been the more normal practice at fortresses and, indeed 
at many forts of the Flavio-Trajanic period, where the 
native pottery of the adjacent region did not fulfill the 
large and highly specialised needs of the garrison. 

When the Ninth Legion left York, sometime after 
AD 108,2 the military workshops apparently closed, 
although for limited ranges of vessels, the gap may 
have been bridged by a new civilian (perhaps veteran) 
pottery at Appletree Farm, Heworth Without (Swan 

1984, MF 692, with refs; Britannia xix (1988), 440; 
xxi (1990), 322-3; xxii (1991), 240-41). By the mid to 
late 120s, the fortress was once again occupied, this 
time by Legio VI Victrix, fresh from its involvement in 
the construction of Hadrian's Wall (Breeze and Dobson 
1987, 62). An entirely new range of exotic vessel types 
appears to have been int~oduced with the legion, and a 
military workshop making tiles with the Legio VI stamp, 
as well as pottery, was established on or near the site 
of the present Borthwick Institute, Peasholme Green, 
about 180m SE of the E corner of the fortress defences 
(King 1974).3 At the same time, there were innovations 
in vessel types and techniques at the Appletree Farm 
production centre. On both sites, the basic fabrics of 
the new products appear similar to the earlier Ebor 1 
and 2 wares, but in addition, on the Borthwick site, a 
range of thin-walled, beautifully burnished, fine 
tablewares, known as Ebor 3, was added to the reper
toire. Though the production of this seems to have been 
quite short-lived, the other new vessel types in Ebor 1 
and 2 wares probably continued to be made at both 
workshops into the second half of the 2nd century. 
Their basic profiles show some typological develop
ment and variation in time and the repertoire was also 
augmented by the copying of several plain samian 
forms and common Romano-British vessel types. 

Little more than lOOm WNW of the Borthwick site, 
and less than 60m SE of the E fortress wall, a com
pletely different spectrum of Ebor wares, including 
very substantial quantities of wasters and kiln rejects, 
was found in excavations at 21-33 Aldwark, on the site 
of the old Ebor Brewery (Magilton 1986, 32-40). The 
investigation also produced charcoal, fired clay debris, 
large amounts of broken and misfired bricks and tiles 
(including distorted examples impressed with the stamp 
of Legio VI), and waste from other industrial proc
esses, including the counterfeiting of coins of Commodus 
and Severus. The finds from this important excavation 
have not yet been published, but apparently little or 
none of the industrial waste survived in context; virtu
ally all had been re-deposited by later Roman activity. 
Its quantity and character, however, suggest that pot
tery and tile kilns had been in operation in the imme-
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diate vicinity. In 1990 further dumps of pottery and tile 
of a similar character were found in an evaluation
excavation on the site of the former engineering works 
of Adam's Hydraulics, Peaseholme Green, a little over 
60m S of the Borthwick dumps, and less than 150m SE 
of the Ebor Brewery waster deposits (Oakey 1990,11). 

The ceramic chronology for York in the 2nd and early 
3rd centuries is, as yet, relatively imprecise, particularly 
for Ebor wares, and much more excavation and publica
tion of stratified pottery groups is badly needed. Even 
so, on the basis of the material available from the 
fortress and colonia, the pottery waste from the Aldwark 
and Adam's Hydraulics sites seems likely to post-date 
the Borthwick products, the former possibly spanning at 
least the first two decades of the 3rd century, perhaps 
even a little earlier (see Appendix 1, Figs. 1-2).4 

The close proximity of the Aldwark, Adam's Hy
draulics and Borthwick sites to the defences of the 
legionary fortress, and the fact that tiles stamped by 
Legio VI Victrix and Ebor wares seem to have been 
made there side by side, strongly suggests that the 
workshops were sited on land specially reserved by the 
military for this purpose, and that production was in the 
hands of (or directly supervised by) the legion itself. 
From the topography, it would appear that the later 
establishments had spread or moved both north-west
wards and southwards along the SW side of the Foss 
Valley, digging clay on or near the site of earlier 
Borthwickfiglina. Whether these shifts were part of a 
gradual trend linked to the exploitation of the clay 
deposits, or sudden transferences, is not clear from 
present evidence. From time to time, there would, no 
doubt, have been considerable fluctuations in the levels 
of production of ceramic materials, dependent on how 
many men were absent from the fortress, engaged in 
campaigning or building activities elsewhere in the 
North (Birley 1971, 86-9). However, the differences 
between the range and character of the vessel types 
manufactured on the Borthwick kiln site, and the prod
ucts of the Ebor Brewery and Adam's Hydraulics 
potteries, are so marked, as to suggest an abrupt change 
or complete break in the manufacturing-traditions of 
the legion at the end of the 2nd or beginning of the 3rd 
century, rather than a gradual evolution in production 
throughout the preceeding period. That many new Ebor 
ware vessel types, quite unrelated to those already in 
use, suddenly began to circulate in the fortress and 
colonia, is amply borne out by the sequence of strati
fied material excavated under the Minster (Phillips and 
Heywood forthcoming), on the Bishophill terrace (Perrin 
1981, 50-5, 78-85), and on other sites (inf J. Mona
ghan). The Appletree Farm officinae may no longer 
have been active when these forms were introduced, as, 
on present evidence, these late vessels appear to be 
absent from that complex. 

A selection of the main forms introduced at this date 

(hereafter called late Ebor ware) is discussed in detail 
in Appendix 1, but several points seem worthy of 
emphasis. Firstly, most of the new introductions seem 
to have been vessels for cooking or preparing food, 
bowls, cooking-pots, and particularly casserole-type 
vessels with lids (Figs. 1-2, 12-28), and shallow dishes 
of a general type usually associated with the baking of 
flat bread (Fig. 2, 30-33). Often they appear quite 
carelessly finished and sometimes have a sparsely gritty 
texture, as though a small amount of additional sand 
had been added at the throwing stage; the fabric is 
sometimes described as coarse Ebor 1, or Ebor 112, as 
it often falls between the two extremes in its texture. 
Smoothing and burnishing, or the coating of the exte
rior surfaces with a thin self-coloured slip are also not 
uncommon. Late tableware forms are few, and the 
manufacture of vessels in Ebor 3 had long since ceased. 
Perhaps by then York was so well supplied with fine 
tablewares, from sources such as the Nene Valley, 
Gaul and Germany, that there was no call for their local 
manufacture. Secondly, the affinities of these local 
vessels are clear and unambiguous, for in form, many 
of them closely resemble the indigenous utilitarian 
wares of the North African provinces, Africa 
Proconsularis, Numidia and Mauretania (modern Libya, 
Tunisia, Algeria and Morocco). Since such ordinary 
culinary wares are not known to have been exported to 
Britain, their York makers must undoubtedly have 
originated from that region. 

Yet another possible inference may be drawn from 
some of these pots. Among the more common products, 
are several ranges of distinctive cooking-bowls and 
dishes with rounded bases (Figs. 1-2, 12-28,30-31 and 
33). Many of the latter have a small flange or pro
nounced groove at the junction of the wall and base, and 
some are rilled on the underside (Fig. 2, 30-31 and 33). 
The bowls are casserole-like in their proportions, with 
an internal recess for a lid often positioned well below 
the top of the rim; their bases, which are gently rounded, 
also occasionally have a combed surface (Fig. 1, 22). 
The nearest contemporary Romano-British equivalent to 
such casseroles, the black-burnished ware bowl, was 
generally much smaller in diameter, proportionally 
deeper, with a relatively narrow flat base, and at the end 
of the 2nd century, was only just beginning to develop 
a shallow groove at the top of its rim, presumably to aid 
the location of a lid where required (Gillam 227; Gillam 
1976, Fig. 6, 90). The distinctively dissimilar form of 
these African-type casseroles indicates a functional 
difference, a traditional cooking technique that could 
not be performed satisfactorily with the Romano-British 
flat-bottomed type of cooking-bowls. The evidence 
from Roman sites in North Africa and adjacent parts of 
the mediterranean littoral makes it clear that cooking 
there was normally carried out over fired clay braziers, 
usually comprising a pan-stand and a fire-basket in one 
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piece, occasionally with an integral ash-box below 
(Dore 1989, 136-7; Riley 1979, 303-312, Figs. 114-5, 
PI. xxxvii). The rounded bases of these cooking vessels 
presented a maximum heating area to the fire in the 
basket below, and the protruding rim and/or basal rilling 
on the casseroles, and the angle-flange, groove and 
rilling on the underside of the platters helped to steady 
such vessels on the lugs of the pan-stand. In contrast, the 
cooking technique characteristic of Britain and the 
north-western provinces of the Roman empire involved 
pushing a flat-bottomed bowl or cooking-jar into the 
accumulated ash at the bottom of an oven, so that the hot 
ash was in direct contact with both the base and most of 
the wall of the vessel. 

The manufacture in quantity of such round-based 
vessels in York implies the presence of a considerable 
number of customers who wanted such vessels, and 
who knew how to use them. It thus seems likely that the 
York casseroles were made by Africans for the use of 
Africans (or for men from adjacent mediterranean 
regions), presumably soldiers in the garrison. With this 
in mind, it would be interesting to see whether a careful 
examination of the fragments of so-called lamp-chim
neys and other fired clay objects from the fortress and 
colonia would produce evidence for such braziers. 

Another group of vessels, probably contemporary, 
which occurs in York, but has not generally been 
associated with Ebor ware, though they were clearly 
made in the same basic fabric -, comprises a remarkable 
series of distinctive head-pots (Fig. 6) . Gillian Braithwaite, 
who was the first to draw attention to their possible 
North African affinities, and who suggested that they 
could imply the presence of immigrant potters, thought 
that they ought to date to the late 3rd and 4th centuries 
(Braithwaite 1984, 115-119). From the evidence dis
cussed below (Appendix 2), however, such vessels seem 
to have first appeared in York in about the beginning of 
the 3rd century. Their presence can hardly be a mere 
coincidence. Indeed, it would be logical to adduce a 
probable link between these head-pots and the African 
potters working on the Aldwark a~d Adam's Hydraulics 
sites, though, at present, more work is needed on these 
assemblages to establish whether such vessels could 
have constituted a minor element in their output. 5 

Why should North African potters be active in York 
at the end of the 2nd or beginning of the 3rd century? 
The context of their production strongly suggests that 
they were working for Legio VI, whether as civilians, 
slaves or freedmen, or as soldiers, presumably immunes 
in that legion (cf AE 1930, No . 33). It seems most 
improbable that any ordinary North African civilian 
would have undertaken the daunting and lengthy jour
ney to York on his own initiative, in order to be 
involved in a venture as lowly as pottery manufacture! 
Indeed, though the Ebor wares were of good quality, 
they were rarely traded much beyond the legionary 

fortress and its civil settlement, as will be discussed 
later (Appendix 3). This in itself does not encourage the 
belief that the potters were civilians. That a slave or 
freedman might have been involved is not impossible, 
but it is very unlikely that such an individual would 
have dictated the greater part of the whole idiosyncratic 
repertoire of a military pottery workshop. Moreover, 
as indicated in Appendix 1, the detailed parallels for the 
vessels suggest diverse origins for their makers in the 
North African provinces and perhaps elsewhere on the 
western mediterranean littoral. It therefore remains to 
consider the evidence for African soldiers in the army 
of Roman Britain, and under what circumstances such 
men might have been in Legio VI Victrix in York. 

The movement of military personnel between Africa 
and Britain could have occurred in a number of ways. 
Officers from outside the province were sometimes 
transfered or promoted to posts in Britain, and detach
ments of men could have been moved there, either 
directly from North Africa or via other provinces. The 
mechanisms for arrival do not include the direct re
cruitment of Africans to British units, as, from at least 
the early 2nd century, recruitment was generally un
dertaken on a local basis, regiments drawing most of 
their soldiers from within their own provinces or rarely, 
as a last resort, from immediately adjacent provinces 
(Dobson and Mann 1973, 198-205; Mann 1983, 23-4). 

Several Africans appear to have held senior posts in 
units stationed in Britain, but few if any are likely to 
have come to Britain directly from Africa (Birley 1979, 
79-80) . From Aldfoldy's reading of the almost illeg
ible Clifton (Brougham, Cumbria) inscription, it seems 
that at least one soldier or centurion was promoted 
from Africa to a post in Legio VI Victrix, early in the 
3rd century (RIB 783; Davies 1977, 155-6); however, 
as this was presumably an individual appointment, he 
is not likely to have been accompanied by potters. 
Indeed, the only officers promoted from Africa to 
Britain, who might have brought potters with them, 
would have been those leading or accompanying sub
stantial detachments from there. Just one such group is 
known. A very fragmentary inscription from Vaga 
(Beja, northern Tunisia) in Africa Proconsularis records 
a vexillation, presumably of Legio III Augusta, 'in 
expeditione Britann[icaj' (elL VIII, 14400; Saxer 1967, 
no. 114). Unfortunately this is wholly undateable, 
despite implied associations to the contrary (Davies 
1977, 162, 45). Whether or not this vexillation returned 
to North Africa is unknown. Its men may ultimately 
have been drafted into one of the British legions to 
make up numbers following some crisis. A transfer of 
just this nature, probably in the early AD 180s and 
involving soldiers from Legio Il Italica serving in 
Noricum (modern Austria), is suggested by a dedication 
at Castlecary on the Antonine Wall (RIB 2148), which 
records soldiers of Legio VI Victrix, who were 'cives 
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Italici et Norici' (Mann 1963, 487-8). Such a transfer 
is otherwise unattested, but in view of the relative 
sparsity of inscriptions in Britain (Mann 1983, 23; 
Dobson and Mann 1973, 200-204), epigraphically un
recorded movements of troops between Africa and 
Britain could well have taken place. 

No epigraphic evidence is known for any British 
detachments serving in North Africa, which might have 
brought back African potters or habits. A Moorish 
freedman is known at South Shields, probably within 
the period c160-180/90 (RIB 1064; Colledge 1976, 
231-3, n. 715, and PI. 150), and a numerus Maurorum 
Aurelianorum is attested at Burgh-by-Sands on Hadri
an's Wall in AD 253-8 (RIB 2042). The latter may 
have arrived in Britain earlier, for example, at the 
beginning of the 3rd century. Although Davies (1977, 
166-7) linked its presence to his putative Caracallan 
settlement of the northern frontier, Birley (1979, 28; 
1988, 184) has suggested that the Moor discharged 
from the army on the Wall ('apud vallum') by the 
Emperor Septimius Severus, probably late in AD 209 
(SHA Severus, 22.4), may have been a member of this 
unit. Even so, the numerus is hardly likely to have been 
involved in pottery manufacture in York. Moreover, as 
will be discussed later (Appendix 3), there is ceramic 
evidence to suggest that North African soldiers, from 
a completely different unit, were probably present at 
Carlisle and in forts on the Wall at about this period. 

Five Africans are known to have served in the legions 
in Britain, and more are likely (Dobson and Mann 1973, 
203, n. 56; Mann 1983, 24). One, a certain Saturninus, 
from Madauros (Mdaourouch, Algeria), whose inscribed 
memorial has recently been discussed by AldfOldy 
(1988; AE 1989, No. 830), apparently came to Britain 
as an ordinary soldier; there he remained, moving up 
through the ranks until he finally became the prin[c(eps)] 
ofici (i) of the governor of either Britannia Superior or 
Inferior, and then retiring to his home town, where he 
died aged 85. The lettering of his memorial has been 
dated to the 3rd century, preferably the first half, so he 
may perhaps have arrived in the province at the end of 
the 2nd century or first decade of the 3rd.6 Unusually, 
three ordinary soldiers serving in the British legions are 
known to have returned to their native land, Numidia 
after discharge: one to Theveste (Tebessa) and one to 
Zattara (Kef Bezioun) in Algeria in the early 3rd 
century,7 and another to Thamugadi (Timgad, Algeria) 
at some time between the mid 2nd and the mid 3rd 
century (CIL VIII, 2401) . 8 A late 2nd or early 3 rd 
century date is probable for the fragmentary tombstone 
of a fifth African soldier, a man from Hippo Regius 
(Bone) on the Algerian coast, who died at Birdoswald 
(Wright 1962, 194, No. 21)9. The men from Thamugadi, 
Zattara and Hippo Regius served in Legio VI Victrix, 
and the soldier from Theveste was in Legio XX Valeria 
Victrix based at Chester. 

By coincidence, the pottery and tile works-depot at 
Holt, which served the fortress of the Twentieth Le
gion, has produced a graffito written in neo-Punic, 
albeit of a much earlier date. It reads 'M'QRYN' = the 
name Ma'qar, the nearest equivalent in Latin being 
MACRINUS (Guillaume 1940; Thacker and Wright 
1955). The letters were cut before firing (contra Wright 
1956, 151-2), on an exceptionally large bowl (not on 
a tile, pace Guillaume 1940, 67). The form of the 
vessel itself displays a combination of features 
characterictic of some larger types of North African 
bowls, a heavy flattish rim with a slight dishing on the 
upper side, and a gently carinated wall giving way to 
a broadly rounded base (cf Fig. 5, 108 and discussion). 
Macrinus, presumably its maker, may have been a 
legionary originally recruited in North Africa. Guillaume 
assigned the lettering to the first half of the 2nd cen
tury, a later date thought to be most unlikely on stylistic 
grounds. The manufacture of pottery at Holt is gener
ally assigned to the Trajanic and Hadrianic periods, 10 so 
the neo-Punic inscription should relate to that phase of 
activity. Macrinus was not necessarily the only African 
involved in that works-depot. A personal examination 
of the Holt material (Grimes 1930, Figs. 61-76), sug
gests that several of the culinary products may be best 
paralleled by 2nd century utilitarian vessels in North 
Africa (eg Fig. 5, 97).11 

Several pieces of circumstantial evidence are sug
gestive of the presence of other North African soldiers 
in northern Britain. At Bar Hill on the Antonine Wall, 
a pottery kiln, built into the stokehole of the bath-house 
(Keppie 1985, 58-60), was making a range of vessels, 
almost all of which can be closely paralleled, in both 
form and technique, among the cooking and table wares 
of North Africa (Fig. 5, 99-108). This is no mere 
copying of African red slip ware table forms contra 
Anderson 1985, 77, M54-9).12 The Bar Hill products 
comprise a complete functional range of all the vessel 
types which might be needed by an occupying force, 
including mortaria (Robertson et a11975, 149, Fig. 50, 
13-14; Hartley 1976, Fig. 2, group B).n It is highly 
likely that the potters were of North African origin. A 
reinterpretation of the structural and stratigraphic evi
dence suggests that the Bar Hill bath-house is unlikely 
to have still been operational when the kiln was con
structed. The kiln may thus relate to a third phase of 
occupation (perhaps when no adequate pottery supply 
system was operating in the region), possibly very late 
Antonine or Severan, and maybe involving legionar
ies. 14 Although vexillations of Legio II and Legio XX 
only are recorded epigraphically at Bar Hill (RIB 2171),15 
there is possible ceramic evidence for one or more 
soldiers from all three British legions in the fort (Hartley 
1975, 146, Fig. 49, 1, 3, 4; 1985, M43).16 Whether 
there were North Africans among them cannot be 
established at present. 
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Also from the Antonine Wall, this time from Old 
Kilpatrick, comes a casserole-type bowl, in a pale 
orangy-brown ware (Fig. 5, 98), with a rather carefully 
formed lid-seated rim of North African type (Miller 
1928, Fig. xxii, 19). Its fabric and precise form cannot 
be paralleled elsewhere in Britain and it may be a 
casual import, perhaps brought there by a soldier as 
part of his personal baggage. Only a native of North 
Africa would be likely to carry such an ordinary cook
ing vessel this far. Indeed, even fine table vessels in 
African red slip wares are extremely rare in Northern 
Britain particularly in the 2nd century (Bird 1977); yet 
they were so widely distributed in the provinces around 
the Mediterranean, that it would be no surprise to find 
such vessels carried as personal possessions by soldiers 
moving from that littoral and its hinterland (Hayes 
1972, 454-5, 462). 

Yet another group of African soldiers seems to have 
been involved in pottery manufacture in Scotland, at 
Cramond on the Forth in the early 3rd century. Their 
products included flagons, unguent pots, jars, bowls, 
dishes and lidded casserole-type vessels with rounded 
bases, forms which can be closely paralleled on Roman 
sites in North Africa, particularly in central and eastern 
Tunisia (Fig. 5, 89-96)17. They are characterised by a 
distinctive orange to brownish-orange fabric, with sur
faces sometimes heavily burnished to a brownish-red or 
orangy-brown colour; occasionally grey reduced ver
sions of the same types are found. The presence of these 
vessels in the upper levels of the site was first recorded 
by Maxwell (1974, 218-9). A series of excavations 
undertaken in the late 1970s and 1980s has produced 
very substantial quantities of this material and suggested 
that it may belong to the early 3rd century occupation of 
the site, which is attested by a substantial number of 
coins of Severus and Caracalla (information from the 
excavator, N. McQ. Holmes, and the pottery researcher, 
B. Ford). Fabric analysis of a small selection of vessels 
suggests local manufacture. 18 

Until recently, it has been accepted that the garrison 
of Cramond in the Severan period was Cohors V 
Gallorum quingenaria equitata (Dore and Gillam 1979, 
67-8). New evidence from excavations at South Shields, 
however, suggests that this unit (or at least part) was 
probably at that fort then (Bidwell forthcoming). 19 Any 
possibility that the cohort might have been split be
tween the two sites is wholly unsupported by the 
character of the two pottery assemblages; far from 
being similar, the ceramic ranges from South Shields 
and Cramond are strongly divergent. 20 Cohors V 
Gallorum may, therefore, have been at Cramond ear
lier. The prefect of this unit, Lucius Minthonius 
Tertullus, who set up a dedication there (RIB 2134), 
was an African by origin, to judge from his name, 
perhaps from Mactar in Central Tunisia (Birley 1979, 
67). Even so, he would not necessarily have brought 

Africans with him on taking up his appointment. The 
size of Cramond fort in the Severan period is, indeed, 
larger than would have been necessary for a quingenary 
unit, and recent excavations have uncovered evidence 
for a substantial contemporary military industrial com
plex attached to it, perhaps a works-depot (Britannia 11 
(1980),354, and inf. from N. McQ. Holmes). It is thus 
possible that there was a legionary detachment in gar
rison then; this would constitute the most likely context 
for the local manufacture of the North African-style 
pottery. There is, indeed, an undated building inscrip
tion of the Fourth Cohort of Legio II Augusta from the 
site (RIB 2137),21 and the same legion was involved in 
the region constructing Severus' vexillation fortress at 
Carpow on the Tay (Wright 1963; 1974; Leach and 
Wilkes 1977,54-6,59). No Cramond ware, however, 
can be distinguished from an examination of the pottery 
from the latter site, though the amount now surviving 
is relatively small. Legio VI Vietru was also involved 
in the establishment of Carpow, making tiles for the 
bath-house, but there is no Ebor ware there either. 22 

Several indicators point to the probable presence of 
North Africans in the Twentieth Legion at Chester. 
Apart from the tombstone of a Legio XX soldier from 
Theveste (already mentioned), excavations in the Ches
ter fortress have produced several casseroles and plat
ters with North African affinities (Appendix 3; Fig. 4, 
87-8; McPeake et a11980, 27, Fig. 5, 7, Fig. 7, 1 and 
2). Full publication of the excavations of the past few 
decades at Chester is still pending, but it may eventu
ally be possible to recognise additional pottery and 
other material with a North African or western 
mediterranean connection, and to set it in the context 
of the history of the garrison of that fortress. The 
employment at Chester of ceramic vaulting-pipes (tubi 
jittili), a distinctive architectural constructional method, 
has recently been associated with the possible presence 
of a military architect of North African origin (Mason 
1990, 222). This building technique (probably of ear
lier Greek or Sicilian origin), which is particularly well 
represented in Tunisia and eastern Algeria from the 
second half or last quarter of the 2nd century onwards 
(Uzine 1954; Wilson 1992), though also occurring 
much less commonly in earlier monumental buildings 
in Sicily and Italy, is evidenced in Roman Britain only 
in legionary contexts in the fortress baths at Chester 
and Caerleon (Zienkiewicz 1986a, 107-112, 334-6), 
and at York. At the last site, fragments of such terra 
eotta tubes were found in the eolonia, in the early 3rd 
century make-up of the Bishophill terrace which con
tained much rubbish from the fortress (Perrin 1981, 
Fig. 28, 345), and in the fortress itself, in the York 
Minster excavations (York Minster Archive; inf. Dr B 
Heywood), in Swinegate near the site of the baths 
(unpubl; inf. Dr J Monaghan), and in the 2nd to 4th 
century sewer associated with the same baths (Whitwell 
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1976,45, Fig. 21,23),23 perhaps dropped in there when 
the adjacent bath building was under construction; 
such a heavy item could hardly have been washed very 
far! It was suggested that the probable North African 
military architect employed at Chester was on the 
governor's staff, and was involved in a programme of 
renovations instituted under the Severi at all three 
legionary fortresses. This may be questioned on both 
counts. Firstly, dating evidence is lacking at York and 
Chester,24 and is insufficiently precise at Caerleon 
(probably the early 3rd century, no later, but possibly 
earlier). Secondly, a military architectus could be in a 
legion as an immunis (Digest L, 6. 7[6]) or as a 
principalis (Domaszewski-Dobson 1967, xv, 49), or 
promoted on to the staff of the governor (for example, 
elL vi, 2725 = ILS 1,2034). Theoretically, there could, 
in fact, have been architects and other soldiers of North 
African origin in all three legions, since hints of an 
African presence can also be distinguished at Caerleon. 

The evidence for North Africans in Legio II Augusta 
at Caerleon is also rather limited at present, but not 
insignificant. Nine cooking-casseroles, a cooking-plat
ter, a bowl and a flagon, all of North African type, are 
known from the site (Appendix 3; Fig. 4, 77-86). Most 
appear to be late Ebor ware, but some could perhaps be 
imports. Although several of such vessels could per
haps have been acquired merely as novelties, through 
private transactions between legionaries in different 
vexillations serving side by side, it seems likely that 
some were actually being used for cooking in the 
mediterranean manner, for example in the household of 
the Italian commanding officer, probably in the first 
decade of the 3rd century AD (see Appendix 3). In 
addition, a number of unusual and exotic objects at 
Caerleon, including an inlaid strigil, and decorated 
glass with Egyptian and Eastern Mediterranean affini
ties, which occured in contexts dating to within the 
period c160-230 (Boon 1986; AlIen 1986, 107-8), 
might have reached the fortress in the baggage of 
troops from North Africa. 25 

In a review article discussing the Roman inscriptions 
of York, Professor Eric Birley (1966, 728) argued that 
the aftermath of the civil war, which ended with the 
defeat of Clodius Albinus in AD 197, was the most 
likely time for men from North Africa to appear in a 
British legion, an occasion when Septimius Severus 
would have needed to send loyal troops to the island (cf 
Dobson and Mann 1973, 203, n. 56). There must have 
been considerable transfers of men, not least centurions, 
some of whom are likely to have been Africans. Such 
men could well have 'messed together' with their own 
cooks or wives, whom they had brought with them 
from their homeland. 26 Several of the possibly imported 
African-type vessels might have arrived in this way. 

Dr John Mann, who also stressed the improbability 
of such soldiers having been recruited to Britain di-

rectly from Africa, thought that they might have come 
later, in c208 for the British war of Septimius Severus, 
arriving with a detatchment of Legio III Augusta either 
direct from Lambaesis in North Africa, or via a nearby 
province such as Germany (Mann 1983, 24, 79). In 
general support of this suggestion, he cited two dedica
tions, both of which he dated probably to the early 3rd 
century, one erected at Winchester (RIB 88) to 
matri(bus) !talis Germanis Gal(licis) Brit(tis) by a 
beneficiarius consularis, an adjutant on the governor's 
staff, and the other at York (RIB 653) to the mat(~ 
Af(ris It(alis) Gal(licis) by a gubernator, a helmsman 
or pilot of Legio VI Victrix. Both were taken to indicate 
that men from these distant sources were serving as 
officiales on the governor's staff, an establishment 
which often comprised men of diverse origins (1973, 
171, n.273). The dedicator of the York inscription, 
however, is recorded as as gub(ernator) leg(ionis) V/in 
rank and not guber(nator) co (n)s (ularis) , suggesting 
that he held a legionary post. 27 Unfortunately, he is the 
only gubernator known in the entire Roman army, so 
little can be surmised about his likely early career; 
Taruttienus Paternus, however, lists gubernatores among 
the immunes (Digest L. 6. 7.6). It is likely, therefore, 
that this man was addressing his dedication 'to the 
African, Italian and Gallic mother-goddesses' because 
men from those parts were serving with him in the 
legion at York, and he wanted to 'hedge his bets'. As 
is discussed later (Appendix 3), there is ceramic evi
dence to suggest there may have been Gauls as well as 
Africans in Legio VI at this period. The context for the 
arrival in Britain of the African officers and soldiers 
was placed even later by Davies (1977, 179); he sug
gested that most came as part of arrangements made by 
Caracalla (AD 211-217) to ensure the loyalty of the 
northern frontier, following the murder of his brother 
Geta in AD 211. This 'Caracallan settlement', how
ever, has no firm historical basis, and, not all the 
African-type vessels in Britain can be fitted comfort
ably into this period (see Appendix 3). 

From the above discussion, it may be reasonably 
concluded that detachments of soldiers transferred to 
Britain almost certainly contained Africans, and that 
these units were large enough to have included potters. 
Though the indications are strongest for the early 3rd 
century, this is a period for which there is, in any case, 
a disproportionate amount of epigraphic evidence 
throughout the Roman empire, because the increases in 
military pay under Severus and Caracalla (Watson 
1969, 91) meant that more soldiers could more easily 
afford to set up tombstones and dedications. 28 The Holt 
material, nevertheless, points to the probable presence 
of North African soldiers in Britannia from at least the 
Hadrianic period. Moreover, the wide typological range 
of cooking vessels made at at York (Appendix 1), could 
even suggest the arrival of legionaries of African or 
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Mediterranean origin on more than one occasion, per
haps at the very end of the 2nd as well as early in the 
3rd century. 

Although the legions in Britain, as elsewhere, were 
expected to recruit locally, the relatively slow growth 
of citizenship within the province, coupled with the 
preference of some Romano-British citizens to join the 
auxiliary units (Dobson and Mann 1973, 198-205 and 
inf. J. Mann and M. Roxan), must, almost certainly, 
have caused shortfalls. In times of crisis throughout the 
2nd and early 3rd century, the three British legions 
seem to have been unable to cope without reinforce
ments. 29 Vexillations are recorded for the Hadrianic 
and Antonine periods (Jarrett 1976, 146-9; Speidel 
1987), and for the late 2nd and early 3rd centuries 
(Stephens 1987). Unlike Britain, the North African 
provinces of Africa Proconsularis and Numidia, in 
which Legio III Augusta was based at Lambaesis from 
AD 98, seem to have recruits available surplus to 
requirements (Mann 1983, 13-21; Le Bohec 1990, 
495). That vexillations from this legion are recorded in 
other provinces, on a number of occasions throughout 
the 2nd century, clearly demonstrates that it was the 
main region of the empire from which to draw legion
ary reinforcements in times of crisis (eg Mann 1983, 
30,40, 79). Britain was evidently a beneficiary, as the 
Vaga inscription, already mentioned, attests (elL, 
14400); thus, if the British legions fell below strength 
during or after a war, the drafting in of a North African 
vexillation was the obvious solution, 

In the late 120s, therefore, the Africans at Holt may 
have been from an epigraphically unattested detach
ment among the several probably dispatched to Britain 
in A.D. c122 with the emperor Hadrian, following 
Trajan's war (Jarrett 1976). A vexillation from Legio 
III Augusta was already serving on the Danube in Dacia 
(Mann 1983, 40), and by this date could, almost cer
tainly, have been spared from that area to be moved to 
Britain. In the late 2nd century, at least two possible 
occasions can be cited when North Africans might have 
been drafted into Legio VI Victrix; indeed the strength 
of the evidence in York is such that both could perhaps 
apply. The Sixth legion is likely to have incurred a 
shortage of men following the war of Commodus when 
it was almost certainly badly mauled (Dio 72, 8, 1-5). 
This is the probable period when the Italians and 
Noricans attested at Castlecary are thought to have 
been drafted into Legio VI (Jarrett and Mann 1970, 
192-4); it might also be the occasion for the Africans 
at Bar Hill, both groups perhaps forming part of a 
reinforced outpost network of small mobile patrols. 
The British legions would also have been seriously 
under strength and in need of immediate reinforce
ments in AD 197, following the battle of Lugudunum. 

Finally, it seems almost certain, from the ceramic 
and epigraphic evidence that Africans were involved in 

the British expedition of Septimius Severus in AD 208-
211. Severus' own links with North Africa and York, / 
need no repetition here. It was in York, soon to become \ 
the capital of the province of Britannia Inferior, that he 
established his headquarters for the campaigns of 208-
11; there, also, may have been his domus palatina, 
where he died in AD 211 (Birley 1988, 170-189). 
Severus must have brought a vaste entourage with him, 
including a significant section of the praetorian guard, 
together with Legio Il Parthica, the latter probably 
containing Africans at this date (though like the Guard, 
it drew mainly from the Danube legions from Severus 
onwards). In addition, there would have been the comites 
augustorum, at least one of whom, C. Junius Faustinus 
Postumianus, was from Africa Proconsularis (Birley 
1981, 161-4). Any consular senator would certainly 
have had a large part of his household with him, and the 
presence of one or two of such influential people would 
have been enough to create the need for large-scale new 
(ie Mediterranean) cooking arrangements in York, if 
they so desired30. 

Another potential source of evidence for Africans in 
York, though not precisely dated, comes from the 
Trentholme Drive cemetery. There were several indi
cations, such as skull features, limb proportions and 
distinctive dental indices, which suggested the occa
sional presence of people with negroid features (per
haps at least 12), among the predominantly male popu
lation buried there (Warwick 1968, 157; Cooke and 
Rowbottom 1968, 186-7).31 The Trentholme Drive 
cemetery was in use primarily from the mid 2nd to the 
mid 3rd century; in fact, the grave accessory vessels 
included a head-pot (Appendix 2; Fig. 6, 111), and 
many late Ebor jars such as were made in the potteries 
on the Ebor Brewery and Adam's Hydraulics sites. 
Studies of other categories of material from York and 
elsewhere might well amplify the evidence already 
outlined for the presence of North Africans32. 

It remains to assess the evidence, for the possible 
presence at York, of men from yet another part of the 
empire at about this period. A distinctive group of 
locally manufactured cooking-jars with neither Afri
can, nor Romano-British affmities (Fig. 2,44-6), which 
are frequently associated with the African-type vessels 
and which may have been made in the same workshops, 
are detailed in Appendix 1. These Ebor vessels are 
most closely paralleled among the products of potteries 
situated in south-western Provence and the Languedoc, 
and it is suggested that they were probably made by 
men who were familiar with the ceramics of that 
region. In other words, there may have been potters 
from Gallia Narbonensis in York, probably soldiers in 
VI Victrix. The presence of such men could well ac
count for the Gallic element in the dedication of the 
gubernator, already discussed (RIB 652). Three legion
aries are attested from Gallia Narbonensis, who prob-
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ably served in Britain at this period, a signifer from 
A relate , ArIes and an ordinary soldier from Nemausus, 
Nimes (CIL 678, 3182), both in XX Valeria Victrix; 
another ordinary soldier recorded at Arelate had been 
inII Augusta (CIL 677). Unusually (but like three of the 
Africans drafted into British legions), they appear to 
have made the long journey home, presumably after 
discharge, a possible indication that they had not been 
in the British province long before their retirement (cf 
above n.8). Mann (1983, 24, n. 272 and 90-92; cf 79) 
suggests that these legionaries too, are unlikely to have 
arrived from Gallia Narbonensis via normal recruit
ment channels, but may have been 'transferred to the 
British army by Severus after his defeat of Albinus in 
AD 197, to make good the losses it must have sustained 
during the fighting'. This is one of the occasions 
already suggested for the transfer of Africans into the 
Twentieth and the Sixth Legions. It may be that rein
forcements from both regions were divided between all 
three British legions, either shortly after the battle of 
Lugudunum, or following their transfer to Britain, 
either in the late 190s or subsequently at the time of 
Severus' expedition. This would best accord with the 
ceramic evidence outlined below (Appendix 3). 

APPENDIX 1 
Late 2nd to 3rd century Ebor ware in York 

Discussion: the North African and Mediterranean Background 
Of the Ebor ware made in York at this period, almost all the 
casseroles, bowls, dishes, flagons, and head-pots have forms 
which are paralleled either in North Africa, or, in a few 
instances in the western or north-western Mediterranean 
littoral. Many late Ebor vessels comprise common utilitarian 
forms, such as were manufactured (in varying degrees of 
coarseness) by numerous local potteries in the North African 
provinces. A few are types which were also made by the 
producers of African red slip wares, and can be found in 
Hayes' catalogue of partially slipped culinary forms (cfHayes 
181-2 and 184). Some North African potteries were, indeed, 
producing coarse and fine-ware versions of the same basic 
vessels side by side. 

Several excellent studies of coarse pottery from excavations 
in Libya and Tunisia have been published in the past two 
decades, for example at Berenice (Riley 1979) and at Sabratha 
(Dore and Keay 1989); unfortunately these are not numerous 
and many earlier reports pay disproportionate attention to fine 
slipped tablewares and virtually ignore the common kitchen 
wares. In addition, there is a dearth of stratified deposits of the 
late 1 st to mid 3rd century. For most of the published ceramic 
assemblages, the material comes from deeply stratified urban 
sites, where pottery is superabundant; there, the problems of 
residuality are so considerable as to pose a major obstacle to the 
precise dating of pottery types. It is, therefore, fair to say that 
the study of Roman utilitarian wares in North Africa is gener
ally stilI in its early stages, that dating is often relatively 
imprecise, and that regional variations have not yet been de
fined. It is possible that some ofthe British contexts containing 
late Ebor wares, may provide more secure dating for some of 

these copies of African forms than is yet available for the 
originals in North Africa. From the late 1st century onwards, 
cooking wares, as well as the better known fme tablewares, 
were exported from the North African provinces in very sub
stantial quantities to much ofthe Mediterranean littoral, and by 
the mid to late 2nd century were even being copied by potteries 
on its western and north-western shores, for example, in south
ern Spain (Nolla et a11982) and in southern France (Pellecuer 
and Pomerades 1991).33 For the 2nd and early 3 rd centuries, in 
fact, some of the best dated stratified examples of North 
African utilitarian wares come from excavations at the port and 
town of Ostia, near Rome (Ostia I-IV). 

One of the most interesting features of the late Ebor ware 
repertoire is the very wide range of forms of casseroles and 
bowls. No single site in the North African provinces has 
produced these vessels in such variety. Several interpreta
tions are possible: one is that these pots span a considerable 
chronological period at York, during which time their forms 
gradually changed; for example, Fig. 1, 17-21, or 24-5 could 
be taken to represent typological evolutions in time. For most 
Ebor vessels, however, no simple typological evolution can 
be surmised. Indeed, it is becoming evident in North Africa 
itself, for example at Raqqada, Central Tunisia (Salomonson 
1968, Tabl. Ill), that many forms, such as casseroles, prob
ably remained in production for long periods with little 
morphological change. The second, and more likely interpre
tation, is that the York potters came from different parts of 
the North African and possibly also from adjacent provinces, 
and that their products reflect several diverse regional ce
ramic traditions. Thus, while many parallels to Ebor forms 
can be found in Libya, and, in particular, in Tunisia and 
Eastern Algeria (ie in the provinces of Africa Proconsularis 
and Numidia), the ceramic traditions of lands bordering on 
the western Mediterranean (where such pots were often cop
ied) may have provided sources of inspiration for a smaller 
number of vessels. A number of parallels to Ebor forms come 
from on coastal towns and ports, such as Carthage, Sabratha 
(Africa Proconsularis) and Berenice (Cyrenaica), but these 
sites, inevitably, drew their supplies and influences from very 
diverse sources; such material is thus less reliable for the 
recognition of local traits. 

Whether all these regional styles evident at York were 
contemporary, or whether some were slightly later introduc
tions than others is, therefore, not certain at present. The 
latter, nevertheless, remains a possibility, but details should 
eventually become clearer as more and better dated stratified 
groups, both in York and in the various regions of North 
Africa and the western mediterranean littoral, are excavated 
and analysed. The abundant North African epigraphic evi
dence for the soldiers of Legio III Augusta indicates that, 
although at this period many men were recruited from the 
older coloniae and from the region around the fortress of 
Lambaesis itself, others came from further afield, from 
Mauretania Caesariensis and Tingitana, and even from Italy 
(Mann 1983 14-21, 74-5; Le Bohec 1990, 499-502, Figs. 
108-110). If soldier-potters from these sources were among 
those drafted into the Sixth Legion, this could provide one 
possible explanation for the diversity of vessels in York. 

Of the late Ebor ware forms appearing at about this 
period, the jars (often made in grey ware), are the most 
difficult to parallel (Fig 2, 42-46). This is because such 
proportionately tall vessels were rarely used for cooking in 
North Africa, being relatively unstable and, therefore, un-
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suitable for 'brazier-cuisine'. Two distinct types can be dis
cerned, both incorporating arrangements for seating a lid, 
butt-shaped jars, occasionally grooved on the shoulder, with 
a fairly short sharply everted rather thick rim, sometimes 
slightly cupped internally (42-3), and secondly, jars with a 
flat-topped triangular or near triangular rim, cut back inter
nally j~ below the lip (44-6). Both these jar types were 
presumabJy-intended to cater for the non-African (or non
mediterranean) elements in the garrison, who were unfamil
iar with the techniques of brazier-cuisine. 

The butt-type jar (Fig. 2, 42-3) is well represented among 
the wasters from the Aldwark excavations, and was presum
ably made alongside some of the African-type products; it is 
regularly associated with such vessels in the fortress and 
colonia. 34 The morphological affinities of such cooking pots 
are ambiguous, since they could be considered Afro-British 
hybrids, or copies of regional Romano-British vessel types, 
or even Narbonensian. One possible interpretation is that they 
represent cooking-jar versions of African casseroles, since 
their short, thick, slightly cupped rims closely ressemble rims 
occurring on a type of bowl common in Libya and Tunisia (eg 
at Sabratha: Dore 1989, 120-123, Fig. 31, types 46-50; and 
at Uzita: van der Werff 1982, Abb. 4, type 4, Abb. 6, type 
9). In Britain, vessels of identical profile are common in 
Flavian-Trajanic contexts, particularly on military sites, but 
there is a marked chronological break between these and the 
appearance of the late Ebor jars; a continuous line of devel
opment cannot, thus, be postulated. On the other hand, the 
York cooking-pots are not unlike some of the contemporary 
products of the South Yorkshire pottery industry in the 
Doncaster region, where a range of jars, often lid-seated and 
sometimes with shoulder grooves, has been recorded (see 
Catalogue). The rims of these last, on the other hand, are 
generally thinner, longer and more curved than those of the 
York butt-jars; whether they are sufficiently close to be 
classed as prototypes, is open to question. Certainly, Doncaster, 
as the vicus of a former military establishment, could well 
have supplied recruits for Legio VI, and such men would be 
familiar with their local kiln products. A third possibility is 
that these butt-jars originated in south-western Provence or 
the Languedoc and that their form was introduced to York at 
the same time as the jars with flat-topped rims, discussed 
below. Parallels can, indeed, be found in the same areas of 
Gallia Narbonensis (see catalogue), but they are general 
rather than exact; however, until more local utilitarian wares 
have been published and detailed studies of the ceramics of 
that region undertaken, the likelihood of a precise link with 
should not be discounted. 

The second jar type (Fig. 2, 45-6), that with the flat
topped rim, is not certainly known to have been made on the 
Ebor Brewery site, but one of more wasters of variants of the 
form have recently been recognised among the material from 
the Adam's Hydraulics excavations (cf Fig. 2, 45, and a 
cooking pot with a rim similar to jar 44). That its source of 
production was undoubtedly local, was recognised by John 
Gillam twenty five years ago (1968, 66-8), on account of its 
frequent occurrence in the fortress and colonia, and its rarity 
elsewhere in northern Britain. 35 Its stratigraphic associations 
suggest that it was probably manufactured in York at the same 
time as African-type vessels and the butt-jars;36 unlike the 
former, on the other hand, it has no apparent antecedents in 
North Africa, nor indeed, elsewhere in Britain. 

In the extreme south of France, however, ranges of jars 

can be found, which are closely similar, and, in some cases, 
identical in form, to these late Ebor cooking-pots. Vessels 
with this profile constituted a major componant (about 40%) 
in the repertoire of a midllate 2nd to early 3rd century 
regional industry situated in the Libron Valley, Herault 
(Languedoc). It was making kitchen wares ("ceramique brune 
orange bitterroise": generally referred to as B.O.B.) and 
distributing them at least as far as Nimes, Provence (Pellecuer 
and Pomaredes 1991, Fig. 2, type A, Fig. 6). Other contem
porary potteries in that same region were apparently manu
facturing vessels with analogous rims; some, in a chalky 
fabric ("pate calcaire"), were associated with the B.O.B. 
products in an early 3rd century deposit at Ambrussum 
(Villetelle), Herault (Raynaud 1986, Fig. 6, 95)37. A limited 
range of African-type cooking wares, casseroles, platters and 
lids, were sometimes made by these industries alongside such 
jar forms (cf Pellecuer and Pomaredes 1991, Figs. 2-3, types 
B, C and E). 

The reproduction in detail of the intricacies of these Ebor 
jars suggests that their makers, most probably soldiers, had 
first hand knowledge of their profiles, and are thus likely to 
have originated in that part of Gallia Narbonensis where they 
were current. In Britain, the profile of these cooking-pots is 
very similar to that of the so-called Dales-type jar, the latter 
differing only in having a more elongated rim with an inward
sloping rather than a flat top. This suggests that the Dales
type jar may be a development of the Ebor jar and, in turn, 
calls into question the accepted native British origin for the 
Dales ware cooking-pot, traditionally thought to have consti
tuted the prototype of this jar form (Fig. 2, 47; Loughlin 
1977). Indeed, preliminary work on pottery from some of the 
unpublished excavations in York, suggests that the appear
ance of both Dales-type cooking-pots, and the triangular
rimmed (proto-Dales) variety preceeded that of Dales ware 
jars (inf. R Perrin and J Monaghan). Surprising as it may 
seem, the development of the Dales ware jars probably owes 
more to the north-west Mediterranean than to north-west 
Lincolnshire! The introduction and manufacture of these 
Narbonensian-derived jar forms influenced at least a genera
tion of cooking-pots in the York region and, indeed, beyond, 
in north-eastern Britain. The variety which resulted from the 
copying of such (probably initially military) innovations, by 
local, possibly civilian potters, is well illustrated by the wide 
spectrum of related jars in the Trentholme Drive cemetery 
(Gillam 1968, Figs. 23-4). 

It may be that the men from GaUia Narbonensis were also 
making some of the African-type casseroles and platters, in 
particular, forms imported or manufactured in their home 
territory which would have been familiar to them (cf perhaps 
Fig. 1,4,5 and 22, and Fig. 2, 26-8, and 35-38). Such second
generation imitations are not always clearly distinguishable 
from direct copies of North African prototypes. Where appro
priate, therefore, parallels have been quoted from both North 
Africa and the north-western mediterranean littoral; indeed, 
contexts from the latter areas are often better dated. 

Catalogue of Types of Late Ebor Ware Vessels in York 
Vessels 1-46 are all from York, and unless otherwise stated, 
all the forms described below are in the oxidised fabrics, 
Ebor 1, 112 or 2. 

1. Flagon with flaring neck, from the General Accident 
site (Perrin 1990, Fig. 111, 1185). Well attested in 
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Central Tunisia, eg at Raqqada (Salomonson 1968, 91, 
Fig. 8; 132, Fig. 43, 26a and band tabl. IV, 26a and 
b), generally similar vessels are dated to the 3rd cen
tury, but may begin slightly earlier. Cf also examples at 
Tipasa, northern Algeria (Baradez 1957, PI. 11, 12b). 

2. Jug version of vessel 1: residual in a 4th century deposit 
on the General Accident site (Perrin 1990, Fig. 111, 
1186). 

3. Flagon with slightly bulging neck and an elongated, 
rather flattened beaded rim, from York Minster excava
tions (York Minster Archive OCE/187). This form is 
relatively common in Tunisia and adjacent territory; a 
large series of probably related vessels, with similar but 
more exaggerated features, occur in the cemeteries at 
Setif, Algeria (Guery 1985, Pis. xlix, I, and lii), at 
Raqqada (Salomonson 1968, 97, Fig. 12 and tabl. 11, 
xiv), at Uzita, eastern Tunisia (van der Werff 1982, 
Afb. form 2c, PI. 49, 4), and at the port of Berenice 
(Cyrenaica), the last in mid 2nd to 3rd century contexts 
(Riley 1979, Figs. 138-140, 1139, and 1156-8). 

4. Hempispherical bowl with a rim of "half almond" 
profile, from York Minster excavations (York Minster 
Archive PH 7011205); the type is represented among the 
Aldwark kiln waste. This was a common form in North 
Africa and on the western Mediterranean littoral. Wheel
thrown and handmade (Pantellerian ware) versions oc
cur in contexts of mid 2nd to mid 3rd century at the 
ports of Sabratha, Libya (Do re 1989,220-222, Fig. 61, 
293-4), and Cosa, western Italy (Dyson 1976, Fig. 59, 
LS52) and in southern France, a region where the form 
was also manufactured in sigillata claire B/lucente 
(Desbat 1988, Fig. 1, form 12; Desbat and Picon 1988, 
Fig. 1, 2, and Fig. 2, 1/3); cf also an example at 
Ambrussum (Raynaud 1986, Fig. 5, 53.). 

5. Bowl or dish similar to previous, but with the rim 
slightly inturned; from Bishophill (Perrin 1981, Fig. 
34, 444). 

6. Miniature shouldered bowl with tiny everted rim in grey 
Ebor ware: from the York Minster excavations (York 
Minster Archive; GS/85). This type has a close resem
blance to vessels from the Setif, Tipasa and Raqqada 
cemeteries (Guery 1985, PI. XXXIX, 182a, d; Baradez 
1961, PI. v, Tombes XIV b and XV c: Ennabli et al 
1973, PI. xvii, Tombe B 20), and was also local to Uzita 
(van der Werff 1982, PI. 44, 27). 

7. Bowl, probably a variant of the previous: from the 
General Accident site (Perrin 1990, - Fig. 112, 1206). 
Not uncommon in Algeria (Mauretania Caesariensis) , 
eg at Caesarea/Cherchel (Leveau 1984, Fig. 248, 
221.93), this form is also represented in Tunisia, at 
Uzita (van der Werff 1982, Fig. 44, 13). 

8. Miniature segmental bowl with a hint of a carination in 
the upper part of the wall: from York Minster excava
tions (York Minster Archive PE US/8). Close parallels 
occur in the Setif cemetery (Guery 1985, PI. XXXIX, 
159f), at Uzita (van der Werff 1982, PI. 51, 8) and at 
the port of Leptiminus (Lamta), eastern Tunisia (Dore 
1992, form 50). 

9. Shallow hemispherical bowl with two external grooves 
below the rim, from the General Accident site (Perrin 
1990, Fig. 112, 1208). The ancestry of this vessel lies 
ultimately in late Italian sigillata; its derivatives, which 
included African red slip ware, were produced by many 

potteries throughout the mediterranean region. Cf the 
African red slip tableware form, Hayes 9b, dated to the 
second half of the 2nd century. 

10. Bowl, burnished externally, with an upright, almost 
wall-sided protruding rim and an elaborately moulded 
internal lid-ledge: from York Minster excavations (York 
Minster Archive AG 136/13): a form recorded among 
the Aldwark pottery waste. The type has a long ancestry 
in North Africa (with Hellenistic antecedents), and can 
be seen in some variety over a protracted period, either 
with a foot-ring, or with a rounded base, as seems to 
have been the case with the Ebor products; this particu
lar example is generally reminiscent of pots from the 
Setif cemetery (Guery 1985, PI. XXXIII, 154), from 
Sabratha (Dore 1989, Fig. 27, 24.2703), and from 
Uzita (van der Werff 1982, PI. 43, 6). 

11. Bowl with sharply triangular undercut rim (probably 
originally with a foot-ring base): from York Minster 
excavations (York Minster Archive PH 7011237), com
parable forms were probably made in the Aldwark 
workshops. A long-lived type in North Africa, exam
ples appear at Sabratha in deposits dating from the mid 
1st to the mid 3rd century (Dore 1989, Fig. 46, 161-2); 
the profile is also recorded on bowls and mortaria at 
Pollentia, Mallorca (Vegas 1962, 120, Bild 4, 7). In 
Britain, a similar form was probably made at the Bar 
Hill fort (Fig. 5, 101). 

12-16. The following casseroles, distinguished by a pointed 
rim and a pronounced internal lid-seating scoop, are also 
characteristically Tunisian in profile; there is some evidence 
to suggest that this general type was made in the Ebor 
Brewery and Adam's Hydraulics figlinae:-

12. From the Bishophill site (Perrin 1981, Fig. 35, 455); cf 
similar bowls at Uzita (van der Werff 1982, PI. 43, 9), 
and at Cosa, the latter, stratified in a 3rd century deposit 
(Dyson 1973, Fig. 55, LS11) . 

13. Unusually small casserole, from a pre-terrace feature on 
the Bishophill site (Perrin 1981, Fig. 28, 323); small 
vessels, closely similar to this, have been frequently 
encountered in a cemetery recently excavated at 
Leptiminus (inf J .N. Dore), and larger versions are also 
present on the site (Dore 1992, form 13). 

14. Small casserole, from a feature preceeding the Bishophill 
terrace (Perrin 1981, Fig. 28, 322). Parallels occur at 
Raqqada (Ennabli et al1973, PI. XXXIX, Tombe B37, 
Ph.35), at Uzita (van der Werff 1982, PI. 17,39), and 
on the central Tunisian kiln site of Henchir el Guellal, 
Zegalass (Peacock et al 1990, Fig. 10, 12). 

15. This high-shouldered vessel has a protruding internal 
stop to seat a lid: from the Bishophill site (Perrin 1981, 
Fig. 35, 457). There are analogous casseroles at Uzita 
(van der Werff 1982, PI. 20, 27), Sabratha (Dore 1989, 
Fig. 34, 58.574, and 61.674), and Cosa (Dyson 1973, 
Fig. 55, LSll). 

16. From the make-up of the Bishophill terrace (Perrin 
1981, Fig. 30, 383); cf examples at Uzita (van der 
Werff 1982, PI. 17,36; PI. 19,24; PI. 27, no. 30) and 
Raqqada (Ennabli et al 1973, PI. XXX, Tombe B 24). 

17. Casserole with a hooked rim and a narrow low lid
groove, from York Minster (Keene 1976, Fig. 16,46). 
Common in Central Tunisia in the 2nd to 3rd century, 
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generally similar vessels seen at Raqqada (Salomonson 
1968, Tabl. V, xlb; Ennabli et at 1973, pI. xiii, Tombe 
A-11, PI. xiv, Tomb B1), and Mactar, Central Tunisia 
(Picard et at 1977, 169, Fig. 34, 329). 

18. Casserole with a slight shoulder, rounded rim and shal
low internal dishing for a lid: from York Minster exca
vations (York Minster ArchiveMT/P49-56. 58, 60-63). 
The type is most common in Tunisia and Tripolitania, eg 
atUzita (vander Werff1982, Afb. 4, form 5; PI. 22, 31; 
PI. 27, 31); exported to Ostia, apparently from the 
F1avian period, it was abundant there in the 2nd and 3rd 
centuries (Ostia I, tav. XII, 267). 

19. Casserole with an inward-leaning wall, a rounded rim 
with a deep internal lid-seating groove and a slightly 
rilled surface: from the Bishophill site (Perrin 1981, 
Fig. 35, 452); the form was present among the kiln 
waste from the Ebor Brewery and Adam's Hydraulics 
sites. The profile is primarily Tripolitanian/Tunisian, 
with examples at Mactar (Pi card et at 1977, 176, Fig. 
36, 369) and Uzita (van der Werff 1982, PI. 32, 13). 

20. Casserole, perhaps a devolved version of the previous 
two vessels; the rim is beaded externally and internally: 
from York Minster (York Minster Archive PG 1601 
201). Examples also occurred in the pottery dump at 
Adam's Hydraulics. 

21. Casserole with a beaded rim, flattened internally to seat 
a lid: from the Bishophill site (Perrin 1981, Fig. 34, 
443). The type occurred in the Aldwark and Adam's 
Hydraulics kiln deposits. Also primarily a Tunisian 
form, it has been recorded on kiln sites there (Peacock 
et at 1990, Fig 4, 7), and at Mactar (Picard et at 1977, 
176, Fig. 36, 368), in the Raqqada cemetery, (Ennabli et 
at 1973, PI. v, Tombe A, 7-Ph7), and at Uzita (van der 
Werff 1982, Afb. 4, form 10; Afb. 6, form 12); an 
example was stratified in the construction deposits of the 
Antonine temple at Sabratha (Kenrick 1986, Fig. 92, 
44). 

22. Casserole; the rim is beaded externally and grooved on 
the inner lip: from the Bishophill terrace deposit (Perrin 
1981, Fig. 30, 384). The form ultimately derives from 
Hayes type 197, the most popular casserole in the 
African Black-top ware repertoire (ie plain unslipped 
kitchen-ware versions of African red slip ware: Hayes 
1976, 87-8). Local to Carthage and adjacent parts of 
North Africa, Hayes 197s were widely imitated in utili
tarian fabrics with varying degrees of precision, not only 
in North Africa, but along the western and north-western 
mediterranean littoral. Cf examples at Carthage in Black
top ware (Hayes 1976, Fig. 2, group V, 13), and general 
copies in other fabrics in Mauretania (at Cherchel: 
Leveau 1984, Fig. 247, Type 5), in Italy (at Cosa: Dyson 
1976, 141, Fig. 54, LS6), in Spain (at Barcelona: Vegas 
1973,25, Fig. 6, 5); also in southern France, in late 2nd 
to early 3rd century contexts, eg at Ambrussum, where 
imported and locally produced versions occur (Raynaud 
1986, Fig. 3, 10; Fig. 7, 129), and at Lunel-Viel, 
Languedoc (Raynaud 1984, Fig. 18, 34-8). 

23. Casserole or bowl with a semi-circular rim, peaked at the 
tip and swelling internally, with a broad lid-seating 
hollow: unstratified, from the Museum Gardens interval 
tower (Keene 1976, Fig. 14, 19); an example with a foot
ring base was found among the Aldwark kiln material. A 
casserole of closely similar profile was associated with 

the construction of the Antonine temple at Sabratha, 
where it was considered to be Tripolitanian or central 
southern Tunisian (Kenrick 1986, Fig. 92, 46) and 
another from the same site occurred in a late 2nd century 
context (Dore 1989, Fig. 27, 27.672); the form also 
appears at Uzita (van der Werff 1982, PI. 5, 16). 

24-25. The following two casseroles both appear among the 
Aldwark/Adam's Hydraulics kiln waste; the nature of their 
deposition makes it impossible to tell whether or not 25 could 
be a local typological development of 24, as might be appear 
from their profiles. 

24. From St. Mary's Abbey, Museum Gardens, outside the 
fortress (Keene 1968, 130, no. 5); the tip of the rim has 
a peaked lid-stop. The affinities of this rather oval rim 
form may lie along the the western Mediterranean 
littoral, although such a marked internal swelling is not 
easy to parallel. For the same general type, cf casse
roles at Carthage (Hoist et at 1991, Abb. 18, 17), 
Cherchel (Leveau 1984, Fig. 247, type 3.143, 4.151 
and 6.143), and Centelles, southern Spain (Riiger 1969 
Abb. 3, 3), and vessels in the B.O.B repertoire, south
ern France (Pellecuer and Pomaredes 1991, Fig. 2, type 
Bl, Fig. 6, 16). 

25. A more squat, inturned version of the previous, but 
lacking the protruding lid-stop; found outside the for
tress, at Bootham School (Keene 1968, 130, no. 4). 
Kenrick records a similar form in fine Tripolitanian 
ware from Berenice (1985, Fig. 74, 709, apparently 
residual in a 6th century context), and a small number 
of analogous casseroles were used at Gabii, Latium, 
Italy (Vegas 1968, 40, Fig. 14, 153) and at Sabratha in 
Pantellerian ware (Do re 1989, Fig. 84, 314.), though 
they were not common at the last site. 

26. Casserole; this elongated, near upright rim has a shal
low lid-seating groove at the tip; from the Bishophill 
site (Perrin 1981, Fig. 35, 459); examples with sagging 
bases are present among the kiln waste from the Ebor 
Brewery and Adam's Hydraulics sites. No exact paral
lels are known, but a bowl with a general ressemblance, 
but a more inward-leaning rim, in a B.O.B. fabric, 
came from an early 3rd century context at Ambrussum 
(Raynaud 1986, Fig. 3, 28). 

27. Casserole with upright wall. This dark grey, unevenly 
reduced, probable kiln waster, was intrusive in the 
Hadrianic-Antonine Borthwick kiln dump,38 but, like the 
(probably related) casserole 28, from the same deposit, it 
had almost certainly originated from the Aldwark work
shops. The rim has a small convex moulding on the top to 
position a lid and the base was clearly intended to be 
sagging, but the potter has managed only a semi-cham
fered profile (reminiscent ofBlack -burnished ware bowls); 
there must be the suspicion that the maker of this vessel 
was either not au jait with the technique of forming a 
sagging base or simply not too concerned with such details. 
This is not a Tunisian type, and its ancestry may lie further 
west; it may perhaps be related to vessels recorded in 
Cherchel, Mauretania (Leveau 1984, Fig. 247, types 
2.143, 3.150 and 4.19) and in the Languedoc, France 
(Pellecuer and Pomaredes 1991, Type B, Fig. 6, 12-15), 
themselves perhaps, ultimately, imprecise copies of the 
common Black-top ware casserole form, Hayes 197. 
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28. Casserole, with upright wall, slightly sagging base and 
lid-seating grooves inside and on top of the rather 
squared-off rim: find-spot as previous (King 1974, Fig. 
9, 9). Generally similar squarish rims, though usually 
lacking the internal lid-ledge, seem more at home in the 
western Mediterranean littoral; there are examples at 
Cherchel (Leveau 1984, Fig. 247, type 2), at Ostia in 2nd 
to 3rd century contexts (Ostia I, Tav. xii, 268 and 278; 
Ostia Ill, Tav. xx, 91), among the kiln products at 
Llafranc, Spain (Nolla et al1982, Fig. 10, 5, 6, 8) and 
in the B.O.B. industry of the Languedoc (Pellecuer and 
Pomerades 1991, Type Bl, Fig. 6, 10 and 20); all may 
be distantly related to the Black-top casserole form, 
Hayes 197. 

29. Shallow casserole or deep dish with an interned upper 
wall and a slight flattened moulding on the outer face: 
from the Bishophill site (Perrin 1981, Fig. 35, 460). 
Examples are published from Sabratha (Dore 1989, Fig. 
64, 306.2427), and tableware versions were made in 
African red slip ware (Hayes 6). 

30. Dish; the markedly convex wall and sagging base are 
separated by a small stabilising flange for use on a 
brazier: from York Minster excavations (York Minster 
Archive PG 160110, 25, 113, 193); such forms were 
manufactured in the Ebor Brewery workshops. This 
plain-rimmed, convex-walled version of a basic North 
African type, may be essentially a western Mediterra
nean form; cf examples from Pollentia, Mallorca (Vegas 
1965, Fig. 3, 3 and 4). 

31. Dish as previous, but with a continuously smooth curve 
from wall to base: from York Minster excavations 
(York Minster Archive PH US/5); general parallels as 
previous. 

32. Dish with convex wall; probably related to 30 and 31, but 
the "flange" in this case constitutes wide foot-ring and 
the base is slightly concave; a marked internal step at the 
wall/base junction, as here, generally serves to distin
guish incomplete examples ofthis form from their round
bottomed counterparts (after May 1911, PI. XV, 18). 

33. Dish, analogous to 30-31, but with shallow groove 
(instead of a flange) at the wall/base junction to steady 
the vessel on a brazier; from Rougier Street site (Perrin 
1990, Fig. 128, 1467). This less common version ap
pears at Uzita (van der Werff 1982, Afb, form 8) 

34. Lid in grey Ebor ware, with a horizontal flange and a 
small protruding lid-stop: from York Minster excava
tions (York Minster Archive AF US/163). Generally 
similar lids occur at Uzita (van der Werff 1982, PI. 5, 
11, PI. 40, 33). 

35-39. These domed lids with upturned, often rolled rims are 
among the most commonly encountered African-type vessels 
in Britain. They are well-represented in York, and were 
apparently made at the Aldwark/Adam's Hydraulics kiln 
sites; their relatively large diameters suggest that many were 
used in conjunction with platters of form 30-33. The form, 
which is thought to derive ultimately from Pompeian red 
ware, was ubiquitous throughout North Africa and the west
ern mediterranean, from at least the mid 2nd to mid 3rd 
century, occurring in fine African red slip and in Black-top 
wares (eg Hayes 182 and 195), as well as in coarser local 
fabrics, eg at Cherchel (Leveau 1984, Fig. 246, form 4, nos. 
150 and 188), and at Uzita (van der Werff 1982, PI. 13, 38). 

35. Lid from York Minster excavations (York Minster Ar
chive PK 21119). 

36. Lid from York Minster excavations (York Minster Ar
chive PH 7011120). 

37. Lid: intrusive in the Borthwick kiln dump (BI 70.4/ 
TH2a), probably a later stray from the Aldwark work
shops. 

38. Lid as above (BI 70.4/PIO.4). 
39. Lid, from York Minster excavations (York Minster 

Archive PK 69/464-66); generally similar to Hayes 
culinary form 196, a long-lived type dating from the late 
1st/early 2nd century. 

40. Lid, from York Minster excavations (York Minster 
Archive PH 700/489). 

41. Lid, from York Minster excavations (York Minster 
Archive PH 701120, 123,209); probably same general 
type as Hayes 196. 

42. Butt-shaped jar in grey Ebor ware, with a cupped 
sharply everted, blunt-ended rim, a type made on the 
Aldwark site: from the Trentholme Drive cemetery 
(Gillam 1968, 64-5, Fig. 23, 60), where many similar 
vessels, (with and without shoulder grooves) were found. 
Generally similar vessels, though with less stubby rims 
were made near Doncaster, in the South Yorkshire 
potteries (Buckland et al 1980, Fig. 5, 90-91, Fig. 6, 
116-120; Cregeen 1957, Fig. 3, 113-4, 117; Annable 
1960, Fig. 9, 82-3). An alternative origin for the type 
(see discussion preceeding this catalogue) may lie in the 
Languedoc or south-western Provence, where generally 
analogous, locally produced, lid-seated jars have been 
published from Lunel-Viel (Raynaud 1984, Fig. 18, 
332, in a context dated 190-220 AD), from Ambrussum 
(Raynaud 1986, Fig. 7, 110, Fig. 8, 134, in an early 3rd 
century context) and from the Montmaurin villa (Fouet 
1969, Fig. 118 upper line; undated). 

43. Butt-jar in oxidised Ebor ware; same general type as 
previous, but with a more tapering rim: from Bishophill 
(Perrin 1980, Fig. 33, 412). 

44. Medium-mouthed, necked storage-jar with rilled shoul
der and sub-square, flat-topped lid-seated rim: from the 
St. Mary's Abbey site (Keene 1968, 130-131,6): prob
ably related to 45 and 46 (below). A reject cooking-pot 
with an analogous rim was recorded in the Adam's 
Hydraulics excavations. Necked jars with generally 
similar rims can be found in local fabrics in an early 3rd 
century context at Ambrussum, (Raynaud 1986, Fig. 8, 
133, 137 and 152). 

45. Cooking-jar in coarse greyish-brown Ebor ware; the 
flat-topped triangular rim is not unlike that on vessel 44, 
but is more triangular and has a very slight hint of an 
internal lid-seating: from the York Minster excavations 
(York Minster Archive MT/567). Similar vessels came 
from the Trentholme Drive cemetery (Gillam 1968, 
Fig. 23, 66 and 68). 

46. Cooking-pot with flat topped lid-seated rim of classic 
"proto-Dales-type" form in grey ware, from the 
Trentholme Drive cemetery (Gillam 1968, Fig. 23,70). 
Cf jars made in the Hebron Valley, Languedoc, France 
(Pellecuer et Pomerades 1991, type A, Fig. 4), and 
recorded in an early 3rd century context at Ambrussum 
(Raynaud 1986, Fig. 3, 23, Fig. 6, 95); for a considera
tion of the origins of this and 44-5, see discussion 
preceeding this catalogue. 
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47. Dales ware cooking-pot in the native handmade brown
ish-grey shell-gritted cooking fabric of north Lincoln
shire (see above); the form is probably derived from the 
triangular-rimmed Ebor jars, but has a more elongated 
less triangular rim, with the flat top sloping inwards,; 
from the Trentholme Drive cemetery (Gillam 1968, 
Fig. 24, 83). 

APPENDIX 2 
Head-pots in Northern Britain: A Reconsideration 

Dating, affinities and context 
In 1984, a distinctive group of orange ware head-pots with 
possible North African affinities (Fig. 6), which appeared to 
be concentrated in York, was identified and described by 
Gillian Braithwaite (1984, 115-9). Since then more frag
ments have been published or recognised, which serve to re
emphasise their York connection, for example, from the sites 
in the colonia at General Accident (Braithwaite 1990, 270-
271, Fig. 127, 1446-7, PIs. xviib and xx), and Bishophill 
(Roberts IV 1982, D 38.9), from unpublished excavations in 
the fortress and canabae (inf J. Monaghan; also unprovenanced 
fragments, probably from York, noted by the author in the 
Yorkshire Museum), and from Appletree Farm, Heworth, 
near York (Wenham 1968b, 59, Fig. 11, 2).39 It now seems 
clear, moreover, that these vessels were made in a fabric 
rather similar to Ebor 1 or 112 ware (ie mostly orange but 
very occasionally grey), the basic form being wheel-thrown, 
and then hand-sculpted40 and heavily burnished, a technique 
unlike that found on face-vases of Mediterranean origin, 
which were often made in a two piece mould. 

Braithwaite (1984, 117) suggested that the York head-pots 
should be expected to belong to the late 3rd and 4th centuries. 
Because of the paucity of the available dating evidence in 
York, this was based largely on the published chronology of 
a group of well-known and generally (but not precisely) 
analogous head-vases from Tunisia, some of which were 
made in African red slip ware or closely allied fabrics. These 
included the products of the workshop of Navigius and con
temporary officinae working in similar traditions, which have 
been dated, mostly on art-historical grounds, to the late 3rd 
and 4th century (Salomonson 1969, 88-95). Such vessels 
evidently had a relatively wide but thin distribution, mainly 
along the mediterranean littoral, with a few reaching the 
north-western provinces of the empire, though excluding 
Britannia. Braithwaite (1984, 115) did, however, also point 
out that there was a continuous tradition of such vessels in 
North Africa, ultimately stemming from Hellenistic and Etrus
can head-vases. 

In general terms, the York products are not quite like the 
head-pots of Navigius and allied potters. In proportions, they 
are much more squat, lacking the very tall narrow necks of 
many of the North African examples. Moreover, they com
prise mainly female heads, whereas the Tunisian pots are 
most frequently male. It seems likely that the output of 
Navigius and his contemporaries represents just one strand 
among many regional North African head-vase traditions. 
Their heads are better known, mainly because their work
shops made other fine and elaborate relief-decorated moulded 
vessels in African red slip ware, which were widely traded. 
Salomonson, who discussed the Navigius range, noted also 
the existence of Punic and neo-Punic head-pots (1968, 136-

8, Fig. 47.3), and cited funerary contexts of the mid 1st 
century AD at Raqqada, in Central Tunisia and at Tipasa, 
Algeria, which contained male and female head-vases (eg 
Baradez 1957, PI. I, tombe (l)a ). Later authorities began to 
suggest a general date span of 2nd to 3rd century for North 
African head-pots (eg Horn and Riiger 1979, 642, Taf. 142). 
It was, however, the seminal work of John Hayes that enabled 
the pottery of North Africa to be seen in its wider mediterranean 
setting. He pointed out (1972, 412) that the products of the 
Navigius and related officinae probably imitated Knidian 
ware, grey and orange, often mould-made vessels (including 
head-vases), which were made in the vicinity of Knidos, Asia 
Minor and widely traded in the eastern Mediterranean. Since 
then, more detailed studies by Donald Bailey of Knidian relief 
ware vases in the British Museum (Bailey 1973, 11-15; 1979) 
have suggested a probable production span from the late 1st 
to the early 3rd century AD, with head-Iagynoi and head-cups 
apparently beginning at least by the first half of the 2nd 
century; that in consequence, the red Tunisian head-vases of 
Navigius and others, which copy the Knidian vessels in some 
detail, ought to belong to the first half of the 3rd century AD 
rather than later. This revision, in turn, has implications for 
the chronology of related York head-pots, effectively pulling 
back their dating by up to three-quarters of a century. 

There are hints, too, from the British contexts of some of 
the Ebor head-vases, that a chronology earlier than that 
previously suggested would be more appropriate. All the 
complete head-pots from York appear to have been derived 
from burials, but the sole example from an excavated grave 
comes from the Trentholme Drive Cemetery (Fig. 6, 111). It 
was found with a triple-vase in white-slipped Ebor ware 
(Gillam 1968, 84, Fig. 33, 226-7); this vessel type is gener
ally considered not to have been produced later than the 2nd 
century, and the fabric/slip combination had probably ceased 
to be manufactured in York by the last two decades of the 2nd 
century. Indeed, a reconsideration of the dating of the 
Trentholme Drive cemetery material, taking into account the 
now accepted earlier start for Dales ware and Dales-type jars 
(Loughlin 1977; Bidwell1985, 177), and the revised chronol
ogy for Black-burnished ware (BB1) cooking-pots of the 3rd 
century (Bidwell, 1985, 174-7; Holbrook and Bidwell1991, 
95-6), indicates that none of the pots in the actual grave
groups need be later than the middle of the 3rd century. 

In 1976, in the excavations at Piercebridge, a fine, almost 
intact female head-jar, apparently a York product (Fig. 6, 
115), was found in a secondary ditch of the fort, which had 
apparently been newly dug in the mid 4th century. 41 It was 
stratified in the centre of the ditch, above the primary fill42, 
among material, including human and animal bones, which 
seems to have been dumped there in the last two decades of 
the 4th century, but which also included a number of pots of 
early to mid 3rd century type. Since all complete, or semi
complete, Ebor head-vases from known contexts anywhere 
appear to derive from burials (other finds being mostly 
residual or un stratified sherds), and since such vessels are 
uncommon, and were presumably highly prized, it seems 
implausible that a nearly complete example should have been 
deliberately thrown into the ditch when it was still in use or 
still fulfilling its original function. A more reasonable expla
nation might be that it had been disturbed (together with the 
human bones) from an earlier burial, or some ritual context. 
The ditch lies near a possible temple, in use in c200-250, 
and a stone figurine, perhaps of Venus, was found in one of 
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the fort ditches quite close by. A sherd from another Ebor 
ware head-pot occurred in a mid to late 4th century deposit 
in one of the adjacent fort ditches (Fig. 6, 116). Substantial 
quantities of late 2nd and early 3rd century pottery, exca
vated in the immediate vicinity, suggests intensive occupa
tion at that date, possibly relating to a fort. There is, 
moreover, numismatic and epigraphic evidence for military 
activity at Piercebridge early in the 3rd century43. The 
inscription in question, a dedication to the eastern deity 
Dolichenus, which has been dated to c217, or a few years 
earlier, records the presence at Pierce bridge of a vexillation 
from Legio VI, together with troops from the two Germanies, 
under the command of a centurion from Legio II Augusta 
(Wright 1967, 205, No. 16 and PI. xix(l) = AE 1967,259; 
Davies 1977, 157; Stephens 1987, 241-2). If an earlier 
revised date for Ebor ware head-pots is accepted, this evi
dence would provide the most likely context for these vessels 
at Piercebridge, ie a period when the Sixth Legion seems to 
have contained African legionaries. 

The most significant factor in the dating of the Ebor ware 
head-pots is, however, the portrayal of the female coiffure. 
Fashions in hair-dressing in the Roman period changed through 
time, generally following the lead of prominent members of 
the imperial family. It was the regular minting, and rapid and 
widespread circulation of new coin issues, on which such 
women appeared with their current hair-styles depicted in 
some detail (Wessel 1949), which resulted in the frequent 
adoption (and decline) of popular vogues in hair-dressing 
throughout the empire; for example, on coins featuring Julia 
Domna, the wife of Severus, no less than 7 different hair 
arrangements can be distinguished (Meischner 1964, 195). 
Indeed, so great was the emphasis on coiffure, that stone 
effigies of empresses and other prominent woman were some
times fashioned with a replaceable separate wig, so that the 
hair-style could be regularly updated (for a stone wig in the 
Getty Collection, see Frel 1981, Fig. 75). The corollary of 
this is that female portraits, both in stone and in other 
materials, can often be dated surprisingly closely. 

The representations of the hair on the Ebor head-pots, 
while clearly comprising stylised and simplified versions of 
the intricate hair-creations depicted on coins and statues, 
nevertheless embody several clear traits that together may be 
used as dating criteria. In every case, the coiffure has a 
central parting and the hair is drawn back over the ears to 
terminate in a chignon at the back of the head. In four out of 
the five reasonably complete vessels, the hair passes close to 
the cheeks and descends to well below the jaw-line in a wig
like style, the basic shape of which has been likened to that 
of a helmet (Wessel 1949, 61-4). Other distinguishing fea
tures vary from vessel to vessel. On the Piercebridge head
vase (Fig. 6, 115), the front of the hair is slightly shorter than 
the helmet-style, but still covers the ears in a series of gentle 
horizontal waves; at the back these give way to three ridged 
zones of incised lines, arranged in herring-bone fashion, and 
bordered by two cross-hatched bands. The whole confection 
terminates in a large low bun, probably coiled, but only just 
hinted at by two incised concentric circles; its immediate 
surrounds are left plain, as if the potter-sculptor were uncer
tain what else to add. Raised zones of herring-bone slashing 
of a similar character are evident on several other complete 
and fragmentary Ebor head-pots (eg Fig. 6, 112-3); they 
appear to be a stylised attempt to depict the pronounced 
ridged horizontal waves that were a feature of late 2nd and 

early 3rd century coiffure. The technique is similar to that 
employed on the roughly contemporary hair-style of a carved 
wooden head (perhaps a handle) from Llanio, Dyfed (Brewer 
1986, No. 56). 

On all the York female head-vases so far recorded, the 
arrangement of the back of the hair falls into two main 
cateories. A round bun with one or more coils in relatively 
low relief is most common (Fig. 6, 109, 111-2, and 115). On 
sherd 114, and an unpublished fragment from York (inf J. 
Monaghan), there is a raised oval area, decorated with short 
lengths of lightly combed or burnished grouped lines set at 
approximately right angles to one another; the intention 
seems to have been to depict an elongated chignon made up 
of thick loosely plaited tresses. 

The only period when these elements of style are recorded 
in juxtaposition is between the 190s and the early 220s AD. 
They can be seen in the variety of hair-arrangements por
trayed on the coinage of Julia Domna, the wife of Severus 
(193-217), Julia Maesa her sister (218-225), and Maesa's 
daughter, Julia Soaemias (218-222). The widespread vogue 
for such fashions is reflected in contemporary sculpture 
(Hekler 1912, PI. 286-8; Rosenbaum 1960, 70-72, PIs. LIV
-LVI; Meischner 1964, Abb. 36-51), on wall-paintings (eg 
on the Berlin Tondo; Birley 1988, PI. 16 and dust-jacket), and 
on incised gems (Ghedini 1984, Fig. 16). So elaborate were 
the hair confections of the Severan era that it seems probable 
that many were actually wigs. 

The detailed iconography of the coin portraits of this 
period has been analysed by Hill (1964) and Meischner 
(1964,11-29, and 195, females only), and some of the hair
styles on the York head-pots can be compared with their 
classifications. Although a shoulder-length style was first 
affected by Julia Domna in c195 (Meischner 1964, type 1b), 
not till 207 did it assume its characterictic late wig- or 
helmet-like appearance in combination with a circular coiled 
bun; the latter feature was large at first (and occasionally 
later), but in the following year (208) was depicted quite 
small and low (Meischner 1964, types 4a and 4b; Hill types 
Li var. and L ii). Similar fashions were also favoured by 
Julia Maesa. This full-bottomed wig-like coiffure soon at
tained general popularity, for its heyday was evidently be
tween about 210 and 220; it declined rapidly thereafter, and 
ceased to appear on coin portraits after 231 (Mamaea). The 
coiffure of the Pierce bridge head-vase, which lacks the 
helmet hair-profile, but has a bipartite arrangement (gentle 
waves at the front:crimped waves at the back), may be best 
paralleled by Meischner's (1964) type 2, a style exclusive to 
Julia Domna, but which, however, she combined with an 
elongated loosely plaited chignon. The coin evidence for 
this bipartite confection is undated, but it is thought to be a 
transitional type, the basic outline of the front of the hair 
being apparently mostly early/mid Severan; moreover, the 
elongated braided chignon was, on the whole, gradually 
upstaged by the circular coiled bun towards the end of the 
first decade of the 3rd century AD. In sum, though several 
minutiae of detail are absent from the hair-arrangements on 
the York head-pots (eg Domna's side queues), nevertheless, 
empire-wide diagnostic features of style are sufficiently 
recognisable to pin down their date span as probably lying 
within the period c205-225. 

Who were these head-pots intended to represent? Were 
they idealised portraits of the owners of the pots or their 
women-folk? Or were they depictions of deities or popular 
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contemporary personages? Of all the imperial ladies of thiS) 
period, Julia Domna was the best known and most frequently 
portrayed. Her hair-creations would have been familiar to the 
potters in York, both from the new coinage arriving regularly 
in the military pay-chests, and presumably from her sculpted 
effigies, of which there were many in North Africa (Birley 
1988, 149ft) and probably a number in Britain44. Moreover, 
York legionaries might even have seen her at first hand, for 
Julia Domna is known to have accompanied the emperor 
Severus during his stay in Britain (Dio 76.16.5). Severus, 
ever eager to promote his family and imperial dynasty, linked 
Julia's first coin portraits (of 194) with Venus Genetrix (Hill 
1964, No. 99) and Venus Victrix (Hill No. 114); she was 
subsequently honoured with the title 'Mater Castrorum' on 
several occasions (eg Hill 1964, Nos. 316ff, 1022ft), and was 
later styled, 'Vesta', 'Mater Senatus' and 'Mater Patriae', 
typifying Roman virtues. During the course of her life, she 
became associated or equated with numerous other attributes 
and deities (Mattingly and Sydenham 1936, 73-4,89), among 
them Juno, Minerva, Ceres, Cybele, Isis, Victoria, Fortuna, 
Concordia, Diana, and possibly Dea Caelestis (the Punic 
goddess Tanit); she even attained a near divine status in her 
own right (Ghedini 1984, 121-184). It is thus not improbable, 
that the Ebor ware female head-vases were intended to be 
representations of Julia Domna herself, or of the deities with 
whom she had become virtually synonymous. Hair-style apart, 
the facial details on several vessels would not be incompatible 
with her physical appearance (eg the aquiline nose, huge 
rather prominent eyes and wide-arched brows), for she was 
Syrian in origin. Her marked popularity, and association 
with, the army throughout the empire, attested in Britain on 
dedications at a number of sites in the military north4S , and, 
in addition, her particular links with deities which had a 
strong appeal with soldiers, both add to the attraction of this 
hypothesis. 

Only one of the York head-pots appears to be male (Fig. 
6, 110). He is characterised by an aquiline nose, bulbous eyes 
and a proportionately thick neck; above the brow are two 
rows of curls, and in front of each ear is a long ringlet-like 
wisp of hair. The absence of a beard suggests a youth. Setting 
aside the stylistic conventions, the iconography of the short 
curly fore-locks, long thin curly whiskers extending to the 
jowl, and coarse facial features can be closely paralleled on 
sculptured depictions of the young Caracalla, (eg on the Arch 
of Severus at Lepcis Magna and elsewhere (Bonanno 1976, 
Pis. 283, 287, 295 and 317; Birley 1988, Pis 16-17; Heckler 
1912, PIs. 271a and 272), and on his early coins. As Hill has 
pointed out (1964,8, Fig. 13), the length of his side whiskers, 
which began to be shown in 205, had reached the angle of the 
jaw in coin-portraits of 209; thereafter he sported a beard. 
Other youths of the early 3rd century, such as Geta, adopted 
similar hair fashions, so it would be unwise to insist on such 
a precise attribution, however attractive the hypothesis it 
might be. Even so, the general currency of this hair-style does 
provide some corroboration for the probable chronology of 
the female head-pots. 

In sum, it seems highly likely that the Ebor head-vases 
primarily date to the Severan/Caracallan period. Their pro
duction in York is thus likely to have coincided, or over
lapped with the manufacture of African-type culinary vessels 
on the Aldwark (Ebor Brewery) and Adam's Hydraulics kiln 
sites, for both ceramic traditions were clearly integral to the 
contemporary North African way of life. 

Catalogue of York-type Head-pots in Northern Britain 
109. Large female head, with incised hair drawn back 

horizantally and twisted into a small rounded bun; 
although the style is unusually straight for the period, 
the low helmet-like profile is unmistakeable: from York 
Cemetery, within the Fishergate Roman cemetery area 
(after RCHM 1962, 69, PI. 29, Fig, 54, H.2132; and 
Braithwaite 1984, Fig. 11, 3); Yorkshire Museum, 
York. . 

110 Large male heaq; with two rows of curly fore-locks 
formed of U-shaped grooves and ridges, and long thin 
wavy side-whiskers represented by an incised spiral. 
The hair on the crown and back of the head is merely 
suggested by rough latticing, lightly scored (cf the use 
of this convention on vessel no. 115); the apparently 
asymetrical lip is the result of chip missing from the 
vessel: from Priory Street York, from within the 
Micklegate Roman cemetery area (after RCHM 1962, 
92, PI. 29, Fig. 71, H.2135; and Braithwaite 1984, Fig. 
11, 4); Yorkshire Museum, York. 

111. Small female head, with a plain helmet-like hair-line 
and a small low coiled bun: from a grave in the 
Trentholme Drive cemetery, York (Gillam 1968, Fig. 
33, 9); for discussion of an associated vessel see above; 
vessel currently displayed in Gray's Court, York. 

112. Small female head with an aquiline nose, wide eyes 
(apparently with upper eyelashes only), and prominent 
arched brows; the low swept-back hair, probably in 
imitation of the helmet-style, is represented by heavily 
scored lines at the front and sides, but these change 
direction and are more lightly depicted on the top and 
back of the head, terminating in a low triple-coiled bun. 
This vessel cannot now (1992) be found in the Yorkshire 
Museum, and the description is based on photographs 
and drawings; from Fishergate, York, within the Ro
man cemetery area; (after May 1911, PI. XIII, 3; see 
also RCHM 1962, 69, Fig. 54, H.2134; and Collinge 
1937, 5, Pis. III and IV, 5, 5a) 

113. Sherd from female head showing a "parting" between 
two ridged zones of incised herring-bone lines, prob
ably representing pronounced ridged waves: in a re
sidual context on General Accident site, York (Perrin 
1990, Fig. 127, 1446, PI. XXa). 

114. Sherd from female head, comprising the end of an oval 
chignon in low relief; groups of lightly incised criss
cross lines suggest loosely braided hair: unstratified on 
the General Accident site, York (Perrin 1990, Fig. 127, 
1447, PI. XXb). 

115. Female head from Piercebridge; the context and stylis
tic conventions of this bipartite hair-style have been 
discussed earlier; there are three confined areas of 
scored lattice, one along the front parting and the other 
two between the contrasting wavy zones at the sides and 
back. On analogy with the treatment of the male head
vase (110), this latticing seem to be a convention for 
straight, flat or otherwise undistinguished areas of hair, 
which contrast with the more elaborate curly or wavy 
componants (after Hird unpub. and Braithwaite 1984, 
Fig. 11, 6); Bowes Museum, Barnard Castle. 

116. Fragment of eye and nose of head-pot: from Piercebridge 
(after Hird; for context see above); Bowes Museum, 
Barnard Castle. 

117. Fragmentary female head from Chester-le-Street; the 
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length of the hair at the front suggests the helmet-style, 
but its elaboration was perhaps intended to evoke the 
twisted queue that often bordered sides of Domna's 
hair-line; insufficient of the vessel survives for cer
tainty: context unknown (after Braithwaite 1984, Fig. 
11, 7); University Museum of Antiquities, Newcastle 
upon Tyne. 

APPENDIX 3 
The distribution of late Ebor ware and other 

African-type vessels in Britain 

Discussion: contexts and background 
The pottery made at the Aldwark and Adam's Hydraulics 
sites, and possibly at other unlocated early 3rd century work
shops in York, never seems to have become a traded ware. 
Outside the fortress and colonia, where Ebor vessels some
times constituted between 30 and 40% of all wares, perhaps 
50 % if grey Ebor pots are included (Perrin 1981, 66-7), such 
products are extremely rare. To date, late Ebor ware is not 
known to occur in settlements in the Vale of York, though 
very small quantities of Hadrianic-mid Antonine Ebor vessels 
have been recorded there. 46 Even at the fort and vicus of 
Malton, the nearest military establishment, which lay barely 
28 km from York, there are remarkably few examples of 
these later Ebor products (eg Fig. 4, 74-6),41 By the late 2nd 
century, in fact, Malton already had its own local potteries at 
Norton (Swan, 1984, 109-111, MF 685-9,692), which were 
supplying the garrison, its vicus, and apparently the adjacent 
region, including York, where a very restricted range of 
probable products can be seen in the Trentholme Drive 
Cemetery (Gillam 1968, Fig. 21, 32-4, Fig. 32. 205-212, 
and Fig. 33, 223-4). By contrast, the very large published 
assemblages from Brough-on-Humber, a civilian settlement 
by this period, appear to contain no late Ebor ware. 

There is, indeed, a general dearth of late Ebor vessels 
beyond the York/Malton area, the exceptions comprising a 
few military establishments in Northern Britain, together 
with the legionary fortresses of Chester and Caerleon (Figs. 
3-6). At all these locations, Ebor vessels may be distin
guished, usually in quite small numbers, and sometimes from 
among a mass of other published pottery. On no site does late 
Ebor ware occur in such quantities as to suggest that it was 
being exported in bulk, nor does it turn up with the sort of 
regularity which might be expected if it was being traded by 
middlemen. Inevitably, the quantity of available data varies 
considerably, from site to site, but on some establishments 
with very large published assemblages, the absence of the 
ware should be significant. A case in point is South Shields, 
a major port, and a supply-base in the Severan period, which 
appears to have handled goods despatched by or for Legio VI 
(Frere et al1990, 87-8, Nos. 2411.68, 2411.70).48 If normal 
trading processes were involved in the distribution of late 
Ebor ware, it might reasonably be expected to occur there. 
Other sites with substantial published assemblages, at which 
definite late Ebor ware products are absent, include Ribchester, 
Lancaster, Ravenglass, Bowness on Solway, Chesterholm/ 
Vindolanda, Housesteads (published and unpublished mate
rial), and Carrawburgh. This, also, may suggest an abnormal 
dispersal mechanism, for most of these forts were occupied 
in the late 2nd and early 3rd centuries. 

The unusual character of this distribution pattern tends to 

reinforce the suggestion that the Ebor ware workshops were 
essentially military rather than commercial enterprises, their 
products probably intended mainly for supply to, or purchase 
by the men of Legio VI, with surplus available for civilian 
consumers on a local basis only. The most common late forms 
outside York, the round-bottomed casseroles and platters, 
and the domed lids, all intended for cooking may, thus, have 
constituted basic items of military "kit-issue", that is, sup
plied to each contubernium or soldier, perhaps with pay 
deductions; it may be significant that a number of the casse
roles and lids have been found on, or immediately adjacent to, 
the sites of barracks probably the buildings where such 
cooking took place. This procedure for the issue of mess 
equipment must have been particularly appropriate for the 
African legionaries, who would have been dependant on the 
Ebor works-depot as the sole local supplier of casseroles 
suitable for their traditional techniques of brazier cuisine. 
More luxurious and non-essential products, such as the flag
ons, jugs, tiny bowls and head-pots, all rare items, would 
probably have been available for the men to purchase sepa
rately, as extras. Indeed, the head-pots may have been indi
vidually crafted in response to personal commissions. As 
indicated elsewhere, the demand for fine tablewares was 
presumably met by local traders, who were evidently import
ing such pottery in bulk from the Lower Nene Valley, the 
Moselle and Central Gau!. 

It follows, therefore, that on military establishments sited 
at a considerable distance from York, the occurrence of late 
Ebor cooking wares may reflect the presence of soldiers from 
Legio VI, who had brought their own mess-kit with them in 
their baggage. To what extent the culinary techniques associ
ated with African-type casseroles were adopted by non-Afri
cans cannot be gauged with any certainty. Presumably the 
contemporary Ebor cooking-jars were originally produced 
mainly for, and issued to, the non-Africans in the legion, in 
which case the occurrence of the lid-seated casseroles (and, 
indeed, the head-pots) should be taken to indicate the pres
ence of African soldiers. However, as both African-type 
casseroles and lid-seated jars were made and used side-by
side in Gallia Narbonensis, (Pellecuer and Pomerades 1991), 
the men from that region would have been familiar with both, 
and may, therefore have used the whole range of Ebor vessel 
types. Whatever the individual details, is seems that the 
incidence of late Ebor wares may, with reasonable caution, be 
interpreted in terms of the activities of Legio VI and its men 
at the end of the 2nd or beginning of the 3rd century. 

The appended list of probable late Ebor ware and other 
African-type vessels found outside York does not necessarily 
claim to be comprehensive. There are difficulties in differen
tiating Ebor 1 and the grey Ebor fabric from the many other 
relatively undistinguished orange and grey wares in Northern 
Britain and elsewhere; Ebor ware itself is far from uniform 
in texture and colour. For this reason, only vessels with forms 
intrinsic to late Ebor ware, or related African forms, have 
been included. Such a process may have resulted in the 
exclusion of one or two of the more popular Ebor ware 
products, such as the Dales-type cooking-pots (known to have 
been made at other centres). Nevertheless, as the forms of the 
majority of late Ebor vessels are quite distinctive and mostly 
exclusive to York workshops, these omissions are unlikely to 
distort seriously the distribution pattern as it stands at present. 
Though the scrutiny of the published evidence has been 
total,49 it has not been possible to examine every vessel 
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personally. As a rough quantitative measure, some indication may suggest that a vexillation of the Sixth Legion was 
of the total amount of pottery published, catalogued, or stationed in Carlisle for a short time, either building or using 
examined from each site is given with each entry. so The the establishment as a base for campaigning. If so, does the 
conclusions outlined below are, therefore, tentative, and enigmatic dedication from Kirksteads Farm, Kirkandrews-
many more large published assemblages of pottery, as well as on-Eden (RIB 2034)S4 perhaps relate to this period? It records 
some fabric analyses are needed to confirm and augment the successful achievements beyond the Wall undertaken by a 
picture. legate of Legio VI. Though not precisely dateable, it is 

A continuing assessment of the distribution and contexts of generally thought to belong to the second half of the 2nd 
late Ebor ware should eventually help to refine the chronol- century, and is sometimes associated with activities following 
ogy of the individual forms and, in some cases, enable their the abandonment of the Antonine Wall (Birley 1971, 86, Note 
usage to be tentatively linked to known historical events ofthe 53). It might, however, relate to manoeuvres initiated under 
period. The total absence of such products in the turrets of ~verus, and involving a vexillation of the Sixth Legion based 
Hadrian's Wall and probably also at Birrens is striking and ~n Carlisle. 
does not conflict with a possible date of at least the 190s for For several of the other sites where probable Ebor ware 
the emergence of this material, or for the northward move- has been found, the corresponding epigraphic evidence for 
ment of troops carrying it. sl Outside York, the following sites Legio VI is undated and could be earlier, but the potential 
have produced probable or possible vessels of late Ebor ware, association is worth recording, eg Binchester (RIB 1038), 
the military establishments at Carlisle and Corbridge, the Halton Chesters (RIB 1429; 1430; also a leaden sealing, 
Wall forts of Halton Chesters and Rudchester, the outpost possibly from this site, RIB 2411.73), and Piercebridge (RIB 
fort of Bewcastle, the Pennine forts of Binchester, Chester- 1025). At Rudchester, possible African origins have been 
le-Street, Lanchester, Old Penrith, Piercebridge and Malton, . suggested for two men who dedicated altars in the mithraeum, 
and the legionary fortresses of Caerleon and Chester. All the second of which, Lucius Sentius Castus, was a centurion 
these sites are among those thought to have been held at the of the Sixth Legion. The inscriptions themselves (RIB 1397 
end of the 2nd and early in the 3rd century (Breeze and and 1398) are undated, but the mithraeum appears to have 
Dobson 1985, Figs. 7-8). Only a few probable late Ebor been in existence from the early 3rd century (Gillam et al 
vessels from these locations have been found in dated contexts 1954); coincidentally, a probable Ebor ware casserole (Fig. 
and these have been outlined site by site; most appear to have 3, 71) was found in its immediate vicinity. 
been residual in the deposits in which they occurred. Even so, On sites where early 3rd century rebuilding by auxiliary 
the evidence, as it stands, seems to reinforce the probable units is attested, Legio VI Victrix might still have had some 
York dating, ie a currency from after at least AD c1801190 involvement, perhaps in its planning and supervision. Severus 
(possibly slightly later), and into the first quarter of the 3rd favoured the system of brigading together vexillationes from 
century. several legions into army corps (Birley 1988, 196). That 

The decades following the civil war and the accession of troops from all three British legions continued to be present 
Septimius Severus in AD 197, were characterised by trouble in the northern frontier zone for several decades, is suggested 
in the North and by an extensive programme of renovation by a series of inscriptions of probable early 3rd century date 
and reconstruction of military installations in the Pennines, from the legionary compounds at Corbridge; some of the 
and in Hadrian's Wall zone, some of it evidently involving dedications and sculpture relating to North African and per-
Legio VI (Jarrett and Mann, 1970, 196-9). This may provide haps eastern cults unique or rare in Britain ought probably be 
a context for the appearance of some of the late Ebor ware linked to the presence of African legionaries on the site 
vessels, for example at Corbridge, where a vexillation of the (Richmond 1943, 149-214).sS The numismatic evidence is 
Sixth Legion was already building under the governor Virius also suggestive. S6 At least one of the African-derived vessels 
Lupus within the period 197-200 (RIB 1163; Birley 1971, at Corbridge might perhaps be typologically late in the Ebor 
150-151). At Annetwell Street, Carlisle, the context of AD series (Fig. 3, 65). As late as AD 217, there were continuing 
c200 +, in which two probable Ebor casseroles were strati- troop-movements involving Legio VI in the vicinity of 
fied, coincided with a phase of extensive renovations;s2 such Piercebridge, where head-pots and other possible Ebor ves-
activity might, indeed, have preceeded the visit of Severus to sels are recorded (see Appendix 2); this is unlikely to have 
the Wall zone and perhaps to Luguvallium itself (SHA Severus happened in isolation and such pottery might occur wherever 
xxii, 4). The only epigraphic epigraphic evidence for the men from the legion had been billeted. 
Sixth Legion at Carlisle comprises two undated stamped tiles, The discovery of probable late Ebor ware in the legionary 
and two leaden sealings (Tomlin 1991, 298, Nos. 12, 13 and fortresses of Caerleon and Chester (Fig. 4, 77-88) poses 
16).SJ Though the latter are not necessarily indicative of the problems of interpretation. A few casseroles could perhaps 
legion's presence, an increasing number of military sealings have changed hands informally, when the legions were oper-
do appear to come from forts where the unit named is known ating together, the most likely occasions for this being during 
to have been in garrison (Frere et al 1990, 87-8). Signifi- Severus' campaigns in Northern Britain (Birley 1988, 177-
cantly, one of the Carlisle sealings occurred in a context 87), or perhaps in the legionary works compounds at 
probably dating to the second half of the 2nd century or later Corbridges7 . On the other hand, it is difficult to see why so 
(Tullie House Extension, Period 8; Caruana forthcoming b), much 'pot-swapping' should have taken place, and another 
while the other (of the same die) was stratified in a deposit explanation is required. One possibility is that the vessels 
dating from the late 2nd century (Period 9a). In addition, were issued to North African and other Mediterranean troops 
several probable late Ebor ware dishes and lids as well as which arrived in Britain as reinforcements for Severus' "Brit-
casseroles are represented on at least three quite separate ish expedition", and that subsequently, the men from these 
sites, Blackfriars Street, Castle Street, as well as at Annetwell vexillations were drafted into all three British legions, which 
Street (inf Carlisle City Archaeological Unit). The evidence eventually returned to their respective legionary fortresses. 
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Such detachments might initially have been shipped straight 
from the continent to Severus' headquarters in York, been 
temporarily billetted there while preparations were in hand, 
and then issued with mess-kit and other equipment, before 
marching North. Although this can be no more than hypoth
esis, it seems to provide the most logical explanation. Moreo
ver, it would help to explain the total absence of such vessels 
at South Shields, an establishment apparently engaged in the 
trans-shipment of supplies to Severus' army in Scotland C. 
(Do re and Gillam 1979, 61-6; Bidwell forthcoming). At 
Caerleon, one and possibly possibly two of the African-type 
casseroles are of forms at present known to have been ma~ 
only at Cramond (Fig. 4, 81-2). Whether or not they ar 
certainly Cramond products requires scientific investigation, 
but if so, they may constitute evidence for the return from D. 
Northern Britain of some of the legionaries in Severus' 
expeditionary force. 

Catalogue of Late Ebor Ware and other 
African-type Vessels in Britain 
A. Carlisle (Fig. 3, 48-62). This is a selection from a 

larger quantity of vessels which, from personal exami
nation, appear to be Ebor ware;58 only no. 51 is of 
uncertain production source. The pottery illustrated 
derives from three major excavations of relatively re- E. 
cent date, Blackfriars Street (nos. 48-53; Taylor 1990, 
207, 297, Fabric 133),59 Castle Street (54-61; Taylor 
1991, Fig. 331, 463, Fig. 335, 528-9, 532 and 534, 
Fig. 339, 627-8, Fig. 346, 761-2), and Annetwell 
Street (62; Hird forthcoming a, Type 222).60 The earli-
est context for a casserole on the Castle Street site (Fig. 
3,49; Taylor 1991, Fig. 331, 463) was Phase 8b, dated 
to about the end of the 2nd or beginning of the 3rd 
century, "c200+" (McCarthy 1991, 38). At Annetwell 
Street, two probable Ebor ware lid-seated casseroles, of 
the same form as 62, were stratified in a deposit dated 
to c200 +. The typological range of these probable York 
products at Carlisle is remarkably restricted, only four 
forms, lids, platters, and casseroles, the last with two F. 
slightly different profiles (a rounded rim and a pointed 
rim). Their uniformity is such that most could have 
come from the same kiln load; certainly, they seem 
likely to have been issued within a short time-span. 
Almost 1750 pots have now been published or drawn 
from Carlisle; the total number of African-type vessels 
is not known precisely, but is unlikely to exceed about 
30. G. 

B. Corbridge (Fig. 3, 63-66). The pre-war levelling of 
this site means that little stratified pottery of Severan or 
later date was recovered during the post-war excava-
tions (Bishop and Dore 1988, 139). In view of the H. 
epigraphic evidence for the presence of the Sixth Legion 
at the end of the 2nd and in the early 3rd century, late 
Ebor ware may be under-represented; moreover, not all 
published vessels can now be found. 61 On the basis of 
form, two vessels appear to comprise grey Ebor ware 
(or Ebor ware accidentally reduced):- 64, residual in its 
context (Richmond and Gillam 1955, 248-9, Fig. 7, 30; J. 
cf the casserole from Rudchester, below, 71), and 65, 
in a layer sealed by a 'Severan' tank (Birley and Rich-
mond 1938,270, Fig. 7,4); the latter may be typologi-
cally late in the Ebor series (cf Fig. 1, 25). Oxidised 
vessels in forms and fabrics ressembling Ebor products 

comprise a lid (66) from a deposit dated to c240+ 
(Bishop and Dore 1988, 281, Fig. 128,359, published 
as a bowl) and an unprovenanced casserole (63; 
Corbridge Collection, Cat. No. CO 5115). Less than 
900 vessels have been published from Corbridge, but 
very few additional examples of these types occur among 
the unpublished material in the site museum; those 
illustrated comprise almost all that are known at present. 
Halton Chesters, Hadrian's Wall (not illustrated); a lid
seated casserole, described by the late John Gillam as 
similar to those from Rudchester and BewcastIe (cf Fig. 
3,67 and 71), and therefore, also likely to be Ebor ware, 
was found in the late 1950s, in Gillam's excavations on 
the fort62 . No pottery is published from this site. 
Rudchester, Hadrian's Wall (Fig. 3, 71): this vessel 
cannot now be found, but the form and Gillam's fabric 
description suggest a York source: residual in an early 
4th century deposit above the foundation level outside 
the temple of Mithras (Richmond and Gillam 1955,249, 
Fig. 7, 30a). Less than 80 vessels from have been 
published from Rudchester, all from old excavations; 
most are 4th century, and therefore, probably from the 
upper levels of the fort (for probable African officers 
here, see above). 
BewcastIe outpost fort (Fig. 3,67-8). Vessel 67 , which 
appears from examination to be Ebor ware, occurred as 
a single sherd in the Bewcastle sacellum 'destruction 
deposit' (probably c275 +), together with many com
plete vessels from other sources; it was almost certainly 
residual, perhaps incorporated in the filling of the strong
room when the clearing-up of the fort took place later 
in that century (Richmond et al1938, 225, Fig. 23, 21). 
The lid, (68) was found among unstratified material in 
an area above a barrack building of Phase 3, occupied 
180/207-273+ (Austen 1991, Fig. 13, 113, published 
as a bowl).63 The amount of coarse pottery published 
from Bewcastle is still relatively insubstantial (less than 
170 vessels). 
High Rochester outpost fort (not illustrated): Braithwaite 
(1984, 119, No. 63) lists a sherd from this site, in the 
Duke of Northumberland's collection at Alnwick Cas
tle, which she suggested might relate to the York group 
of head-pots (Collingwood Bruce 1880, 150), but the 
attribution must be regarded as doubtful. The only 
published pottery from this fort comprises 14 vessels 
from its cemetery (inevitably very restricted types). 
Binchester, Durham (not illustrated): the Corbridge 
casserole (Fig. 3, 65) was recorded as having a parallel 
at Binchester (Birley and Richmond 1938, 270). Only 
about 20 pots are so far published from this fort. 
Chester-le-Street, Durham (Fig. 6, 117): Ebor head
vase (see Appendix 2); nothing is known of the context 
of this vessel. Building renovations by a cavalry regi
ment were clearly taking place on this fort under 
Caracalla in AD 216 (RIB 1049); this does not preclude 
some legionary involvement in the work. The number of 
published vessels from this site barely approaches 70. 
Lanchester, Durham (Fig. 4, 72): not seen, but the 
fabric description and the distinctive, sharply triangular 
rim may suggest Ebor ware (cf Fig. 1, 11); a similar 
form also occurs at Bar Hill, where it was probably 
made alongside the other African-type vessels (Fig. 5, 
101). The various fragments from this bowl occurred in 
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deposits dated to the 3rd century, and none of the 
illustrated material from this phase need be later than 
the first 3rd of that century (Steer 1941,118, No. 30). 
Little more than 70 vessels have been published from 
Lanchester, and the majority are of 4th century types. 

K. Malton, North Yorks. (Fig. 4, 74-6): these casseroles 
constitute almost all the late Ebor ware so far recorded 
from this site; they come from L.P. Wenham's unpub
lished excavations in the vicus, 64 where they were either 
unstratified or residual in 4th century contexts . Late 
Ebor vessels constitute a minute element, substantially 
less than 1 % of late 2nd and 3rd century material, since 
most pottery in use then was being made locally, but the 
low figure may also reflect a lack of legionary involve
ment in the establishment. 

L. Old Penrith, Cumbria (Fig. 3, 69-70). The casserole 
appears, from examination, to be Ebor ware and the lid 
is probably Ebor ware (Austen 1991, Fig. 62, 302; Fig. 
71,465, published as a bowl) . The former was stratified 
with other late 2nd and early 3rd century rubbish in the 
mid 3rd century deliberate back-filling of one of the 
defensive ditches of the fort 65. All the pottery published 
from this site (some 380 vessels) comes from the vicus, 
but much of it may comprise rubbish originally derived 
from the occupation of the fort; only a small precentage 
was stratified. 

M. Piercebridge, Durham (Fig. 4, 73, Fig. 6, 115-6). The 
contexts of the Ebor head-vases have been discussed in 
Appendix 2, but the lid (73), which also ressembles 
Ebor products in its form and fabric, was apparently 
residual in a late 3rd to 4th century context on the Glen 
View Site. In addition, (not illustrated), there is a grey 
lid-seated jar, which may perhaps derive from York (cf 
Fig. 2, 42-3), from the 'Housing Site' (Hird forthcom
ing b, types. 690 (head-vase), 692 (head-pot sherd), 681 
(lid), and 615 (grey ?Ebor jar). The type series for 
Piercebridge comprises almost 500 vessels; no more 
than four from the whole assemblage are likely to be 
late Ebor ware. 

N. Caerleon legionary fortress (Fig. 4, 77-86) . The fol
lowing African-types are among less than 1500 vessels 
in print. A very substantial quantity of pottery from 
excavations in the fortress in the 1940s and 50s remains 
unpublished, and more material with African affinities 
almost certainly remains to be identified. Of particular 
interest is the context of casseroles 78 and 84a/b. These 
came from the 1983/5 excavations in Museum Gardens 
and were found in a room that probably constituted the 
kitchen of the residence of the praefectus castrorum; the 
deposit (Phase 4b) dates from after the end of the 2nd 
century, probably up to about AD 212, since the build
ing was subsequently demolished and not replaced. The 
praefectus castrorum at this date could well have been 
the epigraphically attested Publius Sallienius Thalamus, 
from Hadria (RIB 324, 326); as an Italian, he would 
have been familiar with brazier cuisine, and may have 
had a batman of Mediterranean origin to satisfy his 
culinary preferences. 

77. Casserole, close to Ebor ware in appearance: residual in 
a late debris layer over barrack IV, on the Myrtle 
Cottage site (Fox 1940, 149, Fig. 11,22). 

78. Casserole; fabric similar to Ebor ware in appearance; 
this and casseroles 84a and b, came from the 1983/5 

excavations in Museum Gardens, Caerleon (see above; 
Zienkiewicz 1992, Fig. 9. (this vol. p. 105) 126; Ar
chive No. CMG 83, 16.5).66 

79. Casserole; the fabric appears to be Ebor ware: from the 
fortress baths; residual in a context of AD 355/64, 
which contained other 2nd and 3rd century pottery 
(Greep 1986, 88, Group 27, No. 9). 

80. Casserole in fabric closely ressembling Ebor ware: 
from the fortress baths, from Drain Group Phase 4b, 
c160-230, proba.bly in the latter part of that period 
(Greep 1986, 73, Group 17, No. 2). 

81. Casserole: probably Ebor ware, although the form is 
not unlike some Cramond products (cf Fig. 5, 92): from 
the fortress bJths, context as previous. 

82. Casserole: no\\ Caerleon ware, as published; possibly, 
but not certainly Ebor ware, as the profile is more like 
a Cramond form (cfFig. 5, 92); found in a probable 3rd 
century context, above period III floor in the basilica 
principiorum (Boon 1970" 61-2, Fig . 19, 11). 

83. Bowl, probably Ebor ware, heavily burnt, almost sintered 
to a grey colour; same general type as Fig. 1, no. 10; 
from Jenkins Field, in Room 13, in a floor deposit 
associated with the stone buildings: stratigraphic details 
unspecified (Nash-WilIiams 1929,291, Fig. 38, 122). 

84a/b. Parts of two probably separate but identical African
type casseroles, in a mid-orange fabric, with burnished 
lines on the exterior, and rilling on the interior: neither 
the fabric nor the form res semble Ebor or Cramond 
products, and the source is unknown: from the Museum 
Gardens site, context as no. 78 (see above; Zienkiewicz 
1992, Fig. 9, (this vol. p. 105) 125; Archive No. CMG 
83, 16.4). 

86. Dish with a small flange at the wall/base junction and 
sand applied to the sagging base before firing; this 
rather pale pinkish-orange fabric, with browny-orange 
grit and white quartz sand, is unlike Ebor ware, and it 
may be an import. From J enkins Field, Room 27, it was 
found in a floor deposit associated with the stone build
ings; no stratigraphic details were specified (Nash
Williams 1929, 286, Fig. 32, 73). 

85. Flagon in 'pinkish-buff ware' (not found in Caerleon 
Museum in 1991): from Jenkins Field (Nash-Williams 
1929, Fig. 30, 44) . This is not a form recorded else
where in Britain, but the bulbous neck is characteristi
cally North African and it may be an import; general, 
but not precise parallels can be found in the cemetery at 
Setif, Algeria (Guery 1985, PI. LVIII, 109a, and PI. 
LV, 232b). 

P. Chester legionary fortress (Fig. 4, 87-8): a small 
number of sherds of African red slip ware and utilitarian 
vessels with North African affinities have been recog
nised from excavations in the past two decades, but only 
three are published (McPeake et at 1980, 27, Fig. 5, 7, 
Fig. 7, 1 and 2). The latter include a small lid-seated 
bowl or casserole with uneven but heavily burnished 
surfaces (87), and sherds of up to three gritty red
orange platters with lightly combed rilling on the base 
(cf Fig. 2, 33), of which one (88) is large enough to 
show the marked external recess at the wall/base junc
tion. None of these appear to derive from a known 
British source and all could be imports. Among the 
unpublished ceramics are some African-type vessels in 
a Holt culinary fabric. It is not impossible that small-
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scale manufacture of such pottery may have taken place 
alongside the production of the Antoniniana tiles at Holt 
(ie within the period 213-222). Several vessels pub
lished from pre-war excavations may reflect the same 
general traditions, for example, two dishes from Dean
ery Field (New stead and Droop 1936, 23, PI. xv, 47, 
and 48), of which, the second was incorporated in the 
upper floor of the postern gate, a deposit dated to the 
'late 2nd to early 3rd century'. The pottery so far 
published from the Chester totals less than 600 vessels. 

Q. Cramond, Scotland (Fig 5, 89-96): all illustrated pot
tery has been examined by the author, and is in the 
locally made fabric now known as Cramond ware; 89-
91 and 92-3 come from the more recent excavations,67 
while 94-6 were published in 1974, before their full 
significance was understood (Maxwell 1974, Fig. 24, 
72, Fig. 25, 100 and 103). The profiles of vessels 93-
5 are quite similar to some of the Ebor casseroles and 
platters with Tunisian affinities, but 89-91 and 96, 
forms not recorded elsewhere in Britain, require some 
brief comment:-

89. Flagon; the 'double-rim' has a rather square internal 
"cupping" . On their own these features are not exclu
sive to North Africa, but in combination with a propor
tionately wide neck and a very globular body, they can 
be closely paralleled in Central Tunisia, for example at 
Raqqada (Salomonson 1968, 128, PI. v, 16; also Tabl. 
iv, 16). 

90. The bulbous, slightly flaring neck, plain rim, very 
globular body, and precise positioning of the handles 
can be found on flagons and jugs at Raqqada, Central 
Tunisia (Salomonson 1968, 125, Fig. 37, 5a, dated to 
the 3rd century, also Tabl. IV, 5a/b; Ennabli et a11973, 
PI. xii), and also among-imports at Ostia (Ostia I, 90, 
Tav. xiii, Fig. 275; Ostia 11, Tav. xxii, Fig. 387; Ostia 
Ill, 434, Tav. xliii, Fig. 341). 

91. Unguent jar, probably related to a group of vessels 
classified at Ostia as 'vasetti ovoidi e piriformi', this 
being one of the latter (Ostia 11, 99, Tav. xxxvi, Fig. 
464); though published parallels are not known from 
North Africa, such pots may have reached Ostia with the 
many other 2nd and 3rd century ceramic imports from 
that area. The form is not known elsewhere in Britain. 

96. This grey reduced version of Cramond ware may have 
served as a lid or a bowl. Related vessels with both 
rounded and triangular rims occur at Raqqada (Ennabli 
et al 1973, PI. xiii; Salomonson, Tabl. v, Type xxxv a) 
and Uzita (van der Werff 1982, PI. 45, 7) . 

R. Old Kilpatrick, Antonine Wall (Fig. 5, 98): the form 
and the fabric, browny buff with small inclusions of 
black, grey, white and reddish-brown, and a thin, light 
brown slip, are, as yet, not known elsewhere (Miller 
1928, Fig. xxii, 19), but a possible lid in this ware (cf 
Fig. 5, 106), was seen among unpublished material 
from this site. They could perhaps be imports, or even 
local products. 

s. Holt, near Chester (Fig. 5, 97). Casseroles with this 
very upright rim were long-lived, and common in cen
tral and eastern Tunisia from at least the 2nd century 
onwards, for example, at Raqqada (Salomonson 1968, 
Tab!. Ill) and Leptiminus (Dore 1992, form 18). It is 
unfortunate that this vessel cannot now (1991) be found 
in the National Museum of Wales, but its published 

fabric description (Grimes 1930, 170, Fig. 74, 221) 
suggests it to have been a Holt product. Moreover, 
several other African-type bowls, casseroles and dishes 
with sagging bases in an undoubted Holt utilitarian 
fabric still survive in the excavated assemblage. More 
were recovered in the 1970s during systematic field
walking by the late G. Bevan (now in the Grosvenor 
Museum, Chester). 

T. Bar Hill, Antonine Wall (Fig. 5, 99-108): all these 
vessels are in the characteristic local, light pinky-brown 
fabric, though only 103-5, and 99-100 were found with 
the kiln itself (Anderson 1985, Fig. 14,1-2, and 7; Fig. 
15, 21-2); the rest (101, 106, and 107-8) come from 
older excavations in the fort (Robertson et a11975, Fig. 
54, 3 and 10, the last being a lid published as a bowl; 
mortaria Hartley 1976, Fig. 2, G~~ and 26). 
In form, vessels 100, 101, and 106 ressemble Ebor ware 
types (2, 11 and 35-8), but the assemblage overall 
suggests that the potter(s) may have come from a slightly 
different region, though still probably from North Af
rica. The mortaria (107-8) are particularly enigmatic. 
As K. Hartley has pointed out (1976, 85-6), their rim 
profiles are unparalleled in Britain. Although mortaria 
occur regularly in North African assemblages, they are 
nowhere near as common as in Britain; very large 
straight-sided bowls, scarcely apparent in the Romano
British repertoire, but well-represented in North Africa 
may have fulfilled some of the same functions. That 
similar rims sometimes occur on both these classes of 
vessels in North Africa, might suggest that they were 
interchangeable. The Bar Hill mortaria are perhaps best 
considered in this context, particularly as their walls are 
straight (like those of the large bowls), not curved in the 
manner of Romano-British mortaria. This in itself might 
suggest bowl-like affinities; cf analogous bowls at 
Berenice (Riley 1979, Fig. 124, 876, Fig. 125, 896, 
Fig. 126, 909), and Cherchel (Leveau 1984, Fig. 248, 
19, 150, and 221). 

Footnotes 
1. I would particularly like to thank David Breeze for 

supplying me with a substantial compilation of some of 
the published information on Africans in Britain, much 
of which I have gratefully incorporated; I am also in
debted to John Mann, John Dore and Anthony Birley for 
their guidance and helpful comments, and particularly to 
Brenda Heywood for discussing drafts of the text and for 
much help and encouragement generally. For access to 
pottery and information, thanks are due to the following 
museums, excavators and researchers:- Caerleon Le
gionary Museum (D. Zienkiewicz and S. Wright), Car
lisle Museum (C. Richardson), Carlisle Unit (I. Caruana, 
L. Hird and C. Brooks), Chester City Archaeological 
Unit (P. Carrington, G. Dunn and A. Jones), Edinburgh 
City Museum (M. Collard), English Heritage Central 
Archaeology Service, Hadrian's Wall Unit (P. Austen, 
A. Wilmott), Hunterian Museum, Glasgow (L. Keppie), 
National Museum of Wales, Cardiff (R. Brewer), Na
tional Museum of Scotland (Edinburgh), York Archaeo
logical Trust (1. Monaghan), Royal Commission on the 
Historical Monuments of England/York Minster Ar
chaeology Office (B. Heywood), the Yorkshire Museum 
(E. Hartley), and D. Bailey, I. Betts, P. Bidwell, G. 
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Braithwaite, C. Daniels, A. Fitzpatrick, B. Ford, K. 
Greene, M. Hassall, N. McQ. Holmes, E. King, R. 
Perrin, V. Rigby, M. Roxan and Prof. J. Wilkes. T. 
Hassall (Secretary RCHME) and Prof. M. Carver have 
kindly granted me access to the York Minster Excavation 
archive in advance of the RCHME publication and per
mitted me to include illustrations based some unpub
lished pottery drawings by R. Perrin; I am also grateful 
to G. and K. Maxwell for their help and hospitality. 

2. The latest record of Legio IX in Britain is an inscription 
from York dating to December 107!8 (RIB 665); its 
subsequent movements are still the subject of debate, but 
for the latest discussion see Keppie 1989. However, the 
marked drop in samian at York between ellO and el25, 
significantly more than is normal in Britain for this date
span, suggests the absence of a garrison for a substantial 
part of the period (Dickinson and Hartley 1971, 128-
32). 

3. The context of this kiln site, hitherto associated with 
Legio IX Hispana has been reconsidered in detail by the 
author in a forthcoming paper on soldiers and potters in 
Legio VI Victrix in the Hadrianic-Antonine period. 

4. Vessels characteristic of the Aldwark and Adam's Hy
draulics Workshops occur in quantity in the colonia at 
Bishophill, in the pre-terrace deposits (Phase 1), which, 
from the black-burnished ware (BB2) present, have a 
terminus post quem of at least cAD 180, also in the 
terrace make-up which probably dates from at least the 
first decade of the 3rd century (Perrin 1981, 78-84). An 
alley rubbish dump between two barracks excavated 
under York Minster has produced similar material (York 
Minster Archive; pottery report by R. Perrin in Phillips 
and Heywood forthcoming). 

5. Only one fragment of a head-pot (an eye) is known from 
the Ebor Brewery site, but unlike the cooking-wares, 
such vessels would not have been mass produced, but 
probably manufactured in response to individual orders; 
wasters might, therefore, have been relatively few. The 
fabrics of the York head-vases are, in fact, slightly 
different from the kitchen wares made in the Aldwarkl 
Adam's Hydraulics workshops; this could suggest that 
they were made in another local pottery, as yet unlocated. 

6. I am grateful to Prof. Anthony Birley for drawing my 
attention to this new and improved reading. Unfortu
nately the lettering of the inscription is insufficiently 
clear to determine whether Saturninus' post was in Bri
tannia Inferior or Superior. As an officer, he would have 
been in a better position to finance his long journey home 
after discharge, than the ordinary soldiers discussed 
below. 

7. IL Alg. I, 3748; IL Alg. I, 539 CIL VIII.l, 5180 + 
17266); the latter legionary probably retired to his native 
land soon after AD 211 (Birley 1971,95, Note 92). 

8. This inscription is not more closely dated. 
9. I am grateful to John Mann for advising me on the 

probable dates of the last two tombstones, based on 
stylistic considerations; in addition, he has suggested to 
me, that the first three soldiers may have been unusually 
eager to return to their African homelands, because they 
had not been in Britain very long, perhaps having been 
brought there by Severus a relatively short time before 
their discharge was due. 

10. The activity at Holt of the Cohors I Sunicorum may now 

be dated to not much before cAD 235 (Stephens 1989, 
224-6). The unit is unlikely to have contained African 
soldiers and appears to have been making tiles only. 

11. Greene's (1977) consideration of Holt and other 'legion
ary' pottery in Britain tended to concentrate on fine 
wares (usually forms widespread on the continent), at the 
expense of the culinary vessels, which are generally 
better stylistic indicators of the origins of their makers. 
It is hoped to explore the context and affinities of the 
Holt pottery in a future paper. 

12. A number of culinary vessels with North African affini
ties were not recognised as such by Anderson. The 
Cohors I Hamiorum Sagittariorum, one of two succes
sive units which had occupied the Bar Hill fort, had been 
raised in Syria, but the forms of the kiln-products are not 
characteristic of this region (cf Dyson 1968). 

13. Several African-type probable kiln-products, additional 
to those published with the kiln, can be distinguished 
among the material from old excavations in the fort; 
these include part of a very small head-vase (Robertson 
et al 1975, 156, Fig. 53, 112). 

14. A detailed discussion of the kiln and a reconsideration of 
other aspects of the material from this and a number of 
other Antonine Wall forts is embodied in a paper cur
rently in preparation. A personal examination of pottery, 
apparently locally-made, from several Other sites on the 
Antonine Wall, (eg at MUl9f-iHs, Croy Hill, Balmuildy, 
Bearsden, and possibIV-()ld Kilpatrick and Cadder), 
together with other types of evidence, suggests that some 
of it might either belong to this period or have similar 
affinities. 

15. Jarrett and Mann (1970, 204, note 193) suggested that 
this inscription would best fit an early 3rd century date; 
Mann (1988, 135) has since assigned it to the "late
second or early-third century". 

16. These mortaria, which mostly depend on the Antonine 
Wall context at Bar Hill for their dating, are most likely 
to have reached the site in the baggage of soldiers from 
the three legionary fortresses. 

17. Several vessel types more normal to Britain and! or the 
north-western provinces were also made at Cramond 
simultaneously (inf B. Ford). 

18. Analysis by M. Gilling (formerly of the University of 
Bradford), as part of a SERC- and Historic Scotland
financed programme to examine pottery possibly manu
factured in Scotland, suggests a local source for this 
Cramond ware (inf N. McQ. Holmes), similar to that 
used for Inveresk ware (Swan 1988; Tomber 1988). 

19. I am grateful to Paul Bidwell for generously supplying 
information in advance of his publication. 

20. Cramond ware is totally absent at South Shields. For the 
Severan period, the pottery there is heavily dominated by 
Black-burnished ware 2 (BB2), with proportionately lit
tle Black-burnished ware 1 (BBI). In contrast, at Cramond, 
BBI is substantially more common than BB2 (inf B. 
Ford). 

21. If a detachment of Legio II Augusta was at Cramond and 
had brought some of its own supplies with it, this might 
explain the predominance of BBl vessels there (see 
n.19), since the ware was particularly plentiful at Caerleon 
at all periods, the fortress being within reasonably easy 
access by sea from the Dorset BBI production-centres. 

22. This could indicate that the Sixth Legion never formed 
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part of the permanent garrison at Carpow, long a matter 
of speculation. The relatively small amount of pottery 
surviving from this site, however, argues caution, and 
excavation of some of the rubbish-pits visible on air
photographs would be a worthwhile investment. 

23. A number of African-type Ebor ware casseroles were 
found in the same sewer deposit and drawn with a view 
to publication, but inexplicably omitted from the final 
report (Whitwell 1976; drawings in the archive of York 
Archaeological Trust; inf R. Perrin). 

24. The 'water-pipes' manufactured at Holt, which supplied 
Chester (Grimes 1930, Fig. 60,107-13) are rather greater 
in length and diameter than an average vaulting-tube, and 
are unlikely to have been used for this purpose. The 
material surviving from the Holt excavations is clearly a 
very selective sample, and the absence of vaulting tubes 
among it does not preclude the Chester tubes from having 
been made there, perhaps at the same time as the 
Antoniniana tiles (c213-222). Further excavation on that 
very extensive works-depot, of which only a small frac
tion has been explored, is clearly highly desirable. 

25. John Casey has drawn my attention to the presence at 
Caerleon of several Severan coins emanating from east
ern mints, which he suggests, may have been brought to 
the site by troops who had served in the east, and had 
been transferred to Britain at that period. Such imports 
could have arrived with soldiers from North Africa. 

26. I owe this suggestion to Professor Anthony Birley. 
27. I am grateful to Dr David Breeze for commenting on 

this. 
28. Thanks are due to John Mann for pointing this out to me. 
29. At a very rough estimate, three legions of 6000 men 

each, with each man serving 25 years, would have 
needed not less than 720 replacement British citizens per 
annum; this does not even allow for the numerous deaths 
and early discharges that would have occurred, so the 
total recruitment requirement per annum was probably 
very much higher. 

30. I am grateful to Professor Anthony Birley for discussing 
with me the implications of the presence of Severus and 
his entourage in York, and for several suggestions which 
I have gratefully incorporated in the preceeding para
graph. 

31. The authors of these reports made it clear that they had 
been extremely cautious in their conclusions; the true 
figures for burials of African-type people may, perhaps, 
be larger, or some of the population with mixed charac
teristics could perhaps be the progeny of African and 
Romano-British unions. 

32. In the York fortress, the excavations under the Minster 
have produced an abnormally high percentage of North 
African cylindrical oil amphorae (Williams 1990, 342-
3, 346). The context and significance of this material is 
to be discussed by the author and Brenda Heywood in a 
future paper. 

33. Some of the forms of the fine sigillata Claire B/lucente, 
also local to southern France, appear to have been 
influenced by African vessel types (Desbat 1988). 

34. Such types occurred together in deposits under York 
Minster (Phillips and Heywood forthcoming), and at 
Bishophill, in the early 3rd century terrace make-up and 
in features immediately preceeding it (Perrin 1981, Fig. 
28, 330, 340, 364). Additionally, at least 15 butt-jars 

were represented in the Trentholme Drive Cemetery 
(Gillam 1968, 64-7, Figs. 22-3, 48-53, 55 and 57-64). 

35. Similar jars with triangular flat-topped rims, possibly of 
York origin, have been recorded at Housesteads (Birley 
1962, Fig. 3, 6) and at ChesterholmlVindolanda (Bidwell 
1985, Fig. 74, 227); the profile of a vessel from Ebchester 
(Maxfield and Reed 1975, Fig. 11,5) closely resembles 
jar no. 44, but its context is inappropriately early. 

36. At least one example was stratified in the Bishophill 
terrace deposit (Perrin 1981, 84), and the type was also 
well-represented in the Trentholme Drive cemetery 
(Gillam 1968, Figs. 23-4, 66-72). 

37. The form has a long ancestry in the western Mediterra
nean, with earlier versions, with a rather longer rim 
(also with a pronounced internal cut-back) occurring in 
the late 1st and early 2nd century in Spain and Italy. 
Production of the later, more developed, and more trian
gular profile, such as occurs in the Languedoc, appears 
to have been more localised. Further details are dis
cussed by the author and V. Rigby in a forthcoming 
paper. 

38. I am indebted to Edna King (York Excavation Group) for 
allowing me to include this a]lttVessels 28, 37, and 38 in 
advance of her full publication of the Borthwick kiln 
dump. 

39. The Appletree Farm head-pot fragment occurred in the 
phase 11 ditch of a road, which apparently post-dated the 
early-mid 2nd century pottery production on the site, and 
probably derived from later domestic occupation known 
in the vicinity. 

40. The hair-style often seems to have executed by an applique 
method; ie an extra layer of clay was luted on to the top 
and back of the preformed vessel and the hair arrange
ment was then incised or modelled in situ from this. In 
the course of kiln-firing, the additional clay did not 
always bond properly with the rest of the pot, and areas 
of hair sometimes laminate and become detached from 
the vessel, thus revealing this technique. 

41. I am grateful to Louise Hird for information on the 
pottery; for details of the contexts and associations 
which follow, I thank Andrew Fitzpatrick, who is pre
paring for publication the results ofthe late Peter Scott's 
excavations at Piercebridge. 

42. A 'primary silt' context was quoted by Braithwaite 
(1984, 119), but the stratigraphy has since been re
interpreted (Fitzpatrick forthcoming). 

43. Casey (1989, 41-2) has suggested that the very substan
tial number of high value silver coins of the Severan 
period from a votive deposit recovered from the bed of 
the Tees at Piercebridge, when taken in conjunction with 
the other evidence from the site, probably reflects a 
legionary presence there at this period. 

44. The Newcastle and Carvoran dedications honouring Julia 
Domna may both have been surmounted with her statue 
(Daniels and Harbottle 1980, 71; RIB 1791: but for an 
alternative interpretation of the latter see Stephens 1984) 

45. Examples occur at Netherby and Newcastle upon Tyne 
(RIB 976; Daniels and Harbottle 1980), Ribchester and 
Risingham (Domnajointly with Caracalla; RIB 590, RIB 
1235), at Carvoran (Domna by implication; RIB 1791), 
and probably at Silchester (RIB 68). For several similar 
contemporary, but incomplete, dedications to Caracalla, 
which may have originally mentioned Julia Domna as 
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well, see Jarrett and Mann 1970, 201, note 179. The 
SiIchester inscription (RIB 68), more likely to Domna 
than to Mammaea, refers to her as mother of the senate 
and of the army. 

46. The distribution and affinities of Hadrianic-Antonine 
Ebor ware is discussed by the author in forthcoming 
paper. 

47. In addition, only a small amount of Hadrianic-Antonine 
Ebor ware is present among a large body of material 
examined by the author in connection with the publica
tion of the Malton vicus excavations, undertaken by L.P. 
Wenham in the 1960s (B. Heywood and L.P. Wenham 
forthcoming) . 

48. From recent excavations at South Shields it seems that 
Legio VI (or a detachment) built the mid-Antonine (Pe
riod 4) fort and the Severan (Period 5) extension, but it 
clearly never constituted the unit in garrison (inf P. 
Bidwell). 

49. This has been made possible through the late John 
Gillam's card index of pottery vessels, now expanded 
and updated in conjunction with John Dore in prepara
tion for a new edition of Types of Coarse Pottery Vessels 
in Northern Britain. Thanks are due to the Society of 
Antiquaries of London, the Haverfield Trust, and the 
Society of Antiquaries of Scotland for grants in this 
connection. 

50. In many older excavation reports, the criteria for the 
selection of vessels for publication are not usually stated. 
Even so, North African-type casseroles are of such 
distinctive and unusual form, that had they been present, 
it seems highly likely that most would have been illus
trated. 

51. The occupation of Birrens is thought to have ended in 
about the mid-180s, though this is based on samian 
rather than coin evidence; many of the turrets had been 
abandoned by the end of the 2nd century. 

52. This revival of activity at Carlisle itself follows a period 
when the nearby military establishment of Stanwix on 
the Wall appears to have had greater strategic impor
tance; I am grateful to lan Caruana, for this information, 
based largely on the coin evidence (Shotter 1990, 76, 
98). 

53. Not all the published information on the sealings is 
correct in every detail (inf I Caruana). 

54. Found, built into a barn, approximately 3 km S of the 
line of Hadrian's Wall, and about 4 km W of Carlisle, 
this inscription is generally thought to been derived from 
the Wall, but could equally have been removed from 
Carlisle itself. 

55. The most obvious African-related inscriptions at 
Corbridge comprise 

A. RIB 1131: a dedication by a centurion of Legio VI to 
Doliche, Caelestis Brigantia and Salus ; Caelestis was 
the daughter of the Syrian goddess Astarte, the mythical 
foundress of Carthage, and her worship was essentially 
African. It has been suggested that the equation of Juno 
Caelestis with Brigantia was developed in loyal compli
ment to the Afro-Syrian dynasty of Severus, and perhaps 
in particular to Julia Domna (Joliffe 1941, 44, 53). 

B. RIB 1124 and 1129: two altars in Greek lettering dedi
cated respectively to Herakles Tyrius (father of the 
tutelary goddess of Carthage) and the goddess Astarte 
who was part of the same triad. 

C. RIB 1127: a dedication by LegioII AugustatoDiscipulina 
Augustorum; Richmond (1943, 166-7) pointed out that, 
apart from a few dedications on Hadrian's Wall and its 
neighbourhood, the cult of Disciplina was rare in other 
provinces, except in Africa and Mauretania where it was 
associated with both the legion and with auxiliary troops; 
moreover, Augustorum could well refer to the Severi. 

D. The eastern cult of Dea Panthea, unique in Britain (RIB 
1135), and that of Dolichenus (evidenced by RIB 1131 
and architectural sculpture from a shrine) might also 
have been introduced with soldiers from North Africa. 

56. A number of the Severan coins at Corbridge emanate 
from eastern mints and are likely to have arrived with 
troops which had served in that part of the empire and 
been transferred to Britain (Casey 1988, 143); such 
soldiers could have comprised North African legionar
ies. 

57. That detachments of the Sixth and the Twentieth were 
present at Corbridge simultaneously in the early 3rd 
century is evidenced by RIB 1125 and 1130; Legio 11 was 
also there in the Severan period (Rf!t1127). 

58. Carlisle has produced Hadrianic-r!onine Ebor ware 
forms well as the later types (Swan forthcoming). 

59. None of the material illustrated bhlow was included in 
the publication of the Blackfriars excavation; all vessels 
are based on archive drawings by J. Taylor. There are 
few 3rd century contexts on this site and the late Ebor 
wares were all residual or unstratified, except for one 
casserole, which occurred in a deposit broadly dated to 
"third to mid-fourth century" (Building Plot 2, Period 
9d-e). 

60. The vessel illustrated here came from a disturbed con
text, but there are further examples from the site. I am 
grateful to Louise Hird for showing me the pottery from 
this and other Carlisle excavations and to lan Caruana 
for much helpful information on contexts. 

61. A catalogue of pottery in the HBMCE Corbridge Site 
Museum is now in progress, and 63 was noted in prelimi
nary sorting (inf J.N. Dore). A publication of this 
compilation is particularly desirable, because ofthe very 
unusual nature of the garrisons on this site; moreover, 
much interesting late 2nd to 4th century pottery recov
ered during the prewar levelling still survives in the 
collection. 

62. Unpublished; probably in Museum of Antiquities, The 
University, Newcastle upon Tyne; information from the 
late LP. GiIlam. 

63. The building inscription of a vexillation of Legio VI at 
Bewcastle, reused in a Period III building, and formerly 
thought to be Severan or later has now been shown to be 
probably mid-Antonine in date (Austen 1991, 17, Fig. 
8). 

64. All the pottery from these excavations has been exam
ined by the author in connection with the forthcoming 
publication by B. Heywood and L.P. Wenham; I am 
grateful for permission to include these vessels based on 
unpublished drawings by Edna King. 

65. These vessels are assigned to Fabrics 16 and 22 respec
tively in the report, but the excavator now considers that 
some of the fabric-groupings may be more general than 
originally suggested, and that not all vessels within each 
group are necessarily attributable to the same source or 
date-range. 
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66. Thanks are due to David Zienkiewicz for permission to 
include this and vessel 78 in advance of his forthcoming 
publication in J Roman Pottery Stud (this volume). 

67. Inf N. McQ. Holmes and B. Ford; I am grateful for 
access to this material and for permission to include (in 
advance of publication) illustrations based on archive 
drawings in Edinburgh City Museum. 

V.G. Swan. August 1992. 
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