
II. FINDS REPORTED UNDER THE PORTABLE ANTIQUITIES SCHEME

By JOHN PEARCE, SALLY WORRELL and EDWIN WOOD

The Portable Antiquities Scheme (PAS) was established in 1997 as an initiative to record
archaeological objects found by members of the public. Following a pilot phase, it was
extended to England and Wales from 2003 onwards.1 From 2004 surveys of Roman period
finds documented by the PAS have been published in Britannia. This twenty-first annual
summary outlines the general character of Roman finds reported in 2023 and reports significant
individual artefact discoveries recorded by Finds Liaison Officers (FLOs).2

OVERVIEW

In 2023 35,981 objects of Roman date were documented by the PAS in 16,249 object records. The
former exceeds the latter since a single record may document more than one item, especially in
cases of coin hoards as well as in groups of building materials or ceramics. In both respects,
objects and records, these totals represent a significant increase on recent years.3 The quantities
for 2023, more comparable to those before 2020, likely indicate the lessening impact of the
Covid-19 pandemic on object discovery, reporting and documentation. The spatial distribution of
the finds reported in 2023 resembles but is not identical to that recorded in previous years. The
highest numbers of records made in 2023 occurred in central southern counties, followed by eastern
England.4 As before in Wales and in northern and western England, the numbers of artefacts
documented and of records created are much lower. The general factors determining this distribution
of reported artefacts remain as previously identified, i.e. Roman-period behaviour linked to the
circulation and deposition of metal objects, historic and current land-use, including agricultural
practice, and the constraints on of metal-detecting, the chief mechanism of object discovery.5

In 2023, as in every previous year, the documented discoveries of coins and brooches
significantly outnumber those of all other Roman artefacts. 12,284 coins were recorded in
11,981 records (of ‘coins’) and approximately a further 16,500 in 75 ‘coin hoards’, and
‘hoards’, a return to a more typical percentage of objects and records for an annual assessment.
With the addition of the examples recorded in 2023, c. 460,000 Roman coins have now been
recorded by the PAS, as quantified in these annual summaries. These quantities reflect both the
preponderance of coins among objects discovered and the emphasis of the PAS on recording
Roman coin assemblages in toto.6 The distribution of coins mirrors the distribution of all finds,

1 S. Worrell, ‘Roman Britain in 2006 II. Finds reported under the Portable Antiquities Scheme’, Britannia 38 (2007),
303.

2 Following the practice continued since 2019, we no longer present artefact quantities by county, since consistently
recurring regional differences in artefact frequencies have been established in previous Britannia reports on PAS finds up to
2018.

3 2022: 18,466 objects, 13,658 records; 2021, 20,634 objects, 9,548 records; 2020, 21,432 objects, 10,767 records;
2019, 29,571 objects, 18,088 records.

4 For example, more than 1,000 records were created in the following counties: Wiltshire 1,506, West Berkshire 1,383,
Lincolnshire 1,340, Suffolk 1,315, Oxfordshire 1,018.

5 K. Robbins, ‘Balancing the scales: exploring the variable effects of collection bias on data collected by the Portable
Antiquities Scheme’, Landscapes 14 (2013), 54–72; ead., Portable Antiquities Scheme: a guide for researchers (2014),
http://finds.org.uk/documents/guideforresearchers.pdf; R. Bland et al., ‘The Treasure Act and Portable Antiquities
Scheme in England and Wales’, in G. Moshenska (ed.), Key Concepts in Public Archaeology (2017), 107–21.

6 S. Moorhead and P. Walton, ‘Coins recorded with the Portable Antiquities Scheme: a summary’, Britannia 42
(2011), 432–7; J. Pearce and S. Worrell, ‘Roman Britain in 2022 II. Finds reported under the Portable Antiquities
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the highest numbers being from the same counties as noted above and the smallest in urban areas
and in northern and western England and Wales. As for brooches, c. 38,900 brooches have been
documented by the Scheme since 2003, including 2,006 further examples recorded in 2023. These
include brooches with date spans across the late Iron Age–Roman transition as well as those dated
within the Roman period proper.7 The distribution of brooch finds continues to follow
well-established patterns, reflecting the general distribution of PAS records. The previously
noted regional disparity in the ratio of brooch to coin finds among Roman objects reported to
the PAS continues to occur, being much higher than average in Wales and some adjacent
English counties.8

ARTEFACT DESCRIPTIONS

The following entries publish highlights among the past year’s finds recorded by PAS staff and the
Treasure Department at the British Museum as well as their research collaborators.9 The objects
are selected for their contribution to the study of the material and visual culture of Roman
Britain, in particular where discoveries made or documented in 2023 extend understanding of
object form, typological and decorative variability and/or distribution. They are arranged in
approximate geographical sequence, from northern England and Wales to southwestern
England. The alphanumeric reference number associated with each record identifies individual
object records on the PAS website: www.finds.org.uk. Some entries report objects also treated
as Treasure cases and are therefore also designated with their Treasure number in the format of
year (20XX) and reference number (TXX).10

The precious metal and copper-alloy artefacts presented in this report were made in the period
between the late Iron Age and Late Antiquity and illustrate the diversity of function, style and
motif documented in portable metal objects from the Roman period in Britain, broadly defined,
from the first century B.C. to fourth or fifth centuries A.D. They include objects belonging to
diverse functional categories, personal ornament comprising several brooches with dates
spanning the Roman period, sometimes with a military connection, and three rings with figural
devices, figurines representing divine beings and animals, mounts and handles for vessels and
knives, furniture and harness fittings and a likely staff terminal, a dagger hilt and nail cleaner.
We report in outline two larger groups, assemblages of pewter vessels from Suffolk and of
personal ornaments and tools from Wiltshire.

Scheme’, Britannia 54 (2023), 395–6. Hoards and important individual coin discoveries are noted annually in the British
Numismatic Journal’s Coin Register. PAS hoard data continue to be used for the ‘Oxford Coin Hoards of the Roman
Empire’ project: http://chre.ashmus.ox.ac.uk/content/about.

7 Pearce and Worrell, ibid., 395–6.
8 For example, the following coins and brooch records were made: Staffordshire 64 (coin):103 (brooch); Shropshire

23:31; Worcestershire 96:50; Herefordshire 15:6. Glamorgan 14:14; Powys 8:6. Cf. Pearce and Worrell op. cit. (n. 6,
2023), 396.

9 The entries draw on but revise and extend the information documented in the PAS database, discussing the form,
significance and context of individual discoveries. Online entries provide additional detail and images. Where object
types are referred to with the prefix ‘Artefacts’, plus an alphanumeric identifier, we refer to Artefacts: Online
collaborative encyclopaedia of archaeological small finds http://artefacts.mom.fr/.

10 As ever, we thank Martin Henig for his continuing generosity in discussing many artefacts published here. We are
especially indebted to him this year for comments on the rings. We also thank Sophie Adams, Anna Booth, Hella Eckardt,
Sabine Faust, Michel Feugère, Alessandra Esposito, Michael Marshall, Lindsey Smith and the editor, Will Bowden, for
invaluable help. Any errors are of course our own responsibility.
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LANCASHIRE

(1) Near Kirkby Lonsdale (LANCUM-F0DF1B) (FIG. 1)11 A copper-alloy brooch with a
grey-green patina, complete apart from the pin and well preserved, 65 mm long and 14 mm at
its widest, weighting 18.5 g. It is formed by two arms linked in an S-shape. Each arm extends
from an outer bar-like terminal to meet at the brooch’s centre where the junction forms a raised
ridge, the arms’ trumpet-like flaring accentuated by curvilinear moulding where they meet. On
the upper side the brooch is gently curving in profile while the underside is recessed. The
fixing mechanism is lost. The centre and terminals also carry a beaded groove.

This is an example of a brooch identified as a variant of the Dragonesque tradition, category C
in Hunter’s recent classification, i.e. lacking clear zoomorphism.12 In this case its form most
closely resembles that of category C3, known in a handful of examples from northern Britain,
including two very similar brooches documented by the PAS, one from East Yorkshire and the
other from Cheshire, and a poorly preserved example from Arnside, Cumbria.13 One brooch of
this type from Carlisle is stratigraphically dated to A.D. 120–140.14 These brooches are greatly
outnumbered by other (zoomorphic) dragonesque types, more than 350 now having been
documented by the PAS, a significant increase over the numbers previously assessed by Hunter
and Mackreth (respectively 103 and 60+).15 Their distribution as a whole extends from
southern Scotland to Cornwall, but the main emphasis of PAS finds clusters tightly in
north-eastern England from Nottinghamshire and Lincolnshire northwards to county Durham.16

Within this zone new data reveal even more strongly the concentrations in rural east and west

FIG. 1. Near Kirkby Lonsdale, brooch (No. 1). Scale 2:3 (Photo: P. Clarke; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

11 Found by J. Purdie. Recorded by P. Clarke. P. Clarke (2023) LANCUM-F0DF1B: A Roman brooch https://finds.org.
uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1127166 [accessed 24 April 2024].

12 M.J. Dearne and T.C. Lord, The Romano-British Archaeology of Victoria Cave, Settle: Researches into the Site and
Its Artefacts, BAR British Series 273 (1998), 59–60; F. Hunter, ‘Changing objects in changing worlds: dragonesque
brooches and beaded torcs’, in S. Worrell et al. (eds), A Decade of Discovery, BAR British Series 520 (2010), 97, fig. 4.

13 Kilham, East Yorks (YORYM-587F41); Tarporley, Cheshire (LVPL-C72DBD); Arnside, Cumbria
(LANCUM-5906E3).

14 Dearne and Lord, op. cit. (n. 12), 59–60.
15 F. Hunter, ‘Celtic art in Roman Britain’, in D. Garrow et al. (eds), Rethinking Celtic Art (2008), 139–41;

D. Mackreth, ‘Dragonesque brooches (list including PAS items)’, Lucerna 43 (2012), 11–12.
16 Hunter, ibid., 95, fig. 2; J. Bayley and S. Butcher, Roman Brooches in Britain: A Technological and Typological

Study based on the Richborough Collection (2004), 171–2.
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Yorkshire and the vale of York.17 By contrast, the findspots of this S-shaped variant are dispersed
on both sides of the Pennines.18

EAST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE

(2) South Cave (FAKL-0C66BB) (FIG. 2)19 A figurine in female form, heavily worn, especially
over its upper body, with an uneven green-brown patina, 77.7 mm high. The figure, identifiable as
Spes, i.e. the personification of Hope, extends its right arm forward from the body, with hand lost
but (on analogy with other figures) once holding a flower. The left arm hitches up the edge of the
chiton (tunic) to enable movement, the left leg pressed forward against fabric, the right leg further
back, the feet lost. The pleated chiton is visible from the waist downwards beneath a himation
(mantle) draped over the upper body and arms. The himation’s fabric ends in distinctive zigzag
folds, for example where suspended from the right arm and in the diagonal band across the
body. The head and face are delicately modelled but very worn, turned a little to right as part
of the forward movement of the figure. One worn row of curls frames the forehead, with
elements of a diadem visible above. Traces of the rope-like tresses which extended onto the
upper body are visible on the sides of the head. At the back of the head hangs a heavy plait,
gathered into bands.

Surviving portrait features and pose allow the figurine’s identification as Spes, otherwise
documented in a variety of media but above all on coins from Augustus onwards.20 This
figurine is similar to, if less fine in its details than, the very small sample of other copper-alloy
examples, for instance larger statuettes from the British Museum, probably from Trevenzuolo,
Verona province, from the Bibliothèque Nationale de France and from the Kluge collection.21

The pose of the South Cave figurine is slightly less rigid than other examples, with the arms

FIG. 2. South Cave, Spes figurine (No. 2). Scale 2:3 (Photo: K. Leahy; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

17 Mackreth, op. cit. (n. 15).
18 Dearne and Lord, op. cit. (n. 12), 60.
19 Found by M. Baggley. Recorded by K. Leahy, M. Henig and J. Pearce. K. Leahy (2023) FAKL-0C66BB: A Roman

figurine https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1102920 [accessed 22 May 2024].
20 F.W. Hamsdorf, ‘Spes’, LIMC VII Oidipous-Theseus (1994), 804–6.
21 Trevenzuolo, H.B. Walters, Catalogue of the Bronzes, Greek, Roman, and Etruscan, in the Department of Greek and

Roman Antiquities, British Museum (1899), 18, no. 192, pl. I (BM 1873,0820.4); Bibliothèque Nationale de France,
Bronzes 265, https://medaillesetantiques.bnf.fr/ws/catalogue/app/collection/record/ark:/12148/c33gbf10g; Kluge
collection, Christie’s 2004, ‘A Roman Bronze Spes, C. 1st century AD’, https://www.christies.com/en/lot/lot-4287521#.
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extended further from the body, conveying a slightly stronger sense of the goddess in motion. The
archaising character of the figure, expressed in its frontal pose, thickly pleated dress and heavy
coiffure, reflects the perceived antiquity of the goddess’s cult. The figurines copy the Archaic
Greek statue dedicated by Germanicus in the best known of the temples to the goddess in the
Forum Holitorium in Rome in A.D. 17. One of Ovid’s exile verses reveals the plights in which
an individual might seek help from Spes, the chained slave, the shipwrecked mariner, the
ailing, incarcerated, condemned and suicidal.22 From the reign of Augustus, however, Spes
became a virtue closely linked to the emperor in the form of Spes Augusta, appearing widely
thereafter on coinage and occasionally on inscriptions, the latter mainly from central Italy.23

However, the figure was known in Britain, Spes sometimes featuring on gems as well as on the
reverse images of coins minted by Carausius and Allectus.24

(3) Bainton (YORYM-EBD648) (FIG. 3)25 A complete copper-alloy mount in the form of the bust
of a youthful male, modelled more or less in the round, wearing a Phrygian cap, slightly worn with
a mid-green patina. The mount is 43.1 mm tall and weighs 39.4 g. The Phrygian cap has a high
narrow peak which falls forward, covering a distinctive and elaborate coiffure. From beneath
the cap the hair swells in exuberant clumps, each grooved to delineate the locks which form
them, with further strands beneath, pulled upwards (in the centre), and sideways. Facial features
are expressively rendered. Large lozenge-shaped eyes, with recessed pupils, stand out from their
orbits beneath prominent brows, set above a broad, slightly bulbous nose and a narrow mouth.
The youth wears a double-layered garment with distinctive corrugated mouldings representing
thick folds of cloth, hanging vertically from the shoulders and lying horizontally below the
neck. The cable-like decoration on the most prominent vertical folds may indicate a difference
of colour or texture. A pendant hangs from the neck. From both shoulders are apparent
comma-like projections, not fully preserved and of uncertain function, on the right joining the
hair to form a loop. The back is flat and plain, with some traces of possible solder.

Numerous hooded figures have been documented by the PAS, often challenging specific
identification because of the lack of definitive attributes, especially when reduced to the form

FIG. 3. Bainton, mount (No. 3). Scale 1:1 (Photo: A. Rivett; © York Museums Trust)

22 Epistulae ex Ponto I, 6, 27–46.
23 M.E. Clark, ‘Spes in the early imperial cult: “The Hope of Augustus”’, Numen 30 (1983), 80–105.
24 M. Henig, A Corpus of Roman Engraved Gemstones from British Sites, BAR British Series 8 (3rd edn) (2007), nos

340–2.
25 Found by C. Whitehead. Recorded by A. Rivett. At the British Museum in 1996 the object was identified by Ralph

Jackson as a possible representation of Attis. A. Rivett (2023) YORYM-EBD648: A Roman mount https://finds.org.uk/
database/artefacts/record/id/1107003 [accessed 28 April 2024].
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of a bust or head alone. Although Attis is often met in small-scale representations in bronze and
clay, confidently identified occurrences of the demi-god from Britain are vanishingly rare, one
possible example having been documented by the PAS.26 Mounts and harness fittings of
figures with hoods or Phrygian caps are quite numerous but they have a plethora of potential
identifications, this cap being a mark of ‘eastern-ness’ associated with other mythological and
divine figures, including Perseus, Ganymede and Mithras.27 Since this figure is heavily draped
rather than heroically nude, Attis is perhaps a more likely candidate for identification, though
clothing varies considerably among images of him. The energy of the head, manifested in the
expressive forcefulness, is harder to parallel among bronze examples of Attis; the luxuriant
curls and thickly folded drapery may offer better evidence for this image being in the spirit of
portraits of him.28 The distinctive pendant (bulla) worn in this image is paralleled in one
bronze figurine of Attis from Lyon but does not itself confirm the identification.29

(4) Holme upon Spalding Moor (SWYOR-16DE9F) (FIG. 4)30 A copper-alloy zoomorphic
brooch in the form of a standing quadruped, a horse or perhaps a camel, partially preserved,
but lacking most of the front legs, catchplate and pin. The surface is worn, with a dark-green
patina. The body is 57.4 mm long and weighs 28.1 g. The animal stands upright, leaning
forward. A long, thin neck carries the head, ears pricked up, and with some detail, including
eyes and mouth, partly preserved, the latter slightly open. The back carries a saddle cloth or
rug, demarcated by a cross-hatched panel and with a diagonal grid within containing recessed
dots. The rump slopes to a short tail and slender back legs, thickening towards the feet. There
they join the tubular housing sheathing the axis bar, visible at both ends, with a likely slot at
the centre to allow for articulation with the pin.

FIG. 4. Holme upon Spalding Moor, brooch (No. 4). Scale 2:3 (Photo: I. Whitehead; © West Yorkshire Archaeology
Advisory Service)

26 M. Vermaseren and M.B. De Boer, ‘Attis’, LIMC III.1 (1986), 22–44; S. Worrell and J. Pearce, ‘Roman Britain in
2011 II. Finds reported under the Portable Antiquities Scheme’, Britannia 43 (2012), 372, no. 16, Somerton
(BERK-817A95).

27 J. Pearce and S. Worrell, ‘Roman Britain in 2015 II. Finds reported under the Portable Antiquities Scheme’,
Britannia 47 (2016), 378–9, no. 17, Hintlesham (SF-2B9C68); J. Pearce and S. Worrell, ‘Roman Britain in 2020 II.
Finds reported under the Portable Antiquities Scheme’, Britannia 52 (2021), 461–2, no. 21, Harting (SUSS-912292);
S. Worrell and J. Pearce ‘Roman Britain in 2014 II. Finds reported under the Portable Antiquities Scheme’, Britannia
46 (2015), 366–7, no. 9, Swindon (WMID-4CEB20); also ‘Isle of Wight’ (IOW-60FC80); Knapwell, Cambs
(LEIC-C073CD); Shepsted, Leics (LEIC-E82E57).

28 Vermaseren and De Boer, op. cit. (n. 26), 43–4.
29 Vermaseren and de Boer, ibid., 38, no. 361.
30 Found by J. Aspinall. Recorded by J. Scriven and J. Tozer. J. Scriven (2023) SWYOR-16DE9F: A Roman brooch

https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1104685 [accessed 27 May 2024].
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The animal is difficult to identify to species. Similar brooches are mainly known through online
sales, but a handful are documented through metal-detecting and excavation, including examples
from Leasingham, Lincs, and Pontefract, W. Yorks, as well as finds from northern Italy and
Croatia, respectively from late Republican or Augustan and second-century contexts. With their
distinctive arrangement for the pin mechanism, these are a possible imported brooch type.31

The other examples are certainly equine but in this case the distinctive modelling of the head,
the thin, elongated neck and the saddle cloth prompt an alternative identification as a camel,
though it lacks the pack commonly seen in camels depicted in Roman art.32

DONCASTER

(5) Burghwallis (SWYOR-FEF388) (FIG. 5)33 An incomplete copper-alloy plate brooch, 29.3 mm
long, 24.5 mm wide, and weighing 8.9 g, with a mid-green patina. The brooch is circular, but
partly in openwork with two substantial voids, enclosed by thin wing-like arcs which frame a
splayed tail-like foot. This feature carries parallel incised lines on both sides. In the centre the
brooch has a recess filled with decayed red enamel, in which what is left of a central
copper-alloy rivet may indicate the attachment of another element. At the ‘head’ of the brooch
is a projecting loop. On the back of the brooch, by the looped projection, survives part of a
lug, bent over at the top to house the axis bar with a slot for the pin, both now lost. An
incomplete catchplate is set behind the foot.

A near-identical brooch (SWYOR-8B6C81) was found in November 2020, c. 400 m from the
findspot of this example, clearly connected but too far away (from a different field) plausibly to
have paired in a burial. Otherwise no close parallels have been found for these brooches.
Michel Feugère (pers. comm., May 2024) suggests that the form might combine elements of
two brooch types of mid-first-century date, perhaps as ‘an Insular creation’, geometric plate
brooches, for example those in crescent form, often with a central recess carrying decoration,
and the splayed foot of the Rosette or Thistle brooch.34

FIG. 5. Burghwallis, brooch (No. 5). Scale 1:1 (Photo: I. Whitehead; © West Yorkshire Archaeology Advisory Service)

31 L. Brundle et al., ‘The Leasingham horse and other animals: three zoomorphic objects reported to the Portable
Antiquities Scheme in 2020’, Lucerna 61 (2021), 11–12, Artefacts FIB-4646.

32 cf. M. Sauquet, ‘Visual representations of dromedaries in Greco-Roman antiquity and the Middle Ages: Imagining
the other before orientalism’, Curator: The Museum Journal 66 (2023) https://doi.org/10.1111/cura.12569. For camels in
Roman northern Europe, F. Pigière and D. Henrotay, ‘Camels in the northern provinces of the Roman Empire’, Journal
of Archaeological Science 39 (2012), 1531–9.

33 Found by R. Needham. Recorded by J. Scriven and A. Downes. J. Scriven (2023) SWYOR-FEF388: A Roman
brooch https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1108272 [accessed 12 May 2024].

34 Geometric plate brooches, e.g. R. Hattatt, A Visual Catalogue of Richard Hattatt’s Ancient Brooches (1989), 342–3,
figs. 201–2; D. Mackreth, Brooches in Late Iron Age and Roman Britain (2001), 176–7, pls 118–119, e.g. Bagendon no.
11388 (cf. Artefacts FIB-4108). Rosette brooches, Hattatt, ibid., 308–9, figs. 167–8, Mackreth, ibid., 27–32, pl. 15–19.
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(6) Barnby Dun with Kirk Sandall (SWYOR-8266DB) (FIG. 6)35 A well-preserved copper-alloy
brooch carrying a solid moulding in the form of a female bust, a maenad perhaps or Ariadne.
The brooch is 27.4 mm long and weighs 17.4 g. It has a green patina with some patches of
corrosion. The bust is finely modelled, with the head turned to the left and tilted downwards.
The long oval face, tapering to a rounded chin, is rendered with delicacy, with heavy lidded
eyes and a narrow mouth. The hair falls in curling locks from a centre parting, swept back
from her face on both sides and with tresses tumbling onto her shoulders. Broad leaves sit on
the hair on both sides and a bunch of fruit, grapes or perhaps ivy berries, is visible on the
figure’s right by the neck. Finely modelled folds of a tunic hang low on the bust. The reverse
is flat and plain. Behind the head is a housing for an axis bar and hinged pin, partially
preserved, but the catchplate is lost to damage.

The leaves and fruit, whether ivy or grapes, identify the figure as a probable maenad or perhaps
Ariadne, since the latter is also sometimes represented with a garland of ivy leaves.36 The slant of
the head, the movement implied by the décolleté drapery, rising a little off the figure, and the
somewhat dishevelled hair, may hint at the semi-ecstatic state of maenads in other media, for
example sarcophagi.37 The same disposition characterises other Maenads on objects, for
instance on steelyard weights from Nursling, Hants.38 Heads of this type can be widely
paralleled on portable artefacts. On cameos and gems, for example, it is difficult to differentiate
between maenads and Ariadne.39 Vessel mounts sometimes carry similarly ambiguous figures,
for example from Littlecote, finely rendered and potentially a maenad, satyr, or Bacchus
himself, or from Birrens, another satyr or maenad.40 While other brooches in the form of
female heads are occasionally documented, none are modelled with the sophistication of the

FIG. 6. Barnby Dun with Kirk Sandall, brooch (No. 6). Scale 1:1 (Photo: I. Whitehead; © West Yorkshire Archaeology
Advisory Service)

35 Found by C. Toomer. Recorded by A. Benbow and A. Downes. A. Benbow (2023) SWYOR-8266DB: A Roman
brooch https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1129218 [accessed 28 April 2024].

36 M-L. Bernard and W.A. Daszewski, ‘Ariadne’, LIMC III.2 Atherion-Eros (1986), 1067, e.g. no. 91, on a mosaic from
Salzburg, with a wreath in her hair.

37 C. Gasparri, ‘Bacchus’, LIMC III.2 Atherion-Eros (1986), 541–66, for example no. 94, late third century
sarcophagus, Museo Nazionale Romano, harvesting grapes; no. 192, Louvre, early third century, dancing.

38 BM 1856, 0701, 5090.
39 For example female heads with ivy leaves, H.B. Walters, Catalogue of Engraved Gems & Cameos, Greek, Etruscan

& Roman in the British Museum (1926), nos 3839 and 3013, glass pastes imitating respectively sardonyx and red stone;
Walters, ibid., nos 3494 and 3882, for similar examples identified as Ariadne, respectively onyx and paste imitating plasma.

40 Littlecote, M. Henig, in B. Walters, ‘Two busts from Littlecote’, Britannia 19 (1988), 407–10. Birrens, A.S.
Robertson, Birrens (Blatobulgium) (1975), I16, no. 67. fig. 35, I. PAS examples: female busts, Kingston Deverill,
plausibly a maenad (WILT-0EEE23); female figures, Great Dunham, Norfolk (LVPL-14A34B), Sporle with Palgrave,
Norfolk (LVPL-87B7DB), Much Hadham, Herts (ESS-C55282); likely satyrs, Heversham, Cumbria
(LANCUM-1747E5) and Grendon (WMID-1BE588).
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Barnby Dun piece (perhaps remodelled from a mount: H. Eckardt, pers. comm., June 2024), which
emulates the qualities of portrait gems.41

POWYS

(7) Old Radnor (LVPL-45C84D) (FIG. 7)42 A complete copper-alloy zoomorphic bucket mount,
40 mm long, quite worn with a smooth dark-green patina. It weighs 37 g. The fitting takes the
form of a hollow stylised bovine head modelled in the round. The head tapers from a broad
cranium to a narrow rounded muzzle. A pair of short curling horns projects forward, linked by
a narrow band from which short vertical incisions render hair above the eyes. The recessed eye
sockets have likely lost a setting. A broad flange extends around the face. A rivet survives on
the animal’s right, once attaching the mount to a vessel, but on the other side this has broken away.

This example joins many other oxhead vessel mounts documented by the PAS.43 While sharing
the generic qualities of similar mounts, this particular form is hard to parallel in its details, in
particular the elongated head and the evidence for rivetted attachment. It is likely to date to the
late Iron Age or early Roman period (c. 100 B.C.–A.D. 100).

SHROPSHIRE

(8) Wem (WMID-1673AD) (FIG. 8)44 A well-preserved copper-alloy two-link or ‘single-jointed’
bridle bit of the Polden Hill sub-type, with a mid- to dark-green patina, somewhat abraded. The bit
comprises both the rein rings, i.e. the cheek pieces, and two links for the mouthpieces. With an
external diameter of 69.7 mm the rein rings are of simple form, circular in cross-section. They are
threaded through narrow terminals at one end of each link, these carrying distinctive ear-like

FIG. 7. Old Radnor, mount (No. 7). Scale 3:4 (Photo: H. Beeton; © National Museums Liverpool)

41 M. Feugère, ‘Figuratives: nouvelles formes de fibules skeuomorphes, anthropomorphes et zoomorphes d’époque
romaine’, Instrumentum 30 (2009), 34–8, nos 12–13, Artefacts FIB-4390; cameos; e.g. a woman in a gold brooch from
the former Content collection, M. Henig and H. Molesworth, The Complete Content Cameos (2018), 53–4, no. 49A
(Tongeren).

42 Found by D. Burrage. Identified and recorded by H. Beeton and R. Ellis Haken. H. Beeton (2023) LVPL-45C84D:
An Iron Age vessel https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1117817 [accessed 27 April 2024].

43 J. Lundock, A Study of the Deposition and Distribution of Copper-Alloy Vessels in Roman Britain, Archaeopress
Roman Archaeology 9 (2015), 106; for some subsequent examples: J. Pearce and S. Worrell, ‘Roman Britain in 2018
II. Finds reported under the Portable Antiquities Scheme’, Britannia 50 (2019), 468–9, no. 3, Bestwick, East Yorks
(YORYM-700D19). For a spectacular adaptation of this motif as a bowl mount from Llantrisant, Monmouthshire
(NMGW-BB7AB2): Anon. (2023), ‘Two hoards from Monmouthshire declared treasure’, Current Archaeology
https://the-past.com/news/two-hoards-from-monmouthshire-declared-treasure/

44 Found by L. Brockhurst. Recorded by T. Gilmore and S. Worrell. T. Gilmore (2024) WMID-1673AD: An Iron Age
bridle bit, https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1157113 [accessed 27 May 2024].
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mouldings typical of the sub-type. At the other end of the link, connected by a short-ridged shaft, is a
circular collared headwhich interlocks with the terminal on the corresponding link, set at right angles
to it. The links are of similar size, one being 72.7 mm long. The overall weight of the bit is 270 g.

Many bridle bits have been documented by the PAS, both as single bits and in larger numbers
from likely structured deposits, testimony to the ubiquity of sophisticated horse harness in this
period.45 This is the first complete example of a two-link bridle bit to have been recorded, a
less common type from Britain and Ireland. Incomplete examples also probably from two-link
bits have, however, been documented in several other cases.46 The sub-type to which this bit
belongs is dominated by the 16 examples from the Polden Hills hoard, Somerset, dated to the
first century A.D., spanning the conquest period.47

(9) Weston-under-Redwood (DUR-2F3489) (FIG. 9)48 An incomplete copper-alloy jug handle,
broken into two non-joining pieces with figural elements at both ends. The upper part of the
handle is 57.8 mm long, 65.5 mm wide where it meets the vessel rim, and weighs 112.2 g. The
lower part of the handle is 54.2. mm long, 32.1 mm at its widest and weighs 43.1 g. Although
the fragments do not directly connect, their similar dimensions and patina and discovery only
metres apart suggest they are part of the same handle.

The upper part of the handle rose above the vessel, widening and spreading on either side into a
crossbar where it met the rim, the underside grooved as a slot for attachment. On the crossbar the
handle ends in a button-like terminal to the left and is broken on the right. At the junction with the
rim the handle carries a worn head, elongated at the back, tapering as the handle narrows, divided
by a central groove. At the front are traces of what may be a muzzle and other facial features.
Below this head grooves define a triangular zone, its apex at the edge of the handle. On either
side parallel sinuous incisions extend from the face to the crossbar.

FIG. 8. Wem, bridle bit (No. 8). Scale 1:2 (Photo: T. Gilmore; © Birmingham Museums Trust)

45 For further examples: Pearce and Worrell, op. cit. (n. 27, 2021), 458–60, no. 19, St Mary Bourne (HAMP-D18D76).
46 PAS examples: Huxley, Cheshire (LVPL-34BA37), Llandegla, Denbighshire (LVPL-2E2D79), Long Melford,

Suffolk (LVPL-B8AE82) and Wellow, Somerset (SOM-A30F4A); Holyrood, Bury (LVPL-5AD7F7), for the
mouthpieces of a two-link bit of likely similar date; Brigg, N. Lincs. (NLM-977F74) for a cheekpiece and link from a
two- or three-link bit.

47 N. Palk, Iron Age Bridle Bits from Britain (1984),13–16; P. MacDonald, Llyn Cerrig Bach; A Study of the Copper
Alloy Artefacts from the Insular La Tene Assemblage (2007), 72–4.

48 Found by W. Huntingdon. Recorded by S. Gibson. S. Gibson (2023) DUR-2F3489: A Roman vessel https://finds.org.
uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1105168 [accessed 16 May 2024].
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The handle proper has a strongly moulded profile with a marked central rib on the outer surface,
with volutes on either side where it broadens to form the escutcheon. The latter is modelled as a
youthful head, its physiognomy and hair quite finely rendered. Long locks frame the face, hanging
in a low fringe above the temples and to the sides behind the ears, all separately and fully
modelled. A band or diadem separates these from the hair on the top of the head, rendered as
much tighter curls by shallow incised lines. The eyes are defined by heavy lids and a recess for
the pupils, with a wide nose set between slightly puffed cheeks, a full lower lip and rounded
chin. The escutcheon’s lower edge is worn and damaged. Silvery traces on the reverse of the
mount may be remains of solder which once attached the handle to the body of the vessel;
traces were also observed on the other fragment.

The handle was once attached to a copper-alloy trefoil jug of a type widely found in the
Mediterranean and the north-western provinces.49 Recently documented complete examples
from Britain include the squat jug from a Claudio-Neronian burial excavated during the A2
widening scheme (Kent) and the taller vessel documented from the early third-century A.D.
burial at Kelshall, Herts.50 Fragments of handles of this and other jug types have also been
documented by the PAS. Anthropomorphic terminals for the body attachment are more
common, some distinctive like the bearded male face-satyr from Miserden, or the idealised
youth from Moulsoe.51 Others are more generically smooth-cheeked and youthful.52 The most
striking image remains the handle with lion head, snake back and claw from Appleby, North

FIG. 9. Weston under Redwood, vessel handle (No. 9). Scale 2:3 (Photo: S.Gibson; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

49 Artefacts CRU-4003. S. Tassinari, Il vasellame bronzeo di Pompei, Rome (1993), 40–2. Kelshall, BH-84CCFA.
50 T. Allen, M. Donnelly, A. Hardy, C. Hayden and K. Powell, A Road Through the Past: Archaeological Discoveries

on the A2 Pepperhill to Cobham Road-Scheme in Kent (2012), 340–3.
51 Miserden, Glos (GLO-E7D386); Worrell and Pearce, op. cit. (n. 27, 2015), 373, no. 15, Moulsoe, Bucks

(WMID-0503C1).
52 For example, Codford, Wilts (WILT-7E0308); Chislet, Kent (KENT-6E5FE6); S. Worrell, ‘Roman Britain in 2005’,

Britannia 37 (2006), 451, no. 19, Brockley, Suffolk (SF-452BA2); Pearce and Worrell, op. cit. (n. 43, 2019), 487–8, no. 20,
Mersham, Kent (KENT-04964F), likely female.
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Lincs.53 For both its anthropomorphic motifs, the Weston handle has a generic rather than specific
affinity with other examples. Lions are the commonest motif where the handle meets the rim, the
most likely identification here. Among the closer parallels is a better-preserved face from Vertault/
Vertillum (Cote d’Or), labelled as a lion, but mooted to have an alternative identification as a
bearded human.54

HEREFORDSHIRE

(10) Whitchurch (NMGW-8937BB) (FIG. 10)55 A copper-alloy folding knife handle in the form
of an erotic scene, 47.6 mm long and weighing 28.4 g. The blade’s corroded remains are visible in
the slot which once housed it, as well as possible traces of a rivet around which it pivoted. Despite
the loss of surface detail to wear and corrosion, enough of the handle survives to identify it as one
of a group showing a three-person scene of sex (or simulated sex), modelled in the round and
known mainly from Britain and north-east Gaul. Better preserved examples allow the scene to
be described; in summary a standing male, engaged in real or simulated sexual intercourse with
a female figure, the latter using a kneeling male as a support.56 The legs of the female figure
are supported by the standing male’s arms. The poor modelling and wear make it impossible to
establish the character of genital contact, for example, or whether the standing figure, legs
slightly bent, is bearded and cloaked as in other examples. The female figure’s arms are braced
against the shoulders of the kneeling figure, perhaps hooded, who looks out from the encounter
with his hands clasped over his knees. His phallus is visible but it is impossible to tell if he is
masturbating, as is sometimes the case.

This is one of over 20 examples of likely mid-imperial date now documented, including 11
from Britain, of which at least five have been recorded by the PAS.57 A further well-preserved
example, with much of the blade intact, was documented at Tickenham, North Somerset
(GLO-481969). The Whitchurch and Tickenham handles extend the distribution of such

FIG. 10. Whitchurch, knife handle (No. 10). Scale 3:4 (Photo: G. Whatley; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

53 Lundock, op. cit. (n. 43), 66–7; S. Worrell and J. Pearce, ‘Roman Britain in 2010 II. Finds reported under the
Portable Antiquities Scheme’, Britannia 42 (2011), 408–9, no. 4, Appleby (SWYOR-E54DB2).

54 M. Feugère, ‘La vaisselle gallo-romaine en bronze de Vertault (Côte-d’Or)’, Revue Archéologique de l’Est 45.1
(1994), 151–4, no. 33, fig. 13.

55 Found by R. Evans. Recorded by G. Whatley. G. Whatley (2023) NMGW-8937BB: A Roman knife https://finds.org.
uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1103746 [accessed: 27 April 2024].

56 J. Pearce ‘On a knife-edge: an image of sex and spectacle from Roman north-west Europe’, in T. Ivleva and
R. Collins (eds), Un-Roman Sex: Gender, Sexuality, and Lovemaking in the Roman Provinces and Frontiers (2020),
25–53, updated with further examples, J. Pearce, A. Bolton and S. Worrell, ‘Love handles: a Roman folding knife with
a sex scene (Mappleborough Green, Warwickshire)’, Lucerna 59 (2020), 20–23. Artefacts CNF-4004.

57 Pearce et al., ibid., 21.
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handles further west. The poor survival makes it difficult to attribute the Whitchurch knife to one
of the groupings into which some handles can be divided by details of pose and dress. However, it
lacks the high headgear worn by examples from Tickenham, Lambourn, and the Bathurst
collection, likely from Cirencester.58 The scene on these handles is particular to the north-west
provinces. They were perhaps made as souvenirs of clowning and titillating scenes seen in
spectacles in Britain and Gaul.59

LINCOLNSHIRE

(11) Heckington (LIN-7FC85C) (FIG. 11)60 A decorative copper-alloy dagger hilt of Iron Age or
Roman date, comprising the moulded pommel, handle and guard of the weapon, 47 mm long and
weighing 33.8 g. Iron staining on the top of the pommel and along the guard indicates that remains
of the blade tang may survive in situ. The guard and pommel form opposed peltas with the curves
accentuated by ridges and incised lines. Both guard and pommel are similar, with central opposed
V-shaped incised designs flanked by inward curving lobes. The handle that separates them is
moulded into a mirrored series of collar, trough and collar upon either side of a bulbous central
collar.

While the object resembles sword handles, its small size is more appropriate to a dirk or dagger
than a longer sword blade. Later Iron Age (c. 200–100 B.C.) anthropomorphic sword and dagger
hilts offer one point of comparison, though the design utilised on this object is more abstract. It
most closely resembles the hilt furniture of the first-century A.D. Hod Hill sword now in the
British Museum, a type identified by Miks as a Roman form with a Pompeii-type blade. Other
examples of hilt furniture have been recorded with the PAS.61 The plasticity of the moulding is
also found on other objects, suggesting a later date for this dagger, perhaps of the first century
A.D. in line with the Hod Hill sword.62

FIG. 11. Heckington, object (No. 11). Scale 3:4 (Photo: R. Trevaskus; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

58 Pearce et al., ibid., 22.
59 Pearce, op. cit. (n. 56), 41–2; C. Johns, ‘Handle of folding knife with erotic scene’, in S.S. Frere, Verulamium

Excavations Volume III (1984), 58–9.
60 Found by L. Motley. Recorded by L. Brundle. L. Brundle (2023) LIN-7FC85C: An Iron Age dagger https://finds.org.

uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1119704 [accessed 2 May 2024].
61 C. Miks, Studien zur römischen Schwertbewaffnung in der Kaiserzeit (2007), 612 (BM 1892,0901.452). For other

examples of this hilt furniture recorded with the PAS, see S. Worrell and J. Pearce, ‘Roman Britain in 2012 II. Finds
reported under the Portable Antiquities Scheme’, Britannia 44 (2013), 376–7, no. 31, Cranleigh, Surrey (SUR-0BA197).

62 For instance, Trompetenmuster mounts of Antonine date (e.g. Oxby-cum-Risby, North Lincs, NLM-55C37D),
trumpet brooches (e.g. Steeple Langford, Wilts, SUR-ED76D2,) and Type III button and loop fasteners, J.P. Wild,
‘Button and loop fasteners in the Roman provinces’, Britannia 1 (1970), 138–40.
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(12) Nettleham (LIN-F3A177 2023 T799) (FIG. 12)63 A well-preserved gold finger ring dating
from the first–second century A.D., weighing 3.7 g. The band, near oval in cross-section, has
been slightly squashed and flattened. It widens to form triangular shoulders, framing an oval
concave bezel which carries a relief portrait of a bearded male head in profile facing right,
finely modelled. The head is smooth and bald, save for locks falling behind the ear, curling
upwards as they reach the neck. The beard is separated into individual full strands, the small
eyes are rendered deep-set beneath heavy brows, with a bulbous nose and quite full lips.

The subject can be identified either as Socrates or Silenus, more likely the former, an
ambiguity seen in other examples and other media.64 It resembles, for example, portraits of
Socrates in profile engraved on an onyx cameo and red jasper in the British Museum
collection, respectively of first–second- and first–third-century A.D. dates.65 Serving to
communicated the bearer’s paideia (intellectual sophistication), a small number of gem-cut and
glass philosopher portraits survive from Roman Britain, one for example from Gloucestershire
(red jasper), probably of second-century date, and another said to be from South Shields but
without definitive provenance, as well as an excavated glass intaglio from Maryport, likely
showing Zeno of Kition, and most striking of all, the garnet head of Socrates from Brampton,
Norfolk.66

(13) Revesby area (DUR-729817 / 2023T841) (FIG. 13)67 A complete gold finger ring, containing
a superbly cut red jasper intaglio, with a maximum internal diameter of c. 21 mm, weighing 6.2 g.
Ring and intaglio are very well preserved, albeit with two fine cracks across the latter. The plain
oval hoop carries flattened shoulders and a wide oval bezel. According to Martin Henig (pers.
comm., February 2024) the ring’s form ‘is a chunky development from the later second century

FIG. 12. Nettleham, ring (No. 12). Scale 3:2 (Photo: R. Trevaskus; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

63 Found by S. Scargill. Recorded by L. Brundle. We draw very fully here on Martin Henig’s comments. L. Brundle
(2023) LIN-F3A177: A Roman finger ring https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1127203 [accessed 16 May 2024]

64 e.g. from a private collection, C. Wagner and J. Boardman, A collection of classical and Eastern intaglios, rings, and
cameos (2003), 16, no. 96, pl. 23. For other media, see J. Pearce and S. Worrell, ‘Roman Britain in 2021 II. Finds reported
under the Portable Antiquities Scheme’, Britannia 53 (2022), 486–7, no.12, North Clifton, Notts (SUR-2DFE62).

65 BM 1890,0601.38 (onyx) and BM 1980,0101.9 (jasper).
66 Gloucestershire: M. Henig and R. Atherton, ‘Two intaglios from Gloucester area’, Transactions of the Bristol and

Gloucestershire Archaeological Society 120 (2002), 229–32; unprovenanced: M. Henig, op. cit. (n. 24); Maryport:
M. Henig, ‘Roman gems in old collections and in modern archaeology’, in B. van den Bercken and V. Baan (eds),
Engraved Gems. From Antiquity to the Present (2017), 23–4; Brampton: Worrell and Pearce, op. cit. (n. 61, 2013), 367,
no. 20 (NMS-8B3 A40).

67 Found by D. Henderson. Recorded by C. Smith and B. Westwood with extensive comment by Martin Henig.
C. Smith, (2023) DUR-729817: A Roman finger ring https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1127896 [accessed
27 May 2024].
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A.D. Henig type V and VI rings, dating most probably to the Severan period’.68 The intaglio figures
two engraved heads. A mask of a bearded male faces forward, with round thick-rimmed eyes, large
and empty beneath heavy brows, a broad flat nose, and full straggling moustache and beard
framing a wide mouth. This mask is conjoined with a youthful smooth-cheeked androgynous
head in profile facing right, eyes lightly framed by lid and brow, and with full lips. The faces
share the same stylised head of hair, combed forward into rolled fringes.

This combination echoes other pairings of comic theatrical masks in gems and in other media.
Among the former are similar sard gems in the British Museum, one combining a frontal bearded
face with a youthful head in profile, the latter identified (disputably) as female and the former as a
satyr, and the same pairing with a third slave mask instead of the head of hair..69 Similar
conjoinings are illustrated on marble reliefs, pairing ‘old man’ and ‘young man’ masks at
Pompeii, and a ‘slave’ and ‘young man’ on an example unknown provenance from the British
Museum.70 The masks also recall those of Bacchic figures on gems, where Silenus joins young
satyrs or maenads. In its striking appearance the satyr-like old man on the Revesby ring is
comparable to the subject of an onyx cameo of first-century date now in the Rijksmuseum van
Oudheden, Leiden.71 The frontal face also recalls the staring mask held up in a painted
‘initiation’ scene from the Villa of the Mysteries at Pompeii.72 Combinations with Silenus
heads in profile on other rings include examples with masks of satyrs, maenads and Pans, also
cut on red jasper.73 Linking Silenus masks with other Bacchic and animal figures echoes the

FIG. 13. Revesby area, ring (No. 13). Scale 3:2 (Photo: B. Westwood; © Durham County Council)

68 For general form types, see Henig, op. cit. (n. 24), 9, 13, fig.1. For a comparable form from east of Pentr, Rhondda:
Henig op. cit. (n. 24); for general form types, 247, no. 9, pl. XXXIII.

69 H.B. Walters, Catalogue of the Engraved Gems and Cameos: Greek, Etruscan and Roman in the British Museum
(1926), 228–9, nos. 2211 and 2215, pl. XXVII (BM 1865,0712.133 and 1824,0301.83). Theatrical masks are
occasionally documented from Britain as the principal devices from gems, e.g. Henig op. cit. (n. 24), 159, nos 524–6,
the right-hand mask in no. 536 resembling the profile mask in this case.

70 B.L. Webster, Monuments Illustrating New Comedy. Volume 2 Catalogue (3rd edn, rev. Green & Seeberg) (1995),
type 3AS2, for example 3AS.2d, British Museum (BM 1805,0703.451). See also the Monuments of New Comedy website:
https://mnc.ics.sas.ac.uk/about-monuments-illustrating-new-comedy-mnc-catalogue [accessed 30 May 2024].

71 J. Boardman, The Marlborough Gems formerly at Blenheim Palace, Oxfordshire (2009), 231, no. 517; Henig and
Molesworth op. cit. (n. 41), 140–1, no.128, now Leiden (GS 2022/4.128).

72 P. Roberts, Life and Death in Pompeii and Herculaneum (2013), 202–3, fig. 238.
73 Satyrs and maenads: Henig, op. cit. (n. 24), Corbridge, 139, no. 378, Wroxeter, 208, no. App.149, two Silenus masks

and two youthful heads; Pans as identified by their small horns, Henig, op. cit. (n. 24), 138, no.375; Binchester, M. Henig,
M. Whiting and D. Scarisbrick, Classical Gems. Ancient and Modern Intaglios and Cameos in the Fitzwilliam Museum,
Cambridge (1994), no.255, unprovenanced, in a late second- or early third-century gilt bronze ring.
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hybrid creatures in the pairings on gems (grylloi) thought to have an apotropaic effect against
Invidia.74 Martin Henig (pers. comm., February 2024)) notes the finely cut red jaspers
excavated from the drain of a Severan-period bath-house by the fort at Stanwix, perhaps carved
in Carlisle itself in connection with the presence of the Severan house on campaign (A.D.
208–11). He suggests that the creation of the Revesby gem too was a product of artistic output
stimulated by imperial patronage.75

NOTTINGHAMSHIRE

(14) Misson (SWYOR-3E8C66) (FIG. 14)76 A thin copper-alloy knife handle for a fixed-blade
knife, taking the form of an asparagus spear with a dark-green patina. It is 81.5 mm long,
sub-circular in section with a maximum diameter of 10.9 mm and weighs 33.5 g. It carries
scales on most of its length which only have started to expand into foliage at the tip, with the
tiny delicate fronds modelled with great care. It is incomplete at one end where the iron blade
of the knife would have joined the handle.

Handles for fixed-blade knives tend to be less elaborate than those for folding knives. This
is the first instance of a knife of this type found in Britain. Among the other 18 examples,
those with a known findspot cluster in the Moselle and Rhineland regions, especially around
Trier and perhaps also Cologne; at Trier there is also epigraphic evidence for asparagus
consumption.77 Beyond this cluster the only distant documented findspots are those at Misson
and at Silistra (Bulgaria) on the Danube.78 The handle from the Borg villa is likely to
derive from a third-century context but direct dating information for the group is otherwise

FIG. 14. Misson, knife handle (No. 14). Scale 1:1 (Photo: I. Whitehead; © West Yorkshire Archaeology Advisory
Service)

74 K. Lapatin, ‘Grylloi’, in C. Entwistle and N. Adams (eds), ‘Gems of Heaven’. Recent Research on Engraved
Gemstones in Late Antiquity c. AD 200-600 British Museum Research Publication 177 (2011), 88–98.

75 A. Giecco, F. Giecco and M. Henig, Uncovering Roman Carlisle. Artefacts from a Roman drain (2023), 8, 10.
76 Found by S. Law. Recorded by J. Tozer, A. Downes and J. Pearce. J. Tozer (2023) SWYOR-3E8C66: A Roman knife

https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1132115 [accessed 28 April 2024].
77 S. Faust, ‘Figürliche Bronzen und Gegenstände aus anderen Metallen aus Stadt und Regierungsbezirk Trier in

Privatbesitz III’, Trierer Zeitschrift 67/68 (2005), 157–212. Artefacts CNF-4048. For epigraphic evidence: S. Hoss, ‘A
delicate vegetable: an asparagus knife-handle from the fort of Laurium (Woerden, NL)’, in H. van Enckevoort (ed.),
Roman Material Culture. Studies in Honour of Jan Thijssen (2009), 25–30.

78 D. Elefterescu, ‘Figurative bronzes from Durostorum’, in The Antique Bronzes. Typology, Chronology, Authenticity.
The Acta of the 16th International Congress of Antique Bronzes (2004), 151–61.
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lacking.79 Observation and experimentation show that moulds were formed directly from
asparagus spears themselves. The latter were encased in carefully tempered clay to form the
mould which was then fired to reduce the spears to ash before pouring in the metal.80 In the
details of its form, the Notts example differs from others, being longer, thinner and less ‘leafy’
with more limited ‘ferning out’ (i.e. growing foliage). In this respect it resembles the example
from Rheinzabern, but is more elongated, perhaps using a younger spear as its model.81 The
technical virtuosity embodied in the knife handle likely made it a symbol of wealth in its own
right, alongside its allusion to consumption of a status-defining food. As a likely import its
discovery need not indicate asparagus cultivation in Roman Britain, though asparagus beds
were provisionally identified in excavations near Cambridge in 2014.82

LEICESTERSHIRE

(15) Market Bosworth (LEIC-77F0FB) (FIG. 15)83 An incomplete, copper-alloy proto-P-shaped
brooch, 64.3 mm long with a dark-green patina and surface traces of tinning. The brooch is sprung
and missing only its pin which was recovered alongside it. The head features a projecting waisted
knob, the first in a sequence of five that run down the centre of the bow arch. These knobs are
joined along a base plate that is riveted to the bow. On either side are narrow strips of corded
decoration that begin at the head and terminate just above the foot in a similar transverse band
of cording. A flange separates the bow from the lower bow and faceted foot, which has a small
cross-moulding and part of the catchplate behind.

The brooch belongs to a type identified at Richborough (T185), dated to the early
third century A.D.84 A close parallel can be found in other brooches documented by the

FIG. 15. Market Bosworth, brooch (No. 15). Scale 2:3 (Photo: V. Sazfara; © Derby Museums Trust)

79 B. Birkenhagen, ‘Ein Spargelmesser aus dem Archäologiepark Römische Villa Borg’, Funde und Ausgrabungen im
Bezirk Trier 45 (2013), 14–15.

80 S. Faust and F. Schneider, ‘Römische Spargelmesser im archäologischen Experiment’, Funde und Ausgrabungen im
Bezirk Trier 45 (2013), 7–13.

81 Rheinzabern museum: https://rlp.museum-digital.de/object/75411.
82 S. Hoss, ‘Asparagus in the Roman world’, Current Archaeology (2014) https://the-past.com/feature/

asparagus-in-the-roman-world/
83 Found by R. Thompson. Recorded by V. Szafara. V. Szafara (2023), LEIC-77F0FB: A Roman brooch https://finds.

org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1138226 [accessed 28 April 2024].
84 Bayley and Butcher, op. cit. (n. 16), 102–3, no. 247, 181–2 (Hull’s group 11). Mackreth, op. cit. (n. 34) 198, pl. 135,

no.10289.
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PAS.85 According to Mackreth, this form is distributed primarily along Hadrian’s Wall and
through eastern Britain. Its western Leicestershire find spot marks out the Market Bosworth
brooch as one of the more westerly examples: Mackreth lists only one from Gloucestershire
and Wales respectively, compared to 111 from Northumberland and 11 from both Norfolk and
Lincolnshire.86 Bayley and Butcher suggest a military connection due to the type being solely
found on military sites.87 However, the examples recorded with the PAS do not come from
known military sites and are quite widely distributed, though they may of course reflect the
activities of the military within the wider province.

NORTHAMPTONSHIRE

(16) Hinton-in-the-Hedges (NARC-9D96B1) (FIG. 16)88 A copper-alloy ‘Ringfibel’ or annular
brooch, complete with frame and pin, 64 mm wide, the circular frame 44.4 mm in diameter,
weighing 13.6 g, with a smooth brown patina.89 On the underside the frame is plain and
bevelled, on the upper side bevelled too, with punched circles evenly spaced around its
circumference. The pin is made of a thin narrow sheet of metal, rolled to form one tapering
end and curved at the other to loop around the frame, forming a grooved sleeve around it. The
pin’s point fits within a notch on the frame edge, flanked by projecting plinths which each
carry a quincunx arrangement of a larger central and smaller outer circles. From either side of
the notch extend two symmetrical zoomorphic terminals. These comprise both stylised beak- or
crest-like elements on necks which turn away from the hoop and towards one another and
small heads which project back towards the hoop, with mouths slightly agape. Pairs of punched
circles form the ‘eyes’ for these heads. Along each neck run parallel curved ridges which carry

FIG. 16. Hinton in the Hedges, annular brooch (No. 16). Scale 3:4 (Photo: E. Cox; © Northamptonshire County
Council)

85 Great Whelnetham (Suffolk) (SF-46623D); Plompton, North Yorks (YORYM-5C20C2); Sproston, Cheshire
(LVPL-346054); Sleaford, Lincs (LIN-49FC80); Dorchester on Thames (BERK-EBE4B8); and Mildenhall, Suffolk
(SF-2A9F82).

86 Mackreth, op. cit. (n. 34), 198.
87 Bayley and Butcher, op. cit. (n. 16), 183.
88 Found by A. Borton. Recorded by E. Cox. E. Cox (2023) NARC-9D96B1: A Roman buckle https://finds.org.uk/

database/artefacts/record/id/1116674 [accessed 28 April 2024].
89 For the general category: I. Sellye, ‘Ringfibeln mit Ansatz aus Pannonien’, Savaria 19/1 (1990), 17–102; and for

more recent references, W-R. Teegen, ‘Zu einer Ringfibel mit Fußplatte und beidseitigen stilisierten Tierknöpfen aus
Heimbach-Vlatten’, Bonner Jahrbücher 212 (2012), 161–6. Artefacts FIB-41698.
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incised corded decoration. These meet curving channels which run to the tip of the ‘beaks’ or
‘crests’, accentuating their curving form.

The object belongs to a category of late third- to fifth-century artefacts serving as brooches or
belt-buckles, widely documented in frontier settings across central Europe.90 A very small number
have been documented from Britain.91 In this case the distinctive zoomorphic decoration finds its
closest parallels in a group dated to the fourth and fifth centuries A.D., mainly but not exclusively
documented in coastal Frisia.92 The close resemblance of the form and decoration of the
Hinton-in-the-Hedges brooch both with these and with an example from Laon provide further
evidence for late antique connections across the North Sea, joining other belt fittings with
related affinities.93

CAMBRIDGESHIRE

(17) Little Wilbraham (SF-58389D) (FIG. 17)94 A complete polychrome copper-alloy terret
76.1 mm long, weighing 83 g, with loss to wear and corrosion, including much of the enamel
decoration. The terret takes a crescent form, each face carrying curvilinear decoration of the
same form within a recessed field with a thinner outer and thicker inner border. The decoration
comprises sinuous motifs on reserved metal within a red enamel field, symmetrically arranged
around the short axis of the terret, more expansive in the centre, more compressed towards the
tips. Within the raised motifs are six circular recesses containing yellow enamel. The tips of the
crescent expand to trumpet-like terminals to meet the notched bar which attaches the terret to
the vehicle yoke.

FIG. 17. Little Wilbraham, terret (No. 17). Scale 1:2 (Photo: A. Booth; © Suffolk County Council)

90 Sellye, ibid., 38, for dual function.
91 T.M. Dickinson, ‘Fowler’s Type G penannular brooches reconsidered’, Medieval Archaeology 26 (1982), 54–6,

brooches from Londesborough (Yorks) and Kempsford (Glos); Mackreth, op. cit. (n. 34), brooch from Verulamium,
233, pl. 150, no. 3691. Anna Booth has an ongoing research project to document further examples.

92 A. Nieuwhof, ‘The Frisians and their pottery: social relations before and after the fourth century AD’, in J. Hines and
N. IJssennagger-van der Pluijm (eds), Frisians of the Early Middle Ages (2021), 54–6, with references.

93 V. Evison, The Fifth-Century Invasions South of the Thames (1965), 48–9, fig. 23. For PAS belt fittings with
decoration in the Quoit brooch style etc., see Pearce and Worrell, op. cit. (n. 43, 2019), 488–90, no. 21, Lyminge
(KENT-198D8D).

94 Found by P. Williams. Recorded by A. Booth. A. Booth (2023) SF-58389D: An Iron Age harness fitting https://finds.
org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1131008 [accessed 7 June 2024].
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The terret belongs to the flat ring terrets of Group VIII, sub-group A, as defined by Spratling, or
the ‘crescentic’ form defined by Lewis, with symmetrically arranged ornament, common across
south-east Britain, especially east Anglia.95 The limiting of the colours to red and yellow
enamel may date this terret to the early first century A.D.96 It joins many examples of the same
form, typically combining curvilinear and enamelled decoration, that have been documented by
the PAS since the completion of Lewis’s doctoral study and provide further testament to late
Iron Age and early Roman investment in decorated horse harness of this kind.97

SUFFOLK

(18) Near Euston (SF-86DD2F) (FIG. 18)98 Thirteen pewter vessels, exposed during a detecting
rally, found during subsequent excavation to have been deposited in a small pit.99 Plough
damage and corrosion made it difficult fully to excavate and separate vessels or to establish
definitively how they had been deposited or identify use-wear on them. The hoard comprises a
stack of plates and platters of varying diameters (from 250 to 510 mm as preserved) with four
smaller bowls, two dishes and a cup. Within the group are several vessel pairs, including two

FIG. 18. Near Euston, vessels (No. 18). (Photo: A. Booth; © Suffolk County Council)

95 A. Lewis, Iron Age and Roman-era Vehicle Terrets from Western and Central Britain: An Interpretive Study, PhD
thesis, University of Leicester (2015), 179; M.G. Spratling, Southern British Decorated Bronzes of the late pre-Roman Iron
Age, PhD thesis, University of London, Vol. 1, 51.

96 Lewis, ibid., 108.
97 e.g. Towcester (NARC-A625F6); Clipston, Northants (NARC-832339); Yarburgh, Lincs (LIN-326B2C); Boxted,

Suffolk (SF-441ED8); Aldham, Suffolk (SF-1AA67D); Martham, Norfolk (NMS-8405DE); Wormingford, Essex
(ESS-96F773); Bookham South, Surrey (SUR-474EA9); West Tisted, Hants (DOR-04B1DB); Allington, Wilts
(SUR-474EA9).

98 Recorded by A. Booth. A. Booth (2023) SF-86DD2F: A Roman hoard https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/
id/1103694 [accessed: 28 April 2024].

99 Excavation and conservation by Norfolk Museum Services.
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very large platters, two bowls with octagonal rims and two dishes. Geometric decoration was noted
on some vessels, including circumferential lines formed by incision, pellets and punchmarks as
well as central motifs, one a complex arrangement of punched curved and straight lines that is
hard to identify as a figural or geometric motif.

This is one of several pewter vessel groups documented by the PAS.100 Its findspot lies within
the eastern cluster of pewter hoards in southern Britain, i.e. within a zone extending across
Cambridgeshire and adjacent areas of Norfolk and Suffolk, dated primarily from the mid-4th
century A.D. onwards.101 Many other deposits of pewter vessels have been found in low-lying
areas immediately to the west between Ely and Icklingham, many in wet contexts.102 Deposits
of pewter vessels are documented in both ‘on’ and off-site contexts, the former including not
only villas but also non-villa rural sites, as demonstrated at Cambourne west of Cambridge.103

The dominance within the Euston group of plates or platters and bowls is typical, paralleled for
example at Hockwold where one of the hoards is similarly stacked.104 A Christian significance,
i.e. a possible liturgical use, is sometimes argued for the bowls with octagonal rims, partly on
the basis of the distinctive decoration found on one example from Sutton, Isle of Ely, and from
a concentration of findspots in a region with other evidence for Christianity.105 In this case
however, without other supporting evidence, the argument for plain bowls with octagonal rims
as having a specific religious affiliation is weak.

(19) Rendlesham (SF-241792) (FIG. 19)106 A copper-alloy object, identified as a likely horse
chamfron (A.D. 120–300), white-metal coated and depicting Hercules in repoussé, found in
several fragments. The largest is c. 250 mm long and 60 mm at its widest. The other fragments
suggest that the original object was much larger and may have featured multiple decorative
panels. The full-length heroic nude figure of Hercules stands facing forwards, his right hand
resting on his club. Two other fragments contain the figure’s head and part of his left side,
including the lion skin draped over his left shoulder. He also carries arrows in a quiver on his
shoulder. Hercules is depicted on the central panel of a hinged, three-part chamfron from
Eining in a similar pose to that on the Rendlesham fragments.107 What remains of the figure’s
head suggests that it may have been rendered fully in the round, reminiscent of a hinged
chamfron from Straubing that depicts Mars or a smaller example depicting Minerva.108 The
latter features a similar strap attachment loop to the Rendlesham example. The strap attachment
loop at the foot of Hercules also prompts an alternative interpretation of the object as a greave.
Both greaves from a pair at Straubing, featuring Hercules and Mars, include an attachment

100 Chelmsford, two large pewter platters (ESS-A66FE2); Somerton, nr Bicester, associated with a villa building:
Worrell and Pearce, op. cit. (n. 26, 2012), 372–3, no. 17 (BERK-C55677); three platters found near Bridport, Dorset
(DOR-CAC462).

101 N. Beagrie, ‘The Romano-British pewter industry’, Britannia 20 (1989), 177, fig. 3.
102 L. Smith, Pewter Tableware: Its Function, Significance and Contribution to Our Understanding of Life in Roman

Britain through a Case-study of Material Held in the British Museum. PhD thesis, University of Reading (2011), 25–6,
fig.4.

103 Smith, ead, 16–21; Cambourne: J. Wright, M. Leivers, R. Seager Smith and C.J. Stevens, Cambourne New
Settlement Iron Age and Romano-British Settlement on the Clay Uplands of West Cambridgeshire, Wessex Archaeology
Report 23 (2009), 27–8, 105.

104 D. Gurney, Settlement, Religion and Industry on the Fen-Edge: Three Romano-British Sites in Norfolk, East Anglian
Archaeology 31 (1986), 149–52.

105 E. Hartley et al. (eds), Constantine the Great: York’s Roman Emperor (2006), 206–7, no. 191. Smith, op. cit.
(n. 102), 348–50.

106 Found by A. Smith. Recorded by R. Caravello and E. Wood. R. Caravello (2020) SF-241792: A Roman horse
armour https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1003495 [accessed 28 April 2024].

107 S. Schuckelt, Evidence for Horse Armour in the Roman Army and the Use of Chamfrons by the Roman Cavalry, PhD
thesis, Cardiff University (2014), 94, no.76.

108 J. Keim and H. Klumbach, Der römische Schatzfund von Straubing (1951), 24 and Taf. 19 (Mars), 30 and Taf.33
(Minerva).
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point for a strap loop at the feet of the central figure in a similar position to that of the Rendlesham
example.109 The depiction of the figure’s head fully in the round is also paralleled on a second
greave from Straubing that depicts Mars.110

Decorated greaves of the Straubing/Eining types are usually associated with the Roman cavalry
and their ‘sports’ displays, an argument also possible for chamfrons of the same type.111 Whether
it is a greave or a chamfron, the Rendlesham armour can therefore be interpreted as linked to the
Roman cavalry and forms a part of a larger group of militaria from the second and third century in
the region around its findspot.112

BUCKINGHAMSHIRE

(20) Aylesbury Vale (BUC-850BF6) (FIG. 20)113 An incomplete worn copper-alloy terminal in
avian form, perhaps a sceptre head, with a mid-green patina. The object is 48.2 mm long and
weighs 6.1 g. The terminal is in the form of a bird of prey seated on a thick base with wings
tightly folded and head turned to the left, with a rounded beak, and just visible eyes. In front
of the lower part of the bird’s body are two projecting elements, a disc and what looks like
another zoomorphic form, perhaps also a bird. Below the base is a substantial faceted and
ridged collar, beneath which a small part of a shaft survives, ending in a worn break. The
object’s closest affinities are with bird-terminals identified as possible sceptre-heads, for

FIG. 19. Rendlesham, assemblage (No. 19). Scale 1:3 (Photo: R. Caravello; © Suffolk County Council)

109 Keim and Klumbach, ibid., Taf. 15, no. 10.
110 Keim and Klumbach, ibid., Taf. 17, no. 1.
111 T. Fischer, Army of the Roman Emperors (2019), 134 (greaves), 191 (chamfrons).
112 E. Wood, Finds from Non-Military Contexts in South-East England and the Role of the Roman Army in

Romano-British Society, PhD thesis, King’s College London (2024), 110, fig. 5.6.
113 Found by L. Newton. Recorded by A. Wood. A. Wood (2023) BUC-850BF6: A Roman hair pin https://finds.org.uk/

database/artefacts/record/id/1128027 [accessed 28 April 2024].
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example from Butterfield Down, Amesbury.114 Other examples have also been documented by the
PAS.115

OXFORDSHIRE

(21) Swinford and Widford (BUC-67E42A) (FIG. 21)116 An incomplete copper-alloy harness
strap-slide of phalera form (A.D. 100–200). The circular phalera, 32 mm in diameter and
weighing 15.7 g, features a central stud in the form of a human head, facing outwards with
lentoid eyes and a prominent nose. The triangular head of hair is defined by a right-curling

FIG. 20. Aylesbury Vale, avian terminal (No. 20). Scale 1:1 (Photo: A. Wood; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

FIG. 21. Swinford and Widford, phalera (No. 21). Scale 1:1 (Photo: A. Wood; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

114 M. Henig, ‘Sceptre head’, in M. Rawlings and A. Fitzpatrick, ‘Prehistoric sites and a Romano-British settlement at
Butterfield Down, Amesbury’, Wiltshire Archaeological and Natural History Society Magazine 89, 21; A. Esposito,
Performing the Sacra: Priestly Roles and their Organisation in Roman Britain, Archaeopress Roman Archaeology 53
(2019), 44–7, for zoomorphic terminals in general.

115 Pearce and Worrell, op. cit. (n. 27, 2016), 374, no. 11, Bosworth Field (LEIC-9F3451), also an eagle, with
references; Pearce and Worrell, op. cit. (n. 6, 2023), 419–20, no. 21, Cotswolds (GLO-452F33), owl.

116 Found by B. Turvey. Recorded by E. Caswell and E. Wood. E. Wood (2023) BUC-67E42A: A Roman harness fitting
https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1138111 [accessed 28 April 2024].
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spiral. The stud is affixed in the centre of a circular recess, through which a short cylindrical rivet
passes, securing it to the phalera. This recess is surrounded by a convex ring similar to Bishop’s
phalera type 11a.117 The reverse has two opposed projections that were once connected by a
horizontal bar to form the strap-slide.

This phalera is paralleled in examples from Nijmegen. One features a riveted mount in the form
of a human face and two other anthropomorphic mounts are perhaps from similar phalerae, though
as they are disassociated it is impossible to be certain.118 A further complete example features a
stylised lion head in the central recess.119 Another phalera disc of similar design and with a
broken reverse strap-slide frame has a central spherical rivet.120 Van der Veen suggests that
these fittings are for belts and fall within Nicolay’s Group A military equipment from the
Netherlands, i.e. dated from 12 B.C.–A.D. 120.121 However, the lack of decorative elements such
as niello or silver inlay, and the style of the face, might indicate an Antonine date for this example.

(22) Blewbury (OXON-4D65B3 / T2022T373) (FIG. 22)122 An incomplete silver zoomorphic
hanging bowl mount, 37 mm long and weighing 5.4 g, with part of one side and the base lost
to damage and some darker patination as well as some traces of gilding. The upper part of the
mount takes the form of a slim, elongated horse’s head. The latter is effectively modelled in
outline, a strong jawline, flaring mouth and nostrils, ears pricked up and nicked on the edge to
render fur and a narrow ridge between them to render the mane. The neck forms a vertical rib
which connects the head to the lower part of the mount, which is a grooved trapezoidal plate
mainly preserved only on one side and tapering to the base. With a close resemblance to a
copper-alloy metal-detected find from Sharnford (Leicestershire), and more generic affinities
with other escutcheons of bird form belonging to hanging bowls among Bruce-Mitford’s Group
2, the mount is likely to be late Roman in date. Later mounts for these bowls also sometimes
take similar equine form, for example a finely decorated silver mount from Deopham, Norfolk.123

FIG. 22. Blewbury, mount, (No. 22). Scale 1:1 (Photo: E. Caswell; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

117 M.C. Bishop, ‘Cavalry equipment of the Roman army in the first century AD’, in J.C. Coulston (ed.) Military
Equipment and the Identity of Roman Soldiers, BAR International Series S394 (1988), 137.

118 V. van der Veen, Roman Military Equipment and Horse Gear from the Hunerbergat Nijmegen (2020), 74, fig. 46,
no. 14, disassociated examples fig. 46, nos 12–13.

119 van der Veen, ibid., 74 fig. 46.11.
120 van der Veen, ibid., 71, fig. 43.19.
121 van der Veen, ibid., 68; J. Nicolay, Armed Batavians. Amsterdam (2007).
122 Found by N. John. Recorded by E. Caswell. E. Caswell (2022) OXON-4D65B3: A Roman mount https://finds.org.uk/

database/artefacts/record/id/1085545 [accessed 21 May 2024].
123 R. Bruce-Mitford and S. Raven, A Corpus of Late Celtic Hanging-bowls with an Account of the Bowls Found in

Scandinavia (2005), 34–5, 461–4, figs. 272, 732–3. Deopham (NMS-450EF2).
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WEST BERKSHIRE

(23) Leckhampstead (BERK-B99239) (FIG. 23)124 A copper-alloy disc with an even green patina
with openwork and champlevé enamelled decoration, 82.1 mm in surviving diameter, weighing
50.9 g. The decoration is arranged concentrically around a domed and stepped boss at the
centre. The latter is framed by a circle of repeated trumpet-form recesses filled with a black
corroded material, perhaps niello. This inner circle is in turn set within a decorative zone
comprising lotus motifs, alternating as smaller recessed and larger openwork elements. The
openwork motifs are framed by fan-shaped recesses containing traces of red enamel. The
recessed motifs are set in crescent-like zones framed by arcs comprising repeated trumpet
motifs, again filled with the same decayed material. On the outer edge are the remnants of a
lace-like openwork arcade, mostly preserved as short stubs of projecting metal, of a kind found
on some contemporary brooches.125 On the reverse a scar beneath the boss indicates the likely
point of attachment.

The decoration is reminiscent of the enamelling documented on a small group of vessels of
mid-imperial date from Britain (the best preserved being the Selborne cup) and Gaul,
characterised by a dense field of geometric motifs in which lotuses and trumpets dominate.126

The function of the fitting is unclear. It recalls the form of harness or baldric decoration but
seems too delicate plausibly to be identified as such. A mount for furniture or similar role may
be possible.127

FIG. 23. Leckhampstead, disc (No. 23). Scale 3:4 (Photo: P. Smither; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

124 Found by R. Garman. Recorded by P. Smither. P. Smither BERK-B99239: A Roman strap fitting (2023) https://finds.
org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1097106 [accessed 12 June 2024].

125 For example, M. Feugère, Les fibules en Gaule méridionale, de la conquête à la fin du Ve siècle ap. J.-C. (1985),
369–71, types 27b–c. Artefacts FIB-41089; FIB-41102.

126 H. Willmott, L. Thompson, J. Lundy, et al., ‘From Roman table to Anglo-Saxon grave: an archaeological biography
of the Scremby cup’, European Journal of Archaeology (in press) https://eprints.whiterose.ac.uk/209751/; L. Pelpel and
C. Vernou, ‘Vases émaillés d’époque romaine de la vallée de la Saône’, Revue Archéologique de l’Est 67 (2018), 249–66.

127 M. Feugère (pers. comm., June 2024) suggests that other functions might be considered if a later dating is possible,
for example a book binding mount. We consider the motifs and materials to be best paralleled in Roman period examples
noted above, but the function remains elusive.
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HAMPSHIRE

(24) Chilcomb (SUR-05E56A) (FIG. 24)128 A copper-alloy enamelled bow brooch, 33.5 mm long,
weighing 19.6 g. The short tubular wings house an iron axis bar which hinges with a copper-alloy
pin, a small section of which survives. The head is set at a sharp angle to the flat bow. The latter
carries a single recessed field containing millefiori enamel inlay organised in five panels of
distorted red, white and blue squares, each configured differently. The central panel is a blue
spiral on a white ground; others are arranged in quasi-chequerboard form. Alternating red and
white squares frame each panel. The bow tapers slightly to the rounded foot beneath which a
small catchplate survives.

The brooch is of continental type documented in small numbers, with a cluster in northern
Gallia Belgica, but with outliers now including southern Britain.129 Examples of a variant form,
with a trapezoidal bow, with a distribution centred on Luxemburg, have been documented by
the PAS in Hampshire and Nottinghamshire.130 These forms are dated from c. A.D. 90 to 150,
but the use in this case of chequerboard millefiori enamel, more commonly exploited on plate
and disc brooches, may push the date later.131 In this respect the brooch joins a larger corpus
of fittings which exploit the same decorative potential.132

(25) Monxton (WREX-C1A12F) (FIG. 25)133 A complete copper-alloy nail-cleaner of late Roman
date, 86.9 mm long, 12.6 mm at maximum width and weighing 10.6 g. It comprises two connected
parts, a suspension element and the nail-cleaner proper. The former, square in section, has split
terminals at either end which are set at right angles to one another. One allows connections to
the nail-cleaner itself, to which it is still linked by a rivet passing through the perforated

FIG. 24. Chilcomb, brooch (No. 24). Scale 1:1 (Photo: S. Maslin; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

128 Found by D. Stretch. Recorded by S. Maslin. S. Maslin (2023) SUR-05E56A: A Roman brooch https://finds.org.uk/
database/artefacts/record/id/1141086 [accessed 28 April 2024].

129 M. Feugère (pers. comm., May 2024). See Artefacts FIB-41437; Feugère, op. cit. (n. 125), type 26. A brooch from
Benson, Oxon (BERK3C2138), without surviving enamel, shares some characteristics of this form.

130 Hurstbourne Priors, Hants (SUR-30057B); Thoroton, Notts (NLM-7BC383). Artefacts FIB-4115.
131 Worrell and Pearce, op. cit. (n. 27, 2015), 362, no. 4, Thorpe Audlin (YORYM-D5BBD5) for a Birdlip type brooch

with bow covered in enamel.
132 S. Worrell and J. Pearce, ‘Roman Britain in 2013. Finds Reported under the Portable Antiquities Scheme’, Britannia

45 (2014), 410–11, no. 11, Ludford (DENO-FE87A5) for harness mounts; Worrell and Pearce, op. cit. (n. 26, 2012), 361–2,
no. 4, Glanton (NCL-A38DF3), larger mounts; Worrell and Pearce op. cit. (n. 27, 2015), 363–5, no. 7 Horton-cum-Peel
(LVPL-F1F6CC) for a disc brooch. H. Eckardt (pers. comm., March 2024) is currently undertaking a wider study of
this decorative technique.

133 Found by D. Field. Recorded by S White. S. White (2023) WREX-C1A12F: A Roman nail cleaner https://finds.org.
uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1134757 [accessed 29 May 2024].
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extension at the top of the latter. The split at the other end of the suspension element allowed
attachment to a belt or chatelaine. The nail-cleaner proper has a tripartite bar or neck,
alternating straight and indented sides, and a piriform blade with rounded shoulders, tapering to
a narrow bifid tip, grooved on the front. Where neck and shoulders meet are two curved motifs
which echo the animal heads found on similar examples (see below), though they are less
distinctively zoomorphic.

The object carries extensive decoration, on every surface of the suspension element and on one
surface of the nail-cleaner proper. This decoration comprises punched rings and dots, incised lines
and zones of hatching, sometimes forming circles, saltires and scrolls. The arrangement of motifs
either side of the bifid tip also hints at zoomorphic forms. This well-preserved nail-cleaner
resembles others with similar decoration, especially the nail-cleaner from Tortworth (Glos),
although these have split attachment ends in the same plane as the blade. The stratigraphic
contexts and stylistic affinities with belt fittings indicate a late Roman date; its findspot and that
of another example recorded by the PAS fit the southern distribution of this artefact type.134 The
suspension element sheds new light on the nail-cleaner’s method of attachment.

EAST SUSSEX

(26) Streat (SUSS-07E0EF) (FIG. 26)135 Part of a small copper-alloy pan handle with a feline’s
head terminal, with a dark-green patina, quite worn with extensive corrosion, 80.7 mm long, up
to 23.3 mm in diameter and weighing 107.2 g. The junction with the vessel is lost and what
remains of the hollow cylinder tapers slightly towards the terminal, separated from it by a
thick raised collar. Within the handle a grey ceramic core is visible. Much of the head’s
detail is lost to corrosion, but enough survives to suggest original fine modelling as a
leopard. Save for the chin the head is fringed by a mane, indicated by thick locks swept back
to meet the collar, best preserved on top of the head. These locks frame two flattened ears. A
broad groove runs from the top of the mane to the muzzle; the eyes are set to either side
beneath a prominent brow. On the front of the face grooves render the muzzle and whiskers,
with a shallow slot beneath for the mouth and a narrow jaw. On the cheeks punched circles
reproduce the animal’s spotted hide.136 Terminals in feline or canine form for handled pans

FIG. 25. Monxton, nail cleaner (No. 25). Scale 1:1 (Photo: S. White; © National Museum Wales)

134 N. Crummy and H. Eckardt, Styling the Body in Late Iron Age and Roman Britain: A Contextual Approach to Toilet
Instruments, Instrumentum Monograph 36 (2008), 93–5, 137–40, esp. Tortworth, no. 1138, fig. 80. The nail-cleaner from
Odcombe, Somerset (SOM-AF4DD6), has similarly decoration but its form corresponds better to the group with lugs at the
base of the neck.

135 Found by S. Brown. Recorded by J. Clark. J. Clark (2023) SUSS-07E0EF: A Roman vessel https://finds.org.uk/
database/artefacts/record/id/1127302 [accessed 28 April 2024].

136 e.g. Sporle-with- Palgrave (LVPL793EBA). Pearce and Worrell op. cit. (n. 43, 2019), 481, no. 14 Aston, Cote,
Shifford and Chimney (BERK-3243DB). Cf. Worrell and Pearce op. cit. (n. 53, 2011), 431–2, no. 25, Niton and
Whitwell (IOW-F65D31).
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of this type, usually dated to the first and second centuries A.D., are much rarer than those
modelled as ram’s heads.137

WILTSHIRE

(27) Longbridge Deverill (WILT-92070A / 2022T815) (FIG. 27)138 An assemblage of copper-alloy,
iron and lead objects from a possible disturbed hoard or burial, found distributed across an area of
about 0.5 m. The personal ornaments, all in copper alloy, comprised two cast jointed neck-rings and
two bracelets, as well as 11 bow brooches, whole and fragmentary. The distinctive neck rings,
similar in size (up to c. 157.5 mm in diameter) and form but differing in decorative detail, were
formed of two halves and carried distinctive beaded decoration, worn through use by a smaller
adult or adolescent, to judge from their size. Although the closest parallel derives from
south-west England, namely the similar-sized neck-ring from Newquay, these combine features of
different regional neck-ring forms of late Iron Age and early Roman date.139 The two small
bracelets also closely resemble one another in size and form (internal widths of c. 55 mm and
63.1 mm), both being hinged with iron pins to lock their halves together and large enough only
for slim wrists. Their formal and decorative affinities are with other bracelets of first- and
second-century A.D. date from southwest Britain.140 Among the 11 brooches were T-shaped
Colchester derivatives, Polden Hill and trumpet types. The iron tools, a possible coulter and adze,
were heavily corroded. The latter resembles first-century A.D. forms, for example from Hod Hill.141

FIG. 26 Streat, vessel handle (No. 26). Scale 3:4 (Photo: J. Clarke; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

137 Lundock, op. cit. (n. 43), 65-66. Canine heads: Newstead, Notts (LVPL-F535A7) and Grendon, Warks
((WMID-08375F), Pearce and Worrell, op. cit. (n. 43, 2019), 475–6, no. 9. For the more common rams’ heads, see the
latter reference, plus additional examples from e.g. Eynsford, Kent (LON-B47821)), Rackheath, Norfolk (NMS-772B89)
and Feering, Essex (ESS-1ADACE).

138 The objects were recorded by S. Adams and S. Hawke. S. Hawke (2022) WILT-92070A: A Roman hoard
https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1074938 [accessed 16 May 2024].

139 J. Nowakowski, A. Gwilt, V.Megaw and S. La Niece, ‘A late IronAge neck-ring from Pentire, Newquay, Cornwall, with a
note on the find fromBoverton, vale ofGlamorgan’,Antiquaries Journal 89 (2009), 35–52. For thewider context of contemporary
neck rings, M. Marshall, ‘Baldock torcs: penannular neck rings from south-eastern Roman Britain and their significance for the
development of provincial identities’, Acta ad archaeologiam et artium historiam pertinentia 33 (2023), 321–55.

140 e.g. Boverton, Vale of Glamorgan (Nowakowski et al., op. cit. (n. 139)); Caerleon area (DENO-7AE628), Westbury
(SOM-0A772D) and north Petherton (SOM-D6C279), both from Somerset; Ogbourne St Andrew, Wilts
(NMGW-566D87).

141 Cf. W.H. Manning, Catalogue of the Romano-British Iron Tools, Fittings and Weapons in the British Museum
(1985), 17, 59.
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The objects were covered, seemingly, by a copper-alloy dish or shallow bowl, almost 20 cm in
diameter, and likely buried in a lead box-like container. Both brooches and bracelets suggest a date
centred on the decades around c. A.D. 100. The somewhat incongruous pairing of ornament, some
for an individual of slender physique, and heavy iron tools make it hard confidently to attribute the
assemblage to a funerary or votive context.142

BATH AND NORTH-EAST SOMERSET

(28) Bath (GLO-3F99D8 / 2023T634) (FIG. 28)143 A complete silver finger ring of the Brancaster
type of late Roman date. Its internal diameter is c. 20 mm (as measured from photograph) and it
weighs 6.4 g. The hoop is octagonal on the exterior and circular on the interior. The bezel, wider
than the ring and standing proud of it, carries an intaglio image of a quadruped facing right within
a border of punched triangles. Its head and body are modelled as a shallow central depression with
stamped decoration used to render a concentration of fur on the forelimbs and neck. Incisions
represent the ears in V-form and the legs, angled at the rear, ending in triangular punches for
the feet. The body narrows towards the hindquarters with the tail curving back over them,
beginning as incision, ending as overlapping punched triangles. The angular shoulders carry
decoration in the same technique, both showing a well-modelled standing bird facing the bezel.
Heads and bodies are formed by shallow recesses with short incisions delineating detail, sharp
projecting beaks, plumage of folded wings and tail, and angled legs and feet, the detail being
sharper in the left-hand bird.

Many Brancaster rings, dated to A.D. 350–450, have been documented by the PAS, contributing
almost half of the 54 from Britain compiled by Gerrard and Henig.144 Since they completed their
synthesis the PAS sample has increased significantly, including more than a dozen further

FIG. 27. Longbridge Deverill, neck ring (No. 27). Scale 1:3 (Photo: S. Hawke; © Salisbury and South Wiltshire
Museum)

142 For other finds of neck rings with burials: Nowakowski et al., op. cit. (n. 139), 48. Hoards of iron tools do not usually
feature ornaments: W.H. Manning, ‘Ironwork Hoards in Iron Age and Roman Britain’, Britannia 3 (1972), 224–50.

143 Found by J. Kubinski. Recorded by K. Adams. K. Adams (2023) GLO-3F99D8: A Roman finger ring https://finds.
org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1119273 [accessed 28 April 2024].

144 J. Gerrard and M. Henig, ‘Brancaster type signet rings: a study in the material culture of sealing documents in Late
Antique Britain’, Bonner Jahrbücher (2016), 225–50.
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examples bearing inscriptions and/or figural motifs, widely distributed across southern and central
England.145 The octagonal hoop, square box bezel and the decorated shoulders are variously
shared by other rings.146 Birds are among the commonest motifs documented on these rings,
while the quadruped on the bezel joins the menagerie of other creatures within the Brancaster
ring corpus, perhaps with a leonine aspect, but is hard to attribute to species. Martin Henig
(pers. comm., October 2023) notes that the long tail in this case resembles that of the griffin on
the Amesbury ring.147 He favours an identification of the animal as an idiosyncratic
representation of a sheep, and perhaps therefore to be identified as a Christian symbol, like the
‘Lamb of God’ motif on the gem in the smaller Murlough ring from Co. Down.

SOMERSET

(29) Misterton SOM-AD9455 (FIG. 29)148 A copper-alloy crab modelled in the round, with an
even green patina, c. 65 mm wide and 55 mm long, with significant damage in antiquity. It has
a humped body, squarish and smooth, with a carapace extending beyond it, toothed along its
anterior edge. The mouth parts are rendered schematically by incision. The left eye-stalk partly
survives but the right is lost. The better-preserved left chela (claw) expands and rises with
distance from the body. Of the legs, only part of the merus survives, i.e. the closest segment to
the body, those to the back upward-turned, more easily seen on the less damaged right side. To
judge from better-preserved examples, the upward-turned legs likely angled sharply downwards
where the merus articulated with the next segment. The overall effect would have likely been
of close-set legs configured as a row of inverted Vs, suggesting an animal resting with its body
on the ground, poised to scuttle. Abdominal detail is incised, with segments differentiated on

FIG. 28. Bath, Brancaster ring (No. 28). Scale 1:1 (Photo: K. Adams; © Bristol City Council)

145 Chi-rho: Cowesby, N. Yorks (SWYOR-9A0B01); with alpha and omega, Westerfield, Suffolk (SF-813507); Amport,
Hants (HAMP-13E77C). Bird(?): Marshfield, S. Glos (WILT-D05D4E); Clifton Maybank, Dorset (DOR-A1C76A);
Bradfield St Clare, Suffolk (SF-4C5B9D). Zoomorphic and monstrous: Monster: Ulverscroft, Leics, (LEIC-FD5B85);
Attleborough, Norfolk (NMS-CD345C); South Kesteven, Lincs (LIN-CE51FA); South Kilworth, Leics,
(LEIC-60ED21). Profile bust(s): Great Ellingham, Norfolk (NMS-AEE96F); with inscription, Heddington Wilts
(WILT-A646EC) and South Kesteven (LIN-9CBF81). Inscription only: Medmenham, Bucks (OXON-A9C17E).

146 Octagonal hoop, Gerrard and Henig, op. cit. (n. 144), nos 3 (Senicianus ring), 4 and 51; bezel form and shoulder
decoration, Type 1A2d, Gerrard and Henig, ibid., 228.

147 Gerrard and Henig, ibid., 236–40, Amesbury, no. 7.
148 Found by A. Gibbs. Recorded by M. Kneafsey and J. Pearce. M. Kneafsey (2023) SOM-AD9455: A Roman figurine

https://finds.org.uk/database/artefacts/record/id/1118253 [accessed 16 May 2024].
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either side of the central apron. However, while the figure shows observation of crab anatomy, no
particular species is the source of inspiration.

The Misterton find is paralleled in a small number of copper-alloy crabs of varying size and
better preserved. On a lamp in crab form, said to be from a Smyrna tomb, the surviving legs,
careful differentiated into segments, give an impression of their likely arrangement on the
Misterton crab.149 Its trapezoidal carapace is truer to typical crab anatomy, while the bumpy
texture of the claws evokes the ‘warty’ or ‘yellow’ crab. A similar example in the Metropolitan
Museum, said to be of Hellenistic date, was a likely support for a lamp or similar furniture
item.150 A well-preserved crab from Marseille, hinged at the back, is so fastidious in its
emulation of naturalistic detail that its mould may have been taken directly from a crab shell.151

From Lyon comes an applique, serving as a possible box or chest fitting, from a stratified
deposit dated to the Augustan period.152 Also dated to the Augustan period, but otherwise
exceptional, are the colossal bronze crabs from Alexandria, carrying a bilingual inscriptions
recording the re-erection (13/12 B.C.) at the emperor’s behest of the obelisk they once
supported after its translation from Heliopolis.153

Otherwise crabs find only occasional purchase in Roman art.154 To the repertoire of images
associated with Augustus the crab brings the symbolic force of its designation as the symbol
for Cancer, the astrological house of the moon, for example accompanying portraits of

FIG. 29. Misterton, figurine (No. 29). Scale 1:2 (Photo: M. Kneafsey; © Portable Antiquities Scheme)

149 BM 1756, 0101.383
150 D. von Bothmer et al. ‘Recent acquisitions: a selection 1992–1993’, Bulletin of The Metropolitan Museum of Art

51.2 (1993), 14.
151 Marseille, before 1773, now in Musée Granet, Aix-en-Provence, H. Oggiano-Bitar, Bronzes figurés antiques des

Bouches-du-Rhône Gallia supplément XLIII, Paris (1984), 130–1, no. 301, ‘vraisemblablement moulé sur nature’,
noting also ‘objets semblables’ at Aquileia. See also M-P. Rothé and H. Tréziny, Carte archéologique de la Gaule
13-3: Marseille et ses alentours (2005), 749, fig. 1112.

152 Lyon - Artefacts APP-4015 A. Desbat, ‘Le mobilier des fosses à rejets de banquets du prétendu ‘Sanctuaire de
Cybèle’ (Lyon, France)’, in P. Ballet et al. (eds), De la Gaule à l’Orient Méditerranéen. Fonctions et statut des
mobiliers archéologiques dans leur contexte (2018), 188, 193, fig. 20.

153 M. D’Alton, ‘The New York obelisk, or, how Cleopatra’s Needle came to New York and what happened when it got
here’, Metropolitan Museum of Art Bulletin 50.4 (1993).

154 W. Deonna, ‘The crab and the butterfly: a study in animal symbolism’, Journal of the Warburg and Courtauld
Institutes 17 (1954), 47–86; e.g. Henig op. cit. (n. 24), 178, no. 714, Harlow Romano-Celtic temple, with references to
further examples; Henig et al., op. cit. (n. 73), 175, no. 180, unprovenanced cornelian in the Fitzwilliam, crab holding a
shell between its claws.
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Octavian on intaglios.155 On the aureus minted by M. Durmius in 19 B.C., a laurelled head of
Augustus is accompanied on the reverse by a crab holding a butterfly in its claws, a possible
representation of the Augustan maxim festina lente (‘hasten slowly’: Suet., Aug. 25), or as a
general allusion to prosperity, or even libertas.156 Crabs are also a not uncommon motif for
magical gems.157 Otherwise their most frequent manifestation is as Cancer in carved Zodiac
images, often simplified to a rounded or elliptical body with large claws and thin legs.158

While Zodiacs could sometimes be created by metal appliques on a wooden frame, for example
as attested in the hoard at Angleur (nr Liege), this specific function seems unlikely for the
Misterton figurine, intended to be seen in the round. Finds in neighbouring provinces of objects
linked to horoscopy, like the Angleur (Liège) appliques or the Grand tablets, or the use of
astrological symbols in connection with time-keeping devices (e.g. the Chevroches disc,
Nièvre), suggest that astrological figures could also be comfortably recognised in Britain.159

Remarkably two rare Roman copper-alloy figurines linked to the Zodiac have now been
documented by the PAS from Roman Somerset, the Misterton crab and the Burrington
Capricorn.160
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155 idem, 164, 374 (nos 9.448–51), 377 (nos 9.514–5).
156 P. Gołyźniak, Engraved Gems and Propaganda in the Roman Republic and under Augustus. Archaeopress Roman

Archaeology 65 (2020), 237.
157 S. Michel, Die magischen Gemmen im britischen Museum (2001), 61–3, nos 93–6.
158 F. Gury, ‘Principes de composition de l’image zodiacale’, Latomus 53.3 (1994), 536.
159 A. Jones, ‘Three Gallo-Roman bronze disks with astral inscriptions’, Journal for the History of Astronomy 52.4

(2021), 381–96.
160 Worrell and Pearce, op. cit. (n. 61, 2013), 369–72, no. 24, Burrington (SWYOR-29B362).

JOHN PEARCE, SALLY WORRELL AND EDWIN WOOD408

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068113X24000357 Published online by Cambridge University Press

mailto:john.pearce@kcl.ac.uk
mailto:s.worrell@ucl.ac.uk
mailto:edwin.wood@reading.gov.uk
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0068113X24000357

	II. FINDS REPORTED UNDER THE PORTABLE ANTIQUITIES SCHEME
	OVERVIEW
	ARTEFACT DESCRIPTIONS
	LANCASHIRE
	EAST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE
	DONCASTER
	POWYS
	SHROPSHIRE
	HEREFORDSHIRE
	LINCOLNSHIRE
	NOTTINGHAMSHIRE
	LEICESTERSHIRE
	NORTHAMPTONSHIRE
	CAMBRIDGESHIRE
	SUFFOLK
	BUCKINGHAMSHIRE
	OXFORDSHIRE
	WEST BERKSHIRE
	HAMPSHIRE
	EAST SUSSEX
	WILTSHIRE
	BATH AND NORTH-EAST SOMERSET
	SOMERSET



