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SUMMARY 

A field PlIOitWIWII ami /oIlOlI,-ItP ,.\CovatlOn took pltl(l' ml a \ltt' (UljllCf1l1 to Ihe coune of Iht RumlW mad/10m 

Alche\ln to Dorche.';!" (thought 10 be dejill!d by lhl' contemporary 8a)'su'oln Road) mul cio,,, 10 a pomt 
u'hni' the Ba,pu'ala Bronk was crossed. Th, fieldu·mk n~t'('(JI"d )rd-Cl'lIlw) occupation deposifl, u'/urh 
u'eH' /tlln abmuLolled and Ul'tTlam l!)' a 4lh-rnilufY mad that u'm Htbwque1ztlJ melalltd. The Toad HoJaCl' 
"prami' hNWtly rul/ed and U'(U repaired on set,trol occmions. It i~ thought thai thi~ 1I'aJ a local tllt'eTHOn rau'fd 
b)- tht nud 10 at'oid t',vt'ssi1'l' erosioll of the main Roman road 0\ ,1 _~loped sleepl} down to the Ba:~m'ater 
Brook. 

T he excavation took place between December 1998 and March 1999 at the corner of 
Stow ford Road and Bayswater Road, Barton, Oxford (51' 55825 07962) (Fig. I) . It 

follm .. ;ed an earlier evaluation, I which had revealed evidence for Roman occupation In the 
form of postholes, a ditch, a gull)" and a ·dark eanh' layer (Fig. 2). The excavated area 
comprised 50'1 sq. Ill. of grassland, sloping from 74 m. to 77 m. above Ordnance Datum. The 
underlying geology comprises fine grained sandstones. sands and siltstones (Temple Cowley 
Member) and a silty mudstone ('Vest \\'alton Forrnation).2 The excavation and subsequent 
watching brief were required as part of a programme of archaeological investigation. 
appro\'ed by Mr. B. Durham of Oxford Archaeological Advisory Service. The site code is 
SR098/66 and it is anticipated that the complete site archive will be deposited with the 
Oxfordshire Museum Ser\'ice (accession no. OXC~IS 1998.177). 

A number of Roman deposits in the \'icinit), of Stov.ford Road are recorded in the 
Oxfordshire Sites and Monuments Record (Fig. I) . Roman pOllery, coins and skeletons were 
discovered during lhe main development of the Bayswater Hill area in the 19-105 (SMR no~ . 

3664-6. 3668). I n addition, three Roman cremation burials were found 150 m. to the north
west of the site in 1949 (3667). A watching brief at 102 Bayswater Road, approximately 100 
m. to the north-east, uncovered human and animal bones and pottcq dating to (he 3rd to 

Jth century AD, although these were apparelllly not in sziu. 3 

I J )'me. ·SlO .... fOld Road. Barton. Ox(ordslllrc. an althaeuiogiLdi e\aluauoll' (Thames \'alle~ 
Ar(haeologlCai Sen-ICes report. 199!'3). 

2 Bnrnh (~f'oJ/Jgl{"(J1 SlIn'f)". Sheel237. Sohd and DIlIt Ednion (1994). 
:1 \1 Robens, '102 Bays .... aler Road. Barlon. archaeolnglGd \\aldllng brief' (Oxford .. \rchaenlogu·al Cnu 

Repon. 1991). 
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Fig. 2. Location ofevalu<Ition tlen(ht:~ .. llld feillu l t'~ <Illd t'X(<I\'dtcd arca 

Margarr' indicates that the projected line or the Roman road from Alchester to DorcheMer
on-Thames (route I06b) converges here on the modern Bayswatet Road. The projected line 
of the Roman road on Ordnance Suney maps lies to the west of Bayswater Road, which 
forms the eastern boundal1' of the excavated area. 

DESCRIPTIO OF FIELDIVORK 

EI'a/uatt01Z 

FI\'C C\alUilliOIl lrClllhes (Fig . 2) revealed a pit (6), a posthole ( I ), ,I gulh (5). d stretch of drHlollc wall (7) .tnd 
(WU ditches (:1 and 8), all dated to lhe Roman penod .. -\ l.l)Cr 1Ilierpreted ,t~ a bUried topsoil or Of(Up'lliol1 
la\CI of 31d- 10 Ilh -centu l" date sealed d number of th(·"t.' fe'lIlIle~ 

E.wallallOll and watching brill 
A ~ingle area ..... a~ upencd. encompassing three of the nalu;llIIm lIenrht'~ In which an.haeolog1ral dep()~lts had 
been identified (Fig, 2). The area was stripped of top\Cul, subsoil dnd wliu\-'iulll uSll1g a :l60· madunc fitted 
wilh <atoolhless buckel. A watching brief took placc liullng .... or k on scnKe HIllS and les!. IIlVaSI\C groundwUI k 
beyond tht' t'x(;wilted 'lI·ea. This revealed that the tradWOl} ,lI1d soil horilf)ll (120) continued 11110 lhe fiu NF 
of the site (~ee below). The archaeologIcal dep()~IIS represented five phil~es , of which Phases 2-1 (0\'('1 Ihe 
llIaUl actl\'in on the SIU: in the 3rd-hh centuries AD 

I I D \1 ,n-gaq .. Roma" Rood.~ III Bnlam. I (19:;5), 149. 
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Phmf 1: Prehislol1( (wd earl)' Roman 

The earliest anivit) on the site IS represented by a single undiagnoslic struck flint of Neolithic or Bronze Age 
datt:. an Iron Age pOI sherd. and se\'cral .. herds of early Roman potlery. These are a ll stray rinds t)I' residual 
III later deposit.s. 

Phase 2: Roman, 3rd centlll) AD (Fig. 3) 
rhe earliest .uchaeological features revealed are those sealed beneath the soil horizon (120) . broadly daled lO 
the :hd century AD. The quantity of closely datable pOller) is gem'rall) low bUI a small assemblage of 
Oxfordshire Colour Coaled ware f!'Om dilch 102 and gull) 103 suggests a date in the second half of the ~rd 
n:nfUn for Ihese features; (his may also applv to (llhel feawres at the same stratigraphic level. 

The fearures that contained 3rd-cenwry ponery and are assigned [0 Phase 2 comprise: ditches 102 and 
106; gullies 103. 108, III and 11-1-15; pits 327 and 347; scnell postholes and a possible beam slot (105). Olher 
featUl'es aSMgned to this phase comained pOlleq only broadl) daled to the Roman period: a possible beam 
slot (I O---t); pits 238-9. 243, 321. 326 and 424; seven postholes and gullies 107 and 11 6. A number of gullies, 
pits and posLilOles also assigned IC) this phase contained no dating evidence: gullies 109-10 and 112; 26 
postholes; and nine pits, Lastly, the features found in the evaluatiun trenches outside the excavated area were 
Ivcated below the buried soil and most probabl) also belong LO Phase 2. 

If all the features above do indeed belong to Phase 2. it suggests that occupation began some time in the 
3rd cClllury AD. possibly III the second half of the cemury, The ditches and gu llies are boundary fealUl'es. 
eidlt!I' defining mellvldual holdmgs or for the control of stock. and Ihe spread of pits and postholes are the 
remnants of some son of seu.iemem actiVity. The postholes and beam slots, if this is the correct Interpretation 
uf the latler, do not define ground plans of any paJ'licular building type and better structunll e\'idence is lhe 
dl)slOne wall (7) in evaluation trench 5, beyond the main excavation area, 

Phrue 3: Roman, lale 3rd to late ~Ih (entm) AD 
This phase comprised an accumulation of soils (120) that sealed the Phase 2 occupation deposits, TIllS soil 
deposit was not homogenous bUI was made up of numel'ous layers of silt with sand lenses and humic silty 
days, pmbably the result uf hillwash a nd plough wash, The ponel") \\'ithin this material was probabl) derived 
from the manuring of farmland and has a wide chronological spread from the 1st/2nd cemury through to the 
late 4th century AD. The processes that caused lhe soil accumulation could explain the presence of earl)' 
Roman pouery in layers overlying 3rd-centu,,) Roman deposits, Stratigraphic evidence suggests that 
deposition of these soill<tyeJ's began sometime during the late 3rd century/early 4th and continued Into the 
late 4th celllury. 

Phase 4: Roman, late 4th century AD (Fig. 4) 
This phase is defined by activity that took place subsequent to the deposilion of the soi llayel~ i.e. the digging 
of a ditch and a gull), and the creation of a roadwa),. The se(juence of mad use and ditch infill can be 
subdivided into two (Phases 4a and b) but use of the gull) (117) cannot be directly related 1O the sub phases. 

Phase 4a,' Late 4th felltu'ry onwards 

The earliest phase (lflile road (100) dates to the late 4th centuq as It truncates the soil horizon (120). The 
road in its earliest form was 1ll00'e of a track and consisted of an un metalled surface uvel' 46 m. long and 
aligned N.-S., at leasl 8 m. wide (the eastern edge was 1101 exposed in the exca,,'ation). Within the trench the 
track cUI"\;ed slightly 10 the east as it weill south, Numerous intel'culting wheel ruts were observed (Fig. 5). A 
ditch (101) and its recut (118), both of which cOlllained late 31'd- to 4th-cenlury poltery, also cut lhe soil 
hOrizon (120). These wcre aligned N.-S, paralieilO the road ( 100). It is probable that the OJ'iginal ditch (10 1) 
was contemporary with the first phase ohhe road (100). 

Phase 4b: Late 4th century Of/wards 

The evidence suggests that the first phase of (he road (100) became unusable and mer-l'lItled in its 
unmetalled form and Ihis necessitated its repair 01' modification. Box sections A, Band C (Figs. 4 and 5) show 
Ihat the wheel ruts were filled with sand, stones. small inclusions offlint and possibly lime, to Cl'eate a compact 
surface; whilst other small area'\ or metalling were also laid down. T he stratigraphy indicates that repairs and 
mairuenance occurred on a number of occasions, Apart from the stratigraphic evidence, which shows that this 
phase pml-dates late Roman activity on the sile, more specific dating is difficult as the small assemblage of 
ponny recovered from the repair material is eIther residual3rd- to 4th-century or can only be dated broadl) 
to the Roman period. Howe\er, no Saxon 01' medieval poltery was recovel'ed from repair contexts and on I) 
two sherds of post-medieval ponery came from cleaning la}ers overl}ing the trackway. This suggesL,\ Ihat this 
phase of the road was also latc Roman (late 4th or early 5111 centu!,)} 
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The recut (118) of ditch 101 may have been made during this phase. although again. no closely-dated 
potter) wa'i recovered from the fill. 

PhaSf 5: Post-Roman 
Thel"e IS no evidellce for lhe dale when the road sudace went oU[ of use. The onl) finds recovered wel-e a fe\\ 
pO'it-l1ledlC.~val sherds from the overlying colluvial deposits_ The steepne~'i of the slope and the ease willl which 
the natural deposits eroded 111<1) h(l\"c (allsed the track and metalled 'iurface to become ruued easil), 
necessitating h-equent repain within" relatively shan timespan at the end of the 41h CenlUr}. If this scenario 
is correct. then it seems most unlikely thaI continued lise well illlo the 5th century could have taken plac," 
without similar relurimhments and it seems plausible to assume that this pan of the road (perhaps onl) a local 
dl'lOur·) fell out of usc in the late 4th or early &th LentU1ie~ AD. 

TH E POTTERY by JANE Tl~IBY 

The archaeological \'~:ork produced 971 sherds of pOllery. weighlllg 10.61:{ ~g. Most of the assemblage is 
R~Hnan, accompanied b) a single handmade sherd of probable later prehistOl-ic date and three post-Medieval 
shel-ds. 

The matenal is poor LO 3\erage in condition with fairly well-broken sherds and in many cases poor surface 
preservation. Most of the colour-coated wal-es have lost their surfaces ma~ing distinction from the plain 
oxidized wares difliLuh in some cases_ Despite Ihe fact thal Ihere are a large number of storage jars present, 
which generall) tend to ha\e more robust sherds. the o\'erall average sherd size is quite low for Roman 
matelial at II gll1.:;. This might be the result of prolonged exposure of malel-ial, for example. midden material 
which has been redist.-ibuted, post-depositional disturbance, or slightly hostile ground conditions. Individual 
groups arc also quite small. This, combined with the longevity of some of the local wares, makes precise d"ting 
dillintlt in some Glses. 

The pottery was sorted illlo fabl-ics on the basis of the macroscopically visible inclusions and texture for 
each recorded cOlllext. Well-known ,-egionai or traded wares were coded using the system established for the 
National Roman reference collection (NRFC).5 More locally based wares from the ~ame indusu-ies were coded 
using the same type of pre-fixes but these are specific to this ,-epOl-t. I n particular this includes various 
oxidized (OX) and reduced grey (RE) wares (see Table I). 

The material was quantified by sherd count, weight and estimated vessel equivalems (EVEs) (Table 2). 
forms were noted by individual codes, or where relevant with reference to established t)poJogies for the 
Oxfordshire pottery6 (Table I). As most of the I-ecognisable types can be identified with '-eference to Young7 
and the site lacked any panicularly good coherem sequences. no sherds ha\'e been selected for illustration. 

Fabrics 
Brief descriptions of the fabrics llsed in this repon can be found in Table 1_ Where relevant these are 
referenced to lhe NRFC or YoungH and are not discussed further. Other Iypes arc described bl"iefly below. 

? Laler Prehisloric 
HM I: a black, fairly hard, ware containing a moderate [0 common frequency of ill~soned, rounded 10 sub
angular, quanz sand and white limestone up to 3 mm. across in size. Handmade. possibly Iron Age in origlll 

Roman 
GROG: Handmade. d.uk brown. grog-tempered ware typical of the later Iron Age-early Roman period. 
WHCROG: A whitt' sand)' ware similar to Young9 fabric 2 but containing a sparse scatter of dark red sub
angular grog fragments up 10 2-2.5 mill. in size. Represented by a single base sherd from a beaker or small 
.W [328J. 

5 R. Tomber and J. Dore. rhe Natiol/al Roman Fabn. Refemu-e Colle.twn: A Handbook (MoLAS; English 
Heritage/British Museum, 1998). 

~ C.J. Young. Oxfordlhire Ranum Pottl'T'Y (BAR Br-it. Ser. 143. 1977)_ 
, Ibid. 
8 Ibid_ 
9 Ibid. 93. 
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TABLE L POTTERY FAERIGS BI PHASE (WEIGHTS IN GRA\IS) 

TAQ TAQ 
Ph." 2 2 3 3 3 3 4 4 4a 40 4b 4b US US 

FabriC no wl 1lO wI 110 wi 110 wi no wi no wi riO wt 

Import BATfu\1 

SAM 

MOSBS 

15 740 0 0 

I 6 25 63 

o 0 0 0 

Regional DORBB I 19 12 66 

Lota! 

ROBSH 

?ALI-j RE. 

SVWOX 

OXFREI 

OXFRE2 

OXFRE3 

12 80 24 278 

o 0 I 72 

o 0 3 30 

50 222 150 983 

29 284 53 260 

4 35 2 

OXFGROG 54 1223 591207 

OXFOXI 

OXfOX2 

OXFWH 

OXFWHI 

OXFWH2 

OXFWHM 

OXFWHB 

OXFPA 

17 58 101 462 

2 45 

14 6-l 22 79 

o 0 15 77 

4 1-1 14 227 

6 251 391317 

o 0 2 30 

o 0 7 

II 55 56 225 OXFRC 

OXFRCM 

OXFWSM 

WHGROG 

GROG 

GROGSAND 2 

o 0 2 43 

o 0 I 17 

41 0 0 

17 15 

10 

o SLIME 2 

OXlD 

MISC 

o 
o 

10 

4 43 

?Iron Age HM I 0 

91 

o 
4 

o 
o 

I 13 

Pos/·Mrd POSTM ED 0 o 0 

Total 226 3231 5905581 

TAQ 3: no later than phase 3 
US: ullslnnified 

o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 

2 27 

3 69 

o 0 

o 0 

20 210 

15 250 

2 21 

2 20 

2 12 

o o 
2 36 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

s 
o 0 

o 0 

I 

o 0 

o 0 

50 654 

o 

o 
o 

o 
I 

3 

3 

o 
o 

6 23 

3 

o 0 

3 3S 

16 62 

o 0 

2 6 

o 0 

o 0 

7 95 

o 0 

o 0 

7 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o () 
o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

·/0 2·/2 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

o 0 

10 

o 0 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 
o 
o 
o 

o 0 10 87 

20 2 I () 

o 0 o 0 

o 
2 

o 

o 
o 
I 

o 
o 
2 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
7 

o 
12 

o 

2 70 

I 

o 
2 

o 
3 9 

o 0 0 

000 

58 6 91 

o 0 0 

o 0 0 

5 8 61 

o 0 0 

o 0 0 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

000 

o 2 18 

98 33 358 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

I 3 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

4 105 

o 0 
3 90 

7 124 

-I 10 

I I 

17 

o 0 

o 0 

90 

o 0 
() () 

2 3 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

o 0 

3 

25 ·/46 
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LUlU: 2. pon ~RY FABRICS BY SHERD COLI'r. \\EIGII1 AND ESTIMATED VESSEL EQL IULENT 

Fabrir Descnplio11 .10 0/, wl 
Imparl BAT AM Baelican Dressel 20 amphora 1 15 1.5 N0 

CG EG SAM Cenu-al and East Caulish salman 2~ 3 80 
MOS BS Moselle black-slipped wan::! I • I 

ReKLOlwl DOR SBI Dorset black burnished \\are:\ 17 2 II~ 
ROB SH Midlands shell\ ,,,'are' 40 4 430 
?ALH RE Alice Hoh reduced grey Willt'·; I • 72 
SVWOX2 Severn Valley ware1i 3 • 30 

Loral OXF REI Oxfordshire fine gn'Y ""arei 24() 24.5 1587 
OXF RE2 Oxfordshire medIUm ')and~ grey waret! I () I 10 ~72 
OXF RE3 Oxlorclshire black ';anclY \\1Ih led (ore9 10 I 14~ 
OXFGROG Oxfordshire grog-tel11p~It'd 'ilOlagc jar lO 127 13 2682 
OXFOXI Oxfordshirc fine oxidiLcd wan,ll 143 14.5 618 
OXFOX2 Oxfordshjre medium sandy oxidil.ed ' .. 'are 12 3 • 48 
OXFWII Oxfordshire medium s<lmh while warel~ 43 4.5 214 
OXF WH I Oxfordshire fine white W(lI:e!·l 15 1.5 i7 
OXF WH2 Oxfordshire coal-se sandy , .. hite warc 1j I~ 2 241 
OXF WHM Oxfordshire white mOllaria l6 60 6 1902 
OXF \VIIB Oxfordshire bunn whue ware 17 2 • 30 
OXF Pol Oxfordshire parchment warcl~ I • 7 
OXFRC Oxfordshire colour-coated wal-e l9 80 • 356 
OXF ReM Oxfordshil-e colour-co .. lted mOllaria~?O 2 ~ 43 
OXF WSM Oxfordshire while-slipped mortalia~1 • 17 
WHGROG Crogged whitcwalc (see lext) • 41 
GROG Handmade grog-lcmpCt"cd ware (se::e text) 2 • 32 
GROGSAND Grog and sand-lempen'!d slonlgc jar 

(variam ofOXFGROG) 4 • 43 
SLIME Limestone and sand-tempered sLOnlge jar 

(variant of OXFGROG) 2 • 91 
OXID Miscellaneous other oxidil.cd ware I • 10 
MISe Other wares 6 • 48 
HMI Handmade laler Prehistoric (see text) I • 13 

Po,~l-All'd POSTMED Post-MedievaVmodern wares 3 • 21 
Total 971 100 10612 
• = less than 10/, 

r:lble 2 footnote'): R. Tomber and J. OMC, The Na/wl/fit Roman Fabrjc CollectIon. 8-1. 
2 Ibid. 60. , 

Ihid. 127 
Ibid. 212. 

5 Ibid. 138. 
I; Ibid. 149. 
i c.J. Young, OxJord\hm' ROmlm Poll,",), 203. f<lbm ·1 
~ Ibid. 203, fabric 3. 
9 Ibid. 203. fabric 5. 
10 Ibid. 203, fabric I 
II Ibid. 185, fabric I 
12 Ibid. 185, fabric 2. 
Ij Tomber and Dore, op. cit. 174. Young. op. cit. 93. 
14 Young. op. cit. 93, fahri(.- I . 
15 Ibid. 93, fabric 2. 
16 Ibid. 56. 
17 Ibid. 113. 
18 Tomber and DOI"C, op ell. 17:\; YOllng. 01'. Cil 80. 
19 Tomber and DOI·e, 01' (it. 17--1. Young. 01'. C11 123. 
20 Young.op cit. 123. 
21 Ib;d.117. 

c, n'f " 
7 0 0 
• 29 4 
• 0 0 

16 2 
1 :19 5.5 
• Il () 

• () 0 
15 222 :l 1.5 
~ 27 4 

II 1.5 
25 56 ~ 

6 71 10 
• 7 I 
2 49 7 
• 0 () 

2 0 0 
• 99 II 
• 10 0 
• 0 1.5 
3 55 0 
• 9 R 
• 0 I 
• 0 0 
• 0 0 

• 0 0 

• 0 0 
• 0 0 
• I • 
• 0 0 
• 5 • 

100 706 I{)() 
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DH(W.H01I Of fabnn 
MuSI of the (abrics defined are well-known local tr'pes belonging to the Oxfordshire industries. Imports are 
limlled [0 15 sherds from a Spanish (Baetican) olive-oil amphora of Dressel 20 form from pit 347. 2~ sherd'i 
of Central and !::astern Gaulish S3Juian and a slllgie sherd from a \foselle black-slipped beaker. 

RegIonal impor"ted wares are also relam'el) poorl)' represented. The two main wares are Dnrsel black
burmshed ware and MIdlands shell, ..... are. wIth a single grey slUr-Ige jar sherd from !he Alice Holt KIlns on 
the Suney-Hampshire border. 

The local wares. ranging in date from the 2nd to 4th centuries. art: mainl) plain gre)' or oxidized wares. 
The fi)rmer accoum ror some 35% by sherd count of the (Otdl as.scmblage. with oxidized wares accourning for 
14.517c and grog-tempered storage jars ror 1317c. Colour-coated wares, more lypical of the later phases of the 
mdustry, are not <Iuite as prolific at around 8%, with whilewares accounung for 9'K. 

I 's.lfl types 
The vessel reperLOu'e i!; generally quite limited being dOTlllmued by coarsewarcjal' forms. Jars overall ac{'()ullI 
II)r 511K of the fonlls by eve and SlOrage jan lor about II'K of this. Tablewares are relatively sp<lrse with 
ex(tmples of bowls and dishes in samian, a single Moselle beaker sherd and various bowls and beakers in 
Oxiorclsilire C<Jlour-coated wares. The identifiable samian furms are aBlater pl'"Oducts of the industry dating 
to the Idter 2nd-3rd t:enturies and include Dragendorll fonns 31, 33 and 37. and a bowl Curle typt II. 
B()wl~dishes merdll aCCulint for 21q. of the a~semblage. Amongst the rarer lypes is a Young lO P24 type bowl 
in a colour-coated warc dnd a grey ware dish Young type R48. daung to the 3rd-4th centuries. Other 
Oxford!;hlre bowl!i mdude Young types 0-12, R43. Rj6, C51. C84. \\'54 and \\'57, Mortana are .surprisingh 
well repr"esented making up 15.5%- of the e\'c lotal. Most of thesc are Oxfordshire whitewal'es Young fonns 
MR, M 17.1\,118 and M22. with a small number of coloul--coated (CIOO), a wlme-slipped example and a !iingle 
sllmiall vessel (DI'ag 45). Beakers (8.5~) andjugslnagnll'i (·II'k) ,",(COUIll for the remaining eves. 

Geneml discussion 

Three phases of RomaH aem·it) haVe! been ascribed to the .site on the basis. of the stratigraphic and pottery 
c.:vidcnce. Phase 2. broadl) dating 10 the 3rd centul1, ) Ieleled d tolal 226 sherds of pottery, weighmg 3.231 kg. 
Most of these wares came f!'Om ditches 102 lind 103 with lesser quantIties from ditches 106, 111. I 1,1 and I 15. 
M().sl, of the:: wares suggest a 3rd-ct:ntUl-y date range although overall the number of featured sherds is 
renull kably low. Eleven sherds of Oxfordsbin! colour-coated ware are presenl. which can only d<tte to the 
second half of the 3rd century or later. A small numbel of shcrds of Midland::; shelly ware of later 4th-century 
datc (abel' c. AD 360170) were recovered from ditdles 102 and 106, :altlwugh these ditches have been assigned 
by stratigrdphy to Phase 2_ The sherds would appear to be inll Ilsi\'e, as the ditches lay directly below the track 
(100) and Ihe weight oflhis will have compacled t.he soil horilOn (120) into their upper fills. 

The Phase 3 soils sealing lhe Phase 2 features produced a larger group of material compnslllg sume 590 
shcrds (5,595 kg) . This pottery is noticeably less well pl'eserved with a slightly lower average sherd size 
compared to the PhAse 2 material, but largely reflecting the same repertoire of fabrics. The group also 
conlains a much higher incidence of identifiable forms alld an apparently wider chronological spre.ad with a 
higher proportion of laler wares dating to the 4th centlll')·. Several sherds more rypical of the lst lO 2nd 
century Me preselll in these layers. for example, bo ..... l forms Young 042 and R56. some samian and a 
h.lIldmade grog-tempered ware indicating the likeWl()od of earlier Ruman activit), in the \'iciull). Amungsl lhe 
laler h'ares. Oxfordshire colour-coated wares account for gtk by count of Ihe Phase 3 assemblage compared 
to 5'ff III Phase 2. Se\·eral mortaria are present including Young forms C 100. M Ii, Nt 18 and M22 . The Phase 
2 la)'ers also contain a higher proportion of Dorset black-hurnished wal'es (DOR BS1). These appeilr to be 
largely 3rd-cenwry lypes and a general absence of 4lh-centurr' flanged bowls and late jars could impl)' thal 
supplies of DOR BB J to Ihis particular sae cea'ied III the 'lIh century A colour-coated bowl companlhlc 10 the 
pan.:hmenl form Young 1'24 dating to the 4th century C;'lme rrom layer 251. 

The u'ackway 100 (Phase 4) produced a small gmup uf II sherds including a 3rd-century white w'!I·e 
mortaria Young lype M 17 .li nd a burnt colour-coalcd bowl. pOSSible Young C51, of late 3rd- to 41th-century 
date. The associated ditches 101. 118 yielded ~mall groups of laler 31'<1- to ·h.h-celllury material. Cull)' 117 
containt:d just six: sherds including one late 4th-century shelly ware. 

IU Ibid 
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rhe pouen represelH~ a reh.lli\d) \l11all -.ample of \\o'..&re! I.II-geh dating to the later Rom.1Il penod rhe 
gt"IH:ral paucit) of Illlpm-ls on the sile, bOlh contlnent.11 .Hld legl<Hl.lI, 1.0; suggestive of an e.,,~entlalh !llral. 
10\\1:1 .,I.HU'. \lte. The prepondel ance.- of storage J,lr sherd., I~ al.,o more I\pical of a rural site ,mel i, pel h.tp .. 
I c:t1~t ti' C' 01 the .tglicuhural nature (lilhe ~,tdemt'nI Contc.:mp01.II\ 1,lIe Rom.tn rural 'it'tlicm<:nt., h mil olher 
1'.111 .. fli Oxford.o;hire .,1I1l1),lrh sh{)\\ .1 It,.,., proporuoll of fillt' .md "pen.lllst Ir.tded wares, Ihe 11m III ranglllg 
illOund 11-16~ of the IOta) ,l\'it'mblage In sherd count II 1 he: Stm..{ord Road assemblage <II •• round 12'c i .. 
e.."lIllTd\ COIlSI'itenl \"Ith Ihe p.tltelm begmlling 10 emergt" ehe"he..'rt" 

\NIM.\L BONE by SIIEILA IIAMILTON-DYER 

Spe..'(le., Identification ... "ere nude lI~ing Ihe "lIthO!\ mtldl"11l tllmp,ll,tlne collections. SUllie 1)(lIIt'~ v.ell" 
Hlt"lIl1ficd on!) to the It'\el Ilf c<Htielhu"e-slled and shet.'p'plg·~lled_ Fragments" which could nO! be .I\\rgllt"d 
l"\Ul 10 tlll~ le,et, h",c been I"l"uuded oJ\ mammd!tan unh Sheep and goat v.el"e sepal"<.Hcd tl\lIlg Ihe.." tIlt"lhod!. 
of B()t.'!.~ned.,12 and PaHlt"_ I j RC('Clllh broken hones welt" J()lflt"c1 \\ IWle possible and h,1\ e bel'lI nall1l('d .1" 

"Ilgle Jr.lgmcnts, " 'Hher., height .. ,lie l)d.'led on faol)l\ rt"ltlllllllendcd U} VOIl den Dric .. (h ,1IId Bot"\\nl'(1.. II 
I hl' .lr(hi'e Includes melrtc,II'lIld olher d.lIa not preSt"meet In Ihl'lt"". 

In tutili 226 IIIdl\ildual bones wert" rt"cO\t'red ~1,lIn wuld he Identified 10 species .tnel alli.H0I1I\·_ IInr'lt."" 
clule, sheep ,md pig were identified, All of the o\lG.tpnd bOlu" .. th,t( (fluid be distinguished (0 ... pene .. \\t"rt: of 
... h('(·p. A \umman of the disu rbullon uf taxa IS g1\'en 1II -1:ll:>le 3_ fhe bones of sheep arc numelK.lIh Ihe film! 
fleC)ucnt at 67 bones" bUI thiS is t.trgc:l\ due.- to lhe presenlt" 01 dUlIlps (If sheep bones III dru.-h 115 ;lnd I'll I~ I 
I:.\.t!udlng these lhe number of sheep bones IS reduced to 17. C.tlile ilre frequent at 26 bone~ dnd ,He PIt'St'1I1 
III I he ~<lll1e !lumber of (tImexts 3 .. bont''i of sheep. As (,1I11t" hemt"'- represenl much largt"1 (a l (<lSSt'\. ht:d would 
h,l\t" [(Ultributed a gTeatel· proportion of meat titan Iht" mort" nllmel"l)Us sheep. 

IABLE 3. DISTRIBLTIO~ OF A""tAL BO'l~IA:\"\ Bl PHASE AND COYI ~sr Il PI 

PilaH> Ii", I/orv Callft Slurp PIg Call1t· Shup- Mammal lotal 
/gMt (fU HU 

2 pits 5 contexts 12 24 :37 
2 ditches 14 comexls 4 8 ·13 :3 14 26 2fi 
2 beam slot I context I 
2? ditches 2 contexts I :3 
3 layers 13 contex ts 2 17 12 29 II 15 ~7 

4a ditches 3 contexts I I :3 
Total 7 26 67 4 45 61 16 226 
Percent 3. 1 11.5 29.6 1.8 19.9 27 7.1 

c( call/t" ,\hup" pIg 26.8 69.1 II 

I he bones from pll421 represent two animals" an .Idult ~heep and a lamb no more than a fev. \\.ed.'i old rhe 
1.1mb IS I epresented b) the left foreleg and pan of the thurax. while the adult consists of most uf the right 
101 cI("g .md chest together with isolated fragments ofj.!v. and sl..ulL TIle radiUS of this anirn..&1 w .... rt'('()\'cred 
lIHnplt'te and an eSlllnate of withers height is calculated as O.5H m., a small animal t"pical of the period II "-
11n! deal· whether both slelell)n~ were partial bun,tls, or complete but nOI reco\ered 

1 he slot thr"ough ditch 115 also produced partial skelelOm ()f al least four sheep. The )-oungesl uf Iht"~e 
\\i,l\.1 neon'lte, t.\\-() were full) maltJle adults, and one v.as full glown but v.!lh some bones nol ),et fu~ed Nont" 
of the sl..detol1\ was ((Jfup lele bllt all parts of lht' b(xl~ an." represented. Lnfonunatel)," none of Iht" fused 
hone!! W<l'i I e(o\'el cd complete and few measurements W<:I e il\'il ilable. A pair of jaws \\<lS reem creel rhe lOolh 

II P\II Booth, hl}lllll, OXford\hm: EJ.((lt'allOns In a HOllum ,\111(1/1 mU'n (1997). 
12 J Boessneck" 'OsteOI()g1c~11 Differences between Sheep (0.11\ ant'I LlIlne) and Go.1t (Capm h,m/I 

I.ulne:)", m D BrOlhwell and E.S_ Hrggs, SCInta III Ar(Mt'()logy (1969). 331-58. 
I" S Pa~ne. · \lmphologtci.l1 Distinctions between the \l.lI1dibular Teeth of young sheep, (h'H, and gU;lts" 

Cflpm ',J~d, of Ap"(wol .\CI. 12 (1985), 139-17 
I I .-\ von den Dnesch and J" Boc'i'5neck, }(nll..l(ht' ~lIInr,kunKl'n tur W,dnTL!thoheni>n"uhnun,:r al/.I 

1.llngt'mlUlj1m 1;lOr· lind {ruhgl'lcIJ,chtJ,chn T,nklllxMn (Saugetit"ll..undlrche Mitteilungen 22. 1971)" 325· IN 
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wear indicates that IhlS particular animal was fully adult. though not dged. wnh all thc molal tet·th III \H'al 
and wa~ probabh about three to four year:oi old. Nune of lhe bones showed butchery e\'ldence and. wllh Iht.' 
presence of the neonate, these remallls and those in the pil could represent lambmg casualties . 

. -\.Ithough mUH of the cattle bones could not be mt'a'~ul('d lhe~ g'd\C the appearallce of sub~tanllal bea,{\' 

Callie bont's fmm Roman slles in southern England are often of1arger an1luals than the precedmg hon Agt: . 
Some of tht: cattle bones exhibll butchery mar~s rhe .. e \\'ere clean chops made \nth a heAl' bladed 
implement. Such marks are often found on Roman Ol.nerial hut are rilre At native settlement3 

One of the se\en horse bones was a complete radiUS. This give, an estimated withers height of 1..t5H m 
I IllS "a good sile for Ihe period, prehistoric and earh luswric hones <Ire Irequenth of small pon)' !iJle . 

Several large faunal assemblages of Roman date have been puhhshed from the Abmgdon area I_I bUI Ihel e 
is nf) Information for the rural area on the north-east of O,furd ilself. This IS not a large collection of bone 
but, unlike the excavation at 102 Saysw<lter Road,16 Ihe remains are undisturbed and ha\'e been \,ell 
presened by laler hillwash. Animal bone dlscO\ered during hlllldlllg works in the 1940s li "<1\ not 
svstcm<ltKally I"t"corded. This sample. though ':;l11all, gin's an indication ofanllnal explOitation at this roadsld(' 
seillemem. Meal was probably mostly supplied by heef from good-siled animal .. , Sheep are much III ('vldell((' 
and then: is evidence of local hl-eeding. Horses. one of le!;.Hivdv large si7e, are present and there i.:; ,I hllie 
e'Vldclltt' of pig Gnawing on some bones gives indiren evidence (If dt)g. 

CARBONISED PL\NT REMA1NS b) MARK ROBINSON 

Iwenl) ~.tmples averaging 10 Jill-es were la~t'n from 2() contexl5. Chdfl-ed plallt rernallls are almosl enlll-d) 
ah!>enl from the n{)t~. -nle onh seeds obsef\'ed were ~lIlgle gralnl> of Ti-Itl(um "I'. (\\ heat), Hordrom sp. (bmle\) 
and IIlcietermlll,ue cereal from conte,1 ~60 and a fragment of pos~lble Pommdnu (hawthorn elf:.) eh,lft",,1 
fmm (otHc't 25H. Both thelot' contexts are within 500il honlon 120. 

COl hI' PACL CANNON 

A slIlglc COIil walo rewvcred froOl the topsoil of rln.'llch I dUring the evaluallon, ThiS i .. <In .-\[1, c.:omtantlll'l 
II or ConSIMIS. Re\: (VICTORIAl:. DO AVC;C; Q NN). ~llIlt l1lar~ = Arics, It IS dated to AD :l·II-:H6. 

METALWORK by N ICOLA POWELL 

!\'Cllty-three pif'fCS of metalwork were recovercd, of which 22 arc of irol! All ale in \ely pO(Jr (OIlClilinJ) and 
show "evere wlTosion, making idelllificauoll difficult Iron IMiis nUllIerically dominate the asscmblaK(" 
Fragment' from ditch 101 may be the relll<lins of all lroll dish or di.:;c Whill may be pieces Oflf(Hl Slnlpplllg 
or bllldlllg wele rec{)\ered from layer 120 (252). One Hem, frol1liayer 120 (260), appears from its X-ray to he 
Ihe remains of a lift key.IH II is L-shaped \\lth a rectangular !lCCllOn and appears 10 ha\e a rolled terminal but 
with a bmken ward 

A piece of lead dmss or spill was recovered from layer 120 (258). It has striations on the uppc:rmost 
surhlct.', suggeMing another object or matenalwd!o pre50st:d agalllsi II as the spill hardened. 

IRON SLAC b) CHRIS SALTER 

The Oli.IJOfHY of Ihe material by weight \\as either hearth bottoms (O.4H kg) or tr.~gments of hearth bott()lll'i 
(0.39 ~g) rrablel). The file more-or-Iess complete hearth bottoms prescm \\'ere small; the largest weighed 
O. I i ~g and the smallest (I.OS k.g. I n addition to the dense smitlung Sldg. there was a ~l1lall aliloum (0.09 kg) 
01 Ie!!' dense IlhUertal produced b~ reaction of smithing sl<tg dnd the fUSion products of the hearth hnlllg 

The matendlls conSistent wllh simple black-smithing <tcti\'itv. This is typical of the background spread of 
materiallhal IS found al"Ound man)' Il"On Age and Roman ,"ural ~ettlemenl5 in LO\\'land Britain 

15 B. Wilson, J ilamllton, D. Bramwell and I~ AI Illltdge. 'The Animal Bonc~', in ~t. P'-IITinglOll, 11tt 
E..vam/lfm of (m Iron Agt Stlt/(mnlt, Bronu Ag( RinK-Iltuht'!; (HId Romall Ft'lIturt',\ at Al/n'lllt' Tradmg El/nt(, 
AbHlgdon. O:iford\hm' 1974-1976 (CSA Res. Rep. 28.1978). J 10-39. 

113 Roberl~, op. CIt note 3. 
Ii Anon, {)xmllnlllfl, XIIi (194H). 67, nOie 5; Anon. o.,(Olllt'mlfl, \.1\ (1949).76. note 9; Anon, OX(mlt'11llfl. 

\.\11 (1952<\). 222. 
IX Cf (:. Skinner. 'Iron ObJects', in R-J. Williams, Ballrmjt A Lat( Branz'( Ag(, lrml AJ::"t' Sm[tlll'''/, HOmll11 

rliln and umpl,.\I(I!Llo/rum (199,1). 322-47· fig. 1.:;7. no, 194 
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r.\BLE ~ \lEIGH I Of \IET\L·WORK IX(; DEBRIS BY CO, I lXl 

Cnnlr,\1 flra,-tlt I}()Umll Ilrmilt iJf.}Uom Slt'g·/W"IK 
jUlKml'1lh rl'flrtwIl product 

;!51 IILl 
260 229.0 i9.6 
~76 1111.0 
·IH2 2:).:1 
-lX9 M~.H !1:!,2 10_2 
19H 16t'\ .O 
5li:~ I(l2 .0 

sro E h} DAVID WILLIAMS 

\ lair!, laq,~c..' \1.11, (1_26 1 19) ofC(lralll.ln rag.,lonc Inllll pll :\ Ii (·19M) i'i pmhabl' fTOm a I(Kal 'i(HIITc..· .llound 
(hfmd, It I'" "mouth on one sud.He and lila} well haH: hct:n mcd a ... it building 'ilOne, perhap .. a ... luhblt, 
w<tlling.I~1 

FLINT bl STI:.VE FORD 

\ "'lIlgle ... 11 tit !;. flint nit" reco\-en~d IWIll Rull, 103. 'rhl\ hlOkt'!I 11<lke can onl':l- be broadh dated 'prt'ili'iIOIK' 

OTHER FI DS bl JO PINE 

I\\-emy·four h.lgllll'ntS ofbrid and Ille wele ret.'O\cred horn lour COOle'I"; gulh 103 (6 1). dudl j (6:\) •• md 
layers 59 ,md 26() (both part of 120), 1 he) are «HI \IlMII .md hagmcllled to IClenllf) LU I~pe. TIII('(' \111,111 
fragmellts of fi,"cd cia) came from 1.1)C I 260 and PI( 33:t fhe'i(' are fealUrciess fnlgmenl .. and do nOI be.u 
walde marks , A single fragment of oyster "hell weighing 1 g. Wi" recovered from pll 243 and a fraglllt'llt of 
Rom;:lI'I ) ellnw/gn~('n glass callle frum ditch 101 

DISCUSSION 

This excavation has produced eVidence of Romllll ~l(livity that began sometime in the :i rd 
century AD and continued, with a possible agrkuhur~11 episode, until at least the late Ith and 
possibl) early 5th century. POLLery of iron Age and early Roman (lsl- to 2nd·centu1V) date 
was also reco\'ered and probably indicates sCltlement of this period somewhere in the near 
,xinity. 

The earliest deposits (Phase 2) belong to the 3rd ('cntun and, apparently, mosth the latel 
3rd cemu!")' (Fig. 3). Se\'eral features are less well dated but. as the majority wcre ",ealed 
beneath a buried soil (120). there appears to be a strong argument that all of the Phase 2 
depo!~lts are of thiS date. The features unco\'crcd arc those expected of an occupation Sltt.'. 

The extent of the occupation has not been determined. The e\'aluauon trenches be)'ond 
the exca\'ated a rea re\'ealed additional deposits, including a probable stone-footed building 
(Fig. 2), that are likely to belong 10 thi!'; phase of occupation. The numerous entries for this 
~Irea in the Oxfordshire Siles and Monuments Record (Fig. I) show that the Slowford Road 
site j", onh a ,mall part of a much wider area of activit) in the region of Bayswater 11111 . " 'hat 
IS rather les!:i clear, especially \.\'ilh regard to detailed chronology, is if this wide spread of 
c\-idcIlcc is indicati\'e of a large. !:ipr~lwling, 3rd-centun sculement. or is a producl of 

19 \\ I .\1 kell, O:c/tmi SIQn~ (1947). 
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seulemt'1ll shift over &t:veraJ centuries. The detailed evidence afforded by this exca\"atlon ha\ 
shown th.u the occupation here lasted a relatively short time in the 3rd century and was 
abandoned and ploughed-over in the 4th century. The persistent presence of I\t-/2nd- and 
Ith-century potten poinLS lO further occupation activit., of these periods some\'. here nearbv. 

and this might sway the argument towards the notion of seuJement shift. 
rhe location of the excavated site adjacent to the projected Ime of the Roman Road nM\ 

gi\e some clue to its origins. It rna)' originall), have been founded as a posting station, 
muLtiLlo, deliberate!) placed by the Roman administration in order to police the routeway. 01 

it could be the product of the exploitation of travellers on the main road. The nature of the 
finds retrieved from features of this phase. mainl), pottery. does, however, suggesl an 
essentially rural low status site. 

At some time in the late 3rd or early 4th century the Phase:: 2 settlement was abandoned 
and was overlain by an accumulation of soil, the deposition of which took place in the 4th 
century. These soils probably accumulated due to the combination of hillwash and 
plough wash. with manuring being responsible for the pOllen finds recovered. 

Remodelling of the site lOok place III the later 4th century (Phase 4) when a road (100) 
crossed the site parallel to the Bayswater Road (Fig. --I), which is taken to be on or dust:' to 
the course of the main Roman road. In Its earliesl form the road was no more than an 
unmetalJed track, which became hea\"j l'r' fUlled but was subsequently repaired and 
rerurbi,hed with gravel. A ditch (101) that was later recut (I 18) flanked the road. 

The late date of this roadway (4th century) rneans it i') inconceivable that it is part of the 
original Roman road between A1chester and Dorchester as both of these towns had early 
Roman origins.20 A more plausible explanation is that it represents a local diversion due to 
the se\"ere erosion that the steep slope and soft substrate caused. The erosive effects of heav\
winter rain on the bare subsoil in this location were amply demonstrated in the shon space 
of time that the excavation trench \\fas open. 

The excavation at SlOwford Road has added to our knowledge of Roman selliement in 
the environs of Oxford and located _til area of high archaeologica l potential. Further 
excavations in the Bayswater llill area may enab le the Stow ford Road site to be pla(ed in a 
wider arc.:haeological landscape. 
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