




















~waster dumps and in the infillings of ditches and
pits. Two groups of pottery are shown to illustrate
this phase (Figs. 4 and 5). An analysis of 7,520 rims
from various site contexts suggests that production
was concentrated in a limited range of jars, beakers,

Total Rims
7,520
Form Category Examples in Fig. 4 & 5 %
1. Everted-rim jars 47-50, 34, 69 45
2. Poppy beakers and
beaker-like jars 51-3, 60, 63, 68, T0 18
3. Bead-rim jars 39, e1-2 8
Bowls and dishes
with lid grooves 42-3, 64-7 18
5. Bowls and dishes
without lid grooves 55-8, 71-5 10
6. Miscellancous 73 1

TABLE 2

19. For an cxplanation of the methods used in analysis
see London Archacol 1, no. 3 (1969) 60-65. A limited
proporiion of Fabric B vessels have been included in
Table 2.
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Fig. 5. Phase III (A.D. 100-140): pottery from Ditch 1.(%)

bowls and dishes made in the sandy grey Fabric C
(Table 2).1°

Pottery from the northern rubbish dump — near
to Kiln 8 — is shown in Fig. 4. Decoration has been
confined largely to Category | and 2 vessels. with
white slip applied to vessels 47, 50, 51, 53 and 63,
and grey slip to 49, 54 and 60. Vertical burnishing
had been used to decorate the shoulders of 47-50
and comb -applied dots to 51 and 53. Part
of an incised lattice pattern is visible on vessel
52. Samian found on this dump suggests that a
probable date for manufacture is from near the end
of the Flavian period. to perhaps a generation or so
later (c. A.D. 90-120).

Fig. 5 illustrates vessels in a rubbish deposit filling
Ditch 1, just south of its junction with Ditch 2. Here
Samian contained in the debris included fragments

For Clive Orton’s theoretical work on the pottery
forms see, “An Experiment in the Mathematical

Reconstruction of the pottery from Highgate Wood.”
Bulletin of the Institute of Archacology (1974) 41-73.
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of a vessel dated to between A.D. 110 and 130. A
Hadrianic production date — c. A.D. 120-140,
slightly later than the northern dump — might be
indicated by the latticed dishes (72, 73) and by the
higher necked ‘Poppy beakers’ (68 — drawn as a
waster — and 69). An interesting inclusion in the
group is the comb-incised bowl with vertical bands
enclosing diamonds (75), imitating Samian form 30.

The remains of a number of Samian vessels have
been found with the Phase III pottery. Examination
of the readily datable sherds suggests the following
period distribution.

Total Sherds

354

.
to ¢.70 4 Pra-Flavian
c. T0-100 73 Flavian
c. 100-120 8 Trajanic
c. 120-140 Hadrianic
c. 140+ 1 Antonine
TABLE 3

This might imply that much of the Phase III
production took place during the later Ist century
with a continuation to ¢. AD. 140. However, it
seems unlikely that more than 30 or 40 Samian
vessels are represented in total, and it is difficult
to find on the site any individual contexts which
can be assigned a date prior to A.D. 100 on the
basis of Samian. Also recent work at Verulamium
has shown that some 90 per cent of the Samian
associated with buildings stratigraphically dated to
¢. 105-130 was of lst century date.?® This seems to
imply that much of this imported pottery survived
in use until the 2nd century. It might therefore be
safer to regard Highgate Phase III as taking place
between c. 100-140.

Possible Highgate Phase III pottery has been
found in a number of the sites recently excavated
in Southwark. Here the earliest examples came from
Trajanic pits (c. 100-120) at St. Thomas’s Street.
Thin sectioning indicates a strong probability of the
presence of Highgate vessels in Trajanic—Hadrianic
(c. 110-130) levels filling a revetted stream at 93-95
Borough High Street. It is also found in occupation
layers, probably Trajanic, at 106 Borough High
Street, and Trajanic-Hadrianic pits at 207 Borough
High Street.

The latticed dishes (72. 73) which are not common

20. 8. Frere as in note 8.

21. Joanna Bird now considers that the earliest “Poppy
beakers” from Aldgate are probably in early 2nd
cen'tury rather than Flavian contexts.

22. “Excavations in Verulam Hills Fields,” Hertfordshire
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at Highgate, first occur in Trajanic-Hadrianic con-
texts in the 93-95 Borough High Street stream. but
are more abundant in the succeeding Hadrianic
layers. A bowl similar to the combed example (75)
also occurs in the Hadrianic stream deposits.

Examination of the pottery from Aldgate shows
possible Highgate vessels in a number of unsesaled
pits including those assigned to Trajanic-Hadrianic
(Pit 15), and mid-2nd century (Pit 8), dates. Its
occurrence is also likely in two pits dated as Flavian
(Pits 10 and 11). The latter, however, contains
Samian of A.D. 85-110, and, in the writers’ view,
both belong to the earlier 2nd century.?!

Phase IV c. A.D. 140-16d

The Phase IV pottery illustrated came from Kiln
2 (Fig. 6); it is differentiated from Phase III in
respect of form rather than fabric, and the occurrence
of new types would suggest a slightly later manu-
facturing date. Similar vessels come from the rubbish
dump in the immediate vicinity of the kiln, but they
are not present in any quantity. As in the earlier
phase, most of the jars and beakers (all except the
storage jar 84) are slipped, but so are two of the
bowls (77 and 78). and the latticed dish (79). Of
interest is the emergence of the Poppy beaker
without barbotine panels (83) — perhaps more
characteristic of the later 2nd century?®* — and the
early cooking pots (82, 87 and 95). The former
example contains a latticed band burnished through
the white slip. The type seems first to occur in
Southwark in the Hadrianic— early Antonine (c. A.D.
130-150) stream levels at 93-95 Borough High Street.
The jars with grooved rims (80, 81) can be paralleled
from the Verulamium potteries., where similar
vessels, excavated in the 1930s, were thought to have
been made between A.D. 120-160.2* More recently
found examples from other kilns there are thought
to have been produced between A.D. 140-160, a
date which would also fit well for the final phase,
of Highgate production.?
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140-160): pottery from Kiln 2.(%)

Fig. 6. Phase IV (A.D.
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