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INTTWDUGTION 

The majority of traded comnodities in the ancient world, many 

of them perishtthl.es, have rnrely loft traces behind for the 

Rrchtteologist or historian interested in the trttde-routes nnd 

commerce of antiquity, llowevor, cHrtain valued i terns of t:l.'adH s ttch 

as wino, olive-oil n.nd fish-products were commonly transported long 

distances in large tirrhtly-sealed pottery-amphorne, stm·<lily-hniJt 

to stand up to the l>uffeting of the journey, and sherds of these 

vessels are often fo1111d on a variety of sites durillfl tl1e Greco-

Homan and Hyzn.ntinc era. A detailed study or s11Clo ampl1orao can 

sometimes provide in.Jalunble evidence of economic activity not readily 

available from most other cl~.sses of pottery, These large tim-

handled jars were specifl.cally intend0d as containers for h11lk 

carryinrr of goods, and nnlike the majority of other pottery-types, 

it was the contents \·rhich vore prized rather than the vessel i tsel.f, 

From tltis it follows that an appreciation of tlte goods carried in 

amphorae and tl1eir point of origin can furnish us with information 

on the ancient economy• the trade routes employed-and the relative 

irnJ>ortance of the centron of OY.Jlortation and importation, Additionally, 

it may throw sone light. on the lifentyles of the peoJlle who chose 

to import tho best Italian vine or acquired a taste for Spartish 

fish sauces, 

Despite the fact tl1at amphorae were apparently produced in 



1.-'· 

lnrge quantities RIHl m:ight \THll lH! brolu>n-·up oil receipt of thoir content: 

tlwro is It high de1:rec of >JtluHl~>rcli.zntion of manufttcture within 

each cn .. tc_:gory of i'oJ'fiJ, 'l'ho \'ar·ioun pr(H1ucing contres appear to 

lutve had their own particular ai:tphorae Hhrtpes, perhaps for easy 

recognition of the contents, nl thonrth similar types 1wre made in 

j.liverse arcns, Portunn.tely, an apvreciation of the fabrics involved, 

largely through the application of petrological studies, is beginning 

to allo\f certain amphc,rae tyJ"'" to Jw confidnntly allocated to the 

ax porting cantres involved in this trltde, gcptally importantly, 

formless bodysherds en.n now often be attributed to particulnr types. 

Thaso latter two points arn n8peci.ally relevant for late Iron Age 

studies in Soutlwrn Britain. A detailed examination of the forms 

and fabrics of Ro1oan ltmphorae in pro·-ltonan Britain by David. Peacock 

(1971) some ton yearo; ano 1 considerably advanced our understanding 

of the trade contacts, chronology and political events of the British 

La 'l'eno III period. In thi•; prcpcr it is the purpose of the writer 

to briefly re-exnmj JW this wvtcrial in the light of recent o.mphorne 

discoveries 1 vhich acld fnrthor to our lmowledge of the wide 

trading contn.cts that existed in the late vre-noman British Iron 

Ageq 

HOllAN AHl'l!OltAg IN LA1.'J·: IHON Mil·: BHI1'AIN 

In his study of ampl~rae in British pre~loman I~on Age C011texts 1 

Peacock (1971) drew attention to the variety of sources from which 

these vessels had originated, He ~l!ts able to demonstrate for example 

that the important second and fjrst century B.C. DresHel form 1 

wine-amphorn (fig. 1 1 and 2) 1ms mado principally in Campania and 

Latium (later extended to inclttde gtruria, 1978), Moroover, tho Dres11Dl 

1A typo with its jutting triangular-rim (fig, ,1) and the 1Fl variety 

with a near vertical collar-rim (fig. ,2) turned out to be 



-3-

petrologically similar, hoth containing characi,eristic inclusions 

of green augite and volcanic roeh f1·agments, and therefore did 

not represent the pro(luc·Ls of two dii>t1not areas as had been 

previo11sly Sltggested (Bttlingnr,19611), 

'l'ho distribution pattern in llri tain of the so two amr>horae ty:pes 

is revealing (Peacock,1971,fii!•JG), Tho earlier Dressol 1A form, 

dating from the second century to 11hout tlw micldle of the first 

century B.c., is present in some numbers at llengisthury Head in the 

south of the country, '>'ith outliers as far away as Carn Buny, 

Cornwall (Williams,1978) and at tlushrooms Farm, Braughing, 

Hertfordshire. Finds of the later Dressel 1B form 

are concentrated in the south cast part of tho country, more 

especially the llertfordshire - Essex region, The two distl·ihution 

patterns seem to reflect historiei,lly lmo'm events: (a) tho UJH'ising 

of the Gaulish Venoti in 56 B.C. disrupting Roman trade with 

Ilnngisthury !lead, and (!•) tho friendsl1ip of Rome with tho Trinovantes 

in the east of Britain following Cne~nr's expedition to Britain in 

55 and 54 B.C. Both 01f thnne events roughly coinciding with the 

typological ci1angc in amphora form from Dressel 1A to 1B. 

The appearance of the llrcnsnl 1 amphora in Britain can perha)>S 

he summed up as follows. I"portations of the 1A variety arrived at 

Hengisthury Head during the pe1·iod from the second half of the second 

century to just before the middle of the :!'irst century B.C. A small 

number of the Dressel 1B form also occur at Hengisthury Head. This 

suggests that tho shift of amphorae distribution away from llengistbury 

Head took plRce at the very time of the cluwgc in form. Unfortunrttcly 

this tYJ>ological change cannot as yet be precisely dated, but 
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sometime around tho mi<l<lle of tho first cnntury B.C. Hould he in 

keeping lvith the contin<,ntnl ovi<l<!nce (l'encocl>, 1971). The Dres9el 

1 A type was O><rwn tially a 11inn-n11Iphora from Italy, nne! the llri tish 

vessels ••ppear to have co1:1n mainly from the Campanian and Latium 

regions (ihicl). According to Peacoclc the trade route to Britain is 

likely to have been via Nm·honen1lill and the Garonne waterway, and 

then around the coa11t of Brittany into the English Channel. The 

Dressel 1B type, 11hich nppear11 predominantly in the llertfordshire 

Essex region, seems to l1avo boon coming in the main from the 11ame 

producing regions and to have followed roughly the same trade route 

as its 1A predecessor. 

'l'he IVri ter has supplci·wntnd l'oacock 1 s thin section annlysel'! on 

hoth YRriants of the Dressnl 1 form in the hopo of worlcing out the 

proportions of vosselr; ,;hich 11<ne sent from the various 

Italian ce.ttres to 1\ritiLin. Witlt o11e fabric oxception, the results 

httYe proved disappointing, as it IHLs proved difficult to achieve 

cloar-cut geological groupi11gs, Thia is 11ndouhtedly due to the fact 

that the three main producing centreH of Cnmpania 1 Latium and Btruria 

are.all coverod hy fairly si~ilar volc4nic tracts. In addition, any 

slight nuances of fabric may 1rcll ho aecounted for in the manufacture 

of these amphorae on differont far~in11 ostates within a given rogion, 

rather than seeing them as products of large 'factory-type' concerns 

(ibid,164). The one oxception to this is the 'black sand' fabric 

associated with the llressel 1B form in British contexts, for \lhich 

a Campanian origin has been convincingly argued, in particular the 

region .around Pompeii and Herculaneum (Peacock,1977,153). 

Dressel 1B appear~< un!Lcco!'lpanind by other forms of amphorae in 

the rich Velwyn-type hurial11 which have heen dated independently 

by the associated metalwork from 50- 10 B.C. (Stead 1 1967). The 

earliest appearance of ne\1 amphorne form~< is at tho Lexdon tumulus, 



nuar ColchQt.;ter, where tnn HrP.ssc:l 2-4 type~= and one Hho<lian were 

hurit'Hl together with four llrcs,,,.] 111 """"nls (Lavcr,1927). 'l'hn 

Greco-llonmn llrossel 2-4 -tyvn wjth sirnplo h<>ttded--rirn and hifif 

hnndlen (fig, ,3) and tho Rhodiao wi·Lh 11hn,x•p penlwd rod hnntlles 

(fig. 1 4) 1 hath senrn to hnvc stnrtnd protltaction in the last ten 

.to fifteen years of the firRt. cnntury B.C. The former snpcrceeding 

the Dressel 1B type l>hich ::Jtopped 1Hlin[( made at this time, A date 

within tho last fifteen years of·the first century B.C. would tlurs 

see tho arrival in eastern llritain of tl1n llrassnl 2-4 and llhodian 

ty]>es 1 although tho lattnr form is prol•ahl.y more characteristic of 

post-Claudian contextR, Selective thin section nxamination of the 

Lexden llressel 2-4 amphorae shoH tha-t tho!lo type11 were initially 

coming from Italy. The Lcxden -Lnmulus· is also revealing in that no 

Spanish amphorae forms arc presnnt in vhat is a relatively large 

group of vessels, and this snggowts thnt at -this time Spain took 

~~ minor or non-oxi stant )Hll't in tlw aPlphouw tradu to Bri. tai.n. AR 

the (jreco-lloman amphorae ty)>ns are '"'11 represented in the llhinelnnd 

during this period (Httlingnt·, 1 <JTr), tho lila in trade-route to Britain 

was probably via the Ithonn-Uhine HaLnnmys, Gn,llo-llolgic pottery, 

for example, starts to apponr in Britain a·L this time, or shortly 

after, and could have accoMpanied the amphorae via tho l!hine, 

Shipments of southern Spanish nmphorao hogan arriving in 

eastern Britain shortly after tl1e Greco-Homan typesi The Mount Bures 

burial, north of Colchester, contained four Spanish llrossel 10 

ves,~els associated with a Dressel 1H hody and Gallo-Belrric pottery 

(Smith,1852), The llressel lll vessel had its nook nnd handles retnoved 

in antiquity,_and may well have hoen somewhat 'nrchaic' when huriod 

(Rodwell, 1976, 319), '1'Jw llrossel 10 typo is not exactly matched in 

tho Camulodunurn series of Spanish nmphorae (Hawkes and Hull 1 1947) 1 

so a pre-Cunohelin date (i.e. before A.ll, 10) should probably l>e 
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applie<l to tho Hount Buros burial, and the first arrival of southern 

Spaninh-amphorae to Britain, 

Small amounts of nonthern Spt>nish ttnd Baetican amphorae appear 

in l'eriod 1 levels at Camulodunum in tho form of Gamulodunu!ll 1 R5A 

with its characteriotic p,roovnd hnn<llm (fig, • 5) , the hell-

mouthed Gamulodumun 1 RhA (fir,, , 6) and the familillr globul~tr type 

Dressel 20, together with Greco-RomRn types, mainly froM Italy 

and the gas tern Hcdi torranNUl region (l'ettcock 0 1971; 19Trl, 'l'hese 

early Spanish forms also apJ>Car in some numbers on the Rhineland 

(J<;ttlinger,1977), while they are virtually ahsent from that area 

of south Britain which saw tho main distribution of the Italian 

llrnssel 1A type, suggo,;ting that the above Spanish amphorae were 

arriving in nastern Britain via the Hhone and Hhino. 

The lnte Iron ilgc trihcs of the central south coast area of 

Britain do not appear to have obtained supplies of either tho fish 

products which seem to have heen the nmjor contents of tho 8 outhern 

Symnish amphorae or the ItaliEtn "inc associated l<ith the llressol 

2--4 typos, hoth of which vern onjoynd in increasing numbers hy the 
I 

Belgic tri hos in tho south--oast of tho country. However, the previously 

held view of a dearth of amphorae contact in the former area from 

the Middle of th" first cnntury B.G. until the Conquest, now needs 

to be radically altered ff,llO\dnr, recent oxcavations at t1w coastal 

sites within tho llurotrigian region: Gleavel Point, Ower an<l 

llengisthury !lend. 

Both Cleavel Point and llengisthury Head have produced a nuMber 

of ~xarnplos of a distinctive aMphora made in the Catalan region of 

northern Spain, Stratification dntails are at present lacking for 

llenr,istbury Head, hut nt Gleavol Point these amphorae were associated 

with Tiherian imitation Gallo~lclgic forms, together with pottery from 

the Aquitnine region of France which could be early Augustan in 

date (information from Jnnn TiMhy), A late Augustan or 'l'iherinn 
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dn.to for the northern export of thir< nmphora type would broadly 

agree with'' similar find fron1 tl•e cast llhinolund fort of Wostphalio, 

near Holstcrlumsen 1 which should he dated to the l<tst decade of tho 

first century B.C.- ettrly first century A.D. ('l'chernia 1 1971 ,56-57). 

'l'he amphora in question is form J)resael-l'ascual 1 (fig. 1 7), 

which was based on the ltalinn Dressel Ill type, and which has a 

high vertical rim 1 cynlindJ·ical neck 1 ovoid body and rounded handles 

with a distincti vo longi tudinctl groove, This amphora form probably 

held wine 1 as the Layetanian ttren. where kilns producinr, this ty})O 

have been found (Pascun.l 1 1977) wn.s praised by Martial as having a 

quality of wine second only to that of Campania (xiii 1 118), Production 

of this amphora-form lms nlso heen cltdmed in south-west Franco at 

Aspiran 1 just west of Montpellinr (11enty,1975~ 

Two fabrics of the Dr<!ssnl-Pascual 1 form are represented at 

both Cleavol Point and llongisthury llend, Pabric 1 is in a hard rough, 

dark rod to reddish-brown fabric (10H 4/4 to 4/6), with lnrge white 

inclusions of quartz and fclsj)ar 1 golde11 mica and frngments of 

granite scattered thr'ou~;hout (see pl. ) , Fabric 2 is in a slightly 

softer 1 smoother croamy-whi to fa hric (hotueen 7, 5YR R/2 o.n<l 7/4), 

lacking the mien hut cont1cininr, tho qunrtz and felspar present in 

I•'abric 1 (see pl, ) , Both fnhrics appear to have been produced 

in the Barcelona region (l'ascual 1 1977), hut l<'abric 2 mny also have 

been mnde n little furtl1or down the sottth coast, 

Dressel-Pascual 1 types icro present on tho continent in contexts 

ranging from late Republican/early Augustan at Vieille-'fonlouse to 

A.ll. 79 at Pompeii (Tchornia 1 19Tf 1 52-54), though the main export 

thrust was probably over before this lntter date. Outside Spain, 

the main distribution n.ron for Dressel-l'ascual 1 amphorae was 

Narhonensis nnd Aguitania, ~>nd to date these types have appeared only 

rarely in northern Gnul nnd tho llhineland (l'arker 1 1977 1 37). In 

Britain 
1 

be sides Cleavol l'oint nnd llongistbury Head, shords from 



li l\ul y Dres s nl-l) iL~clllLl 1 v uss c l fl h a vo ro ceJltly l.w cn re (~ogn izn (l 

ILL lJL~ g tHl d on , (j-lo llc(ls to ] '~ h i 'e (:; i ie (lit tc ,l A.D. ?'O-5 0) [t l1c1 K'l in1d .. on , 

I ~ 1 e 0 f Wigh t ( Un s t nl -t i f i () d - in for r.m t ion 0 n hot h g i t e s f l~ 0 m 1) r • 

D.l) .S. }'c aco ch.) j while si ngle f;]wrc1 s Ilftvc p ossibly beon identif ied 

a t Col h ester ( lIa ,,,kes an(l Hull,1<) /I'( , fi g . 45, 2 - unstratif i e d ) and 

almost certainly at 'l'ha xte(l, Essex (ftssocift t e d ", ith ft Dress e l 1B 

amphora-buried). Un Jlrc~sellt cvi(l (~n ce , the distribution of tho 

})ressol - }Jascllfll 1 form in Britain sho","5 {\, di~~tinct southerly hias, 

more especi a lly in the s lI s p nc:tecl terri tory of the Du ro tri ges, and 

sce rn s l i ll:e ly to hfwe arri v e d in late Augustan or 'l'iheri an times. 

Give n th e appar e nt lHwe i ty of find~ in n o rthern Gaul (111(1 the 

Rhinelcwd, a nd only one J) r e-COIHl1l8st find in eastern Britain, it 

is probable that s upplies of Dre s snl-hLscllnJ 1 amphorae (;CLrne from 

n or thern SpCLin vilt the Nn.rhonpl1si .s-Garon n e rout e around the coast 

of Bri ttany. '1'11i5 route ".'ould (\.lso more easily explllill the :rr e ~ence 

a. t Cleavel Point of f' a rly Au[~ustan pott e ry from Aquitania. 

It seems si g n ificant that no southern Spanish or ItCLlilln Dresse l 


2-4 types of (\.rnpl ·1orcH~ (\.])poar in the en,rly first century levels at 

I 

ho th Cleave 1 Va int aJl(l }joni~i "1tbury HeCLd, al t.hou g h the se type s a r c 

to be found in S OMe nUr1hers in the easte rn part o f the c o u ntl'y at 

th is (a te (Peacock, 1971 ). 'rlw ansver may lie in s o me form of 

regional differenti [t tion of aMphorae deliveri e s to the late Iron 

Lge tril, e s of pr e-Co nqu e st ll r itCLin Q The south -easte r n tr i bes 

r ece i vin g so uthe rn SpfLnish fish p:-oducts and Italian wine 

v ia the Rh8ne-Rhinc route, while the trihes of the Durotrig[tn 

r egi on and surround s r ec eived CntCLll1n "ine by way of the Garonne 

waterwa y . Fi s h products could he ohtained hy the })urotriges fr OM 

fI, SO tH'c e close r at hand, namely f~ numher of sites along the Brittany 

coastlin e which specialized in garu m, e tc. (Sanquer and Go.lliou,1 972 

Quite what t he appe ara nce of Dressol -Pascu a l 1 ampho rao in 

British I ron Agc contexts mean~ in terns of regionu.l distrihution 



l!> not immeclintely elnnr, Horn vork ohviolt>;ly needs to he done in 

this area, hut the posnihility exists that what we are seeiHg in 

tho ftmphorae c1istrihution is some. form of social and economic 

divi11ion
1 

in tcn·t'lS of lon/( rlistflncn products, between the tribes of 

the sonth-e!lst nncl those of the cent;rnl south, 'fhe presence in the 

Durotrigian area of enrly first century A.D. Roman amphorae nt 

Cleavel Point and llennisthury J!"ad 1 strongly suggests that the tribe 

was not anti-Itor.aw at this time 1 ,,.luttnver the posi-tion may have 

been in t.he immediatn pre-Conquest perio<l (\\'lweler 1 1943,63) • 

I should lilw to thank the fol loving for allowing me to !!Xamine 

amphorae from their si t"s: Prof. ll:trry Cunliffe, (llengistbury !lend) 1 

Peter \/oodl>'ftrd (Cleave! Point) 1 Clive l'nrtridge (Braughing) 1 Chria 

Going (Thaxted) •. Dr. David l'<!acocl' hinclly rend a drnft of this paper 1 

though the vri tcr r.mst alone take reRporu;ibj li ty for thu view~< expressed" 
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