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Gl>lt~L\N HA.!UlLIW FLMHJWJ IN !W11A..11/ BRITAIN 

,Tou.nHa Bird ancl lJavid \/ill io.ms 

The pottery descril>ed below provides a further contribution 

to our knowledge of wares iMported into Britain during the later 

Roman period.~ The ve~sels are all flar,on or jug forms in a di!!tinctive 

fabric with marbled sli1•• and are identical with tYl>es found in the ., 
Rl1ineland,- The GerMan parallels for individual flagons were recognized 

by earlier stuclents, and the opportunity has now been taken to collect 

evidence for the diRtrihution of the ware in Britain, Selected 11herds 

have been exaf'1ine:l petrolor,ically in order to e!!tablish whether they 

are import~ from Germany, rather than copies manufactured locally, 

and to determine whether they come from one or more production sites. 

The fabric 

The fabric is very hard, 11mooth and slightly sandy, with 

characteristic inclusions of l>rc>>m argillaceous material clearly 

visible in a fre«h fracture, The !'!Urface treatment consist!! of a 

patchy matt slip on the exterior, with a highly distinctive marbled 

effect probably created by the use of a sponge, The sl ii> is normally 

shades of orangey-red (llunsell 1 O!i 6/6 to 5/8) but sometimes verp,e!< 

on huff (7 ,5 Yf~ 7/4) or brownish-black (7 .5YR 4/2 to N2/). Occasionally 

there are simple roundels or other motifs in white ( 1 Ollt 8/1) overpaint 

on tl1e shoulder. Tl1e core and in11ide surface varies from creamy-buff 

(7.5YR R/4) to light reel (2.~YIL c./n). 

Thirteen sherd11, from London (6), Southwark, Canterbury (5) and 

Dover, were thin sectioned a!ld exaMined under the petrological 

microscope. All tl1irteen contain a grounclmass of frequent subanr,ular 

quartz grains witltin tl1e size range 0,30mm and below, together with 

a scatter of slightly larger grains, normally set in an optically 

anisotropic Matrix of li1~ht hrown fired clay. Also pre~ent are flecks 
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of mica, a little pltq:ioclase and potash felspar, some phyllite, 

clay pellets, ann always a few grains of augite per sline. Occasionally 

.Pieces of siltstone an(l sandstone can be seen, as well as amphibole 

and volcanic glass. The range of inclusions common to all and the 

sirlilarity of texture stronnly suggest that they were all made in 

the same area. 

The presence of volcanic glass points to an area of recent volcanic 

activity, and three regions at once come to minds the Eifel-f!henish 

region of Germany, the Hassif Central of France, and central and 

southern Italy. In order to (\eterruine the likely source, a heavy 

mineral analysis was conducted on two of the sample sherds. In both 

cases this produced a suite of ninerals dominated by frequent grains 

of augite, with lesser amounts of titanite and basaltic hornblende. 

This assemblage closely matches volcanic suites of heavy minerals 

obtained from !thine sediments between Hayence and the Dutch border, 

and from the Lake of Laach in the Eifel. 3 It also strongly supports 

the implication from the distribution of the pottery that it was 

manufactured in the Hhin.,land (1!ee below). 

Gp_zetteer of British fincls (The abbreviations 'Gose' and 'Pirling' 

1. London 

are 11sed for tl1e ty)>Ologies quoted in note 2) 

a. Valbrook nithraeum, fran a group dated to the second half 

of the third century. Rim and neck of a collared flagon, 

Gose t~~·e 262. (information from the excavator,Professor 

W.F. Grimes) 

b. Angel Court, from a group of late fourth-century or mid 

late Saxon date. Him and top of neck, collared flagon, 

Gose t~1e 262 (T.ll. Dlttrton, Trans. London fliddle~ex Archaeol; 

~. 28(1977), fig. 11, no. 358; described as Oxfordshire 

ware). 

c. Tower of London, Inmost Vard, from a late fourth-century 

group associated witl1 coin~ of the 390s • 

. . ,.. ........... ' ........... --------· ~ -
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i) Neck and ~boulder, collared flagon, with white painted 

roundels; as Pirling types 71 and 72, 

ii) Part of neck and handle, collared flagon. 

iii) I' art of neck and shoulder, probably a one-handled jup, as 

l'irling type 70; decoratecl with white roundels alternating 

with three dots. 

iv-vi) Shoulder, footstand nnd l>odysherds, probably all from 

collared fl1;gons. (Information from the excavator, G. Parnell 

2. Southwark 
Swan Street, from a Homan ditch fill of the second half of the 

third century. Rim and neck, collard flagon, Gose type 262. 

(SLAEC, Southwark Exc~tvation" 1972-74 (1978), fig. 220, no. 

1867; identified as a possible German import) 

3. Ospringe 

From tl1e Homan cemetery, in a grave group with no dating 

evidence. Complete collared flar,on, Gose type 262. (\1, 'Whiting 

et al., Report on the J;xcavation of the Homan CemPterv at 

Ospringe, J:ent (1931) 1 pl. xxviii, no. 263) 

a. Rosemary Lane, from a Roman ?ploughsoil containing a coin 

of Crispns, AD 323-4. 

i) Sl1otllder sl1erd, probably from a collard flap,on as Pirling 

type 72. The whitO-J>ainted decoration consists of a letter 

1j! followed by a dot; there is a single example of a type 

72 from Krefeld-Gellep with an inscription, VIVAS TV 

0'irling taf. 97, no, 3ah). 

ii) Ilo<ly !'!hercl, fla1ron or jug. (P, Bennett et al., Excavation~: 

at Canterhur~f!JL+,_le (1982), 133; additional information 

fran 1i. llacpherson-Grant) 

b. St. tlargaret's Street. From late Roman levels, incluJing 

one with four coins of the late third century ancl twelve 

of the fourth. 

i) Two shoulder shards, J>robably the same vessel, as Pirling 

type 72. Three white-painted bands; scrolls, a W/.l.VY line, 

l.l.nd rounclels. 

ii-iii) l3ody shercls, probably from jugs of Gose type 265, ,;i th 

sets of double grooves, 

iv-v) Two bases, flagoc•~ or jugs. 

vi-xv) Body sl•erds, fl&gon3 or jugs. 
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c. ~hrlowe IV 

i) Shoulder, l'irlinr, typn 71 or 72, with row of white­

painte~ dots. Very hard-fired; the fabric i~ grey in 

the core, 

ii) Shoulder sherd, l'irling type 71 or 72 1 with white­

painted J·oundels, 

iii-iv) Neck and body sherd~, flagons, (Information on b. and c. 

from !!arion Green, Canterbury Archaeological Tru11t) 

5. Richborough 

6. Dover 

From Pit 143 1 which contained mostly FliJ.vian material but 

included some coarseware ~herds dated to the second and early 

third centuries, Collarecl flagon, Gose type 262 1 complete 

except for the ha11e, (J .1'. Bushe-Fox 1 Fourth lteport on the 

Excavations of the Roman Port at Richho:,.ough, l:ent (1949}, ~:cc 

lxxxvi, no. 379) 
I 

~iecl' and shoulder 1 collared flagon 1 pro lably as Pirl ing type 

72. (Infonlation from the excavator, B.S. Philp; J. Bird, 

Kent Archaeol. Heview, 63(1981) 1 55) 

7. Lyminge 

8, Lympne 

Prom an inhuna tion burial, Complete col :·Lared flagon 1 Go ~e type 

262 1 25.5cm high, (D.D. Kelly, Archaeol; Cantiana, 77(1962), 

205; additional information front~. Kelly) 

Four sherd!!, flagons or jug11. (B. Cunli:'fe, Britannia, 11(1980),, 

275-6) 

A fra1sr-1ent of a footring found at Springheac,l may also he in thi~ 

ware, although it is a more pronounc<Hl footstand.than is u11ual with the 

marbled flagons; it co~es fron a cont,ext dated ml .. d-second to early 

third century (inforrl?.tion from !:. Pollard), A or,e-handled collared 

flagon from the St. l'Rncras cemetery at Chicheste-r i" typologically 

similar to the Rhineland r.1arhled flar,ons but is in a very different 

"'are, a soft creamy-white fah:tic wi tit a pinkish-tinge 1 almost free of 

inclusion'! (D. Do'm anrl !1. f<ule, Cl!iclH>ster Bxcavation!< 1 (1971 ), fig. 

5. 20, no. JOe) • 
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The first full account and tYJ>ology of later Ger!'lan marbled ware 

that by Oelmann in his report on tho pottery from !Hederbieber. 
4 

There are two cl~"sses of the ware, hut the forms, fabrics and marbled. 

finish are normally distinct; tl1e two wares are fully described and 

" compared in the report on the pottery from tl1e Kaiserthermen at Trier.· 

The variety found in Britain, 'marmorierte keramik', was distributed 

"ridely along the Rhine and some way down the lower Nosal, but is 

extremely rare in the Trier ;region, No kiln-site has yet been found, 

but the distribution indicates an origin in the Rhineland, or possibly 

6 
on the lower Hosel, an(l thi!! i!! s1rpported by the re!!ults of petrolegi0a:~ 

analysis. The second ware, somet!.Mes described as 1 geflaml'lte 1 rather 

than 'marmorierte' fron hl1e 'flaMe' effect of the finish, was made at 

Trier and the nearby factory at Speieher.7 Its distribution include~ 

the Trier 8 area, Bel1~ium and the Ardennes; no examples of this ware 

are so far known fron Britain. 

Of the Uhineland marbled ware, the two-handled flagon witl1 a 

distinctive collar or flange on tho neck - Gose type 262, Pirling 

tyves 71, 7'2 - is by far the cormonest form in Germany, and accounts 

forsixteen of the nineteen recognisable vessels fro!'l Britain, Wlaite-

9 painted motifs on the shoulder are a feature of fourth-century examples, 

and the only other development of the form is a tendency for some 

later examples to have longer necks in proportion to the hody height, 

d 1 I . t. 1 0 It " d t d " G f tl 1 t an ess saarp car1na 1ons. 1s a e 1n ermany rom ae a e 

second century to at least tl1e middle of the fourth, but since it shows 

relatively little typological change, and since it occurs in quantity 

during the first half of the fourth century, 11 it may be that the 

starting date lies more towards the r1irldle of the third century. 12 

Of the clearly dated examples fror1 llritain, two, from Sout.hwark and 

the "albrook mi thr~teHm, come from contexts date,. to the second half 
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13 of the third century, the remainder are from fourth century levels. 

Two other forr.1s, both one-han<lled jugs, seem to be pre !lent among 

the British material. Tho first, of 1<hich there are apparently two 

body sherds at Canterbury, is a conical jug with characteristic pairs 

of grooves on the body - Go!!e tyJ>e 265, l'irling type 65, the latter 

with a plain matt red-brown slip. This i~ dated to the first half of 

the third century by Gose, hut was considered by Pirling to be in use 

at least in the Constantinian period; 14 the Canterbury vessels are 

both from late Roman levels. The other type, found probably at the 

Tower of London, is a round-bodied jug with an offset at the shoulder 

and w·hite-painted decoration. The clnflest parallel for this is l'irling 

type 70, which is noted ns exceptional in Rhineland marbled ware althougt 

the form is common throughout the fourth century; it is dated.£. AD 325-

1 5 375 at Krefeld-Gellep. The form occurs in a number of wares, including 

Speicher 'flamed' ware, in which it is dated from the Middle of the 

third century on the grounds of its rarity at Niederbieber. 16 The 

examples figured by Gose - types 277, 278, 280 and 2il2 - ranr~e from 

the second half of the thircl century to the late fourth, and are all 

from Trier or the llosel valley. The London example comes from a late 

fourth century level. 

Tl1e distribution of GerMan marbled ware in Britain is apparently 

confined to Kent and the London area, and is considerably more 

17 restricted th~.n that of }la~'en coarse wares. Given the possibility 

th t '! l 1 1 t t t d. t 1 8 1 a , ayen >rare r:my .~ave >eeu Hse(. o ranspor a col'lno 1 y, an< 

the wide raitge of fineware flagons availal>le in later Co~an Britain, 

this restriction to the area closest to the lihine trade route is not 

particul 11 rly surprising. 'l'he specifically ::entish concentration might 

al1<o inply that llover pln.~'e<l a role in l3ri tain 1 s Continental trade 

at this period, 19 Apart from the geoHraphical limitfl.tion, the narhled 

flaHons are found on a rn.nge of sites: "lajor towns, cemeteries anct 

Saxon S!1ore forts. 
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llention s'wulcl he rmde of a sP.cond class of late imported Marbled 

Ware t that known as I a 1 1 epongc I I in orcler to point OUt the differences 

"O between the two.~ 'l'he differences apply both to form - German flagons 

ancl jugs, I a 1' eponge I hmrls - and to fabric. The I a 1 1 eJ>Onge I fabric 

is usually a pale creamy-yellow (7.5Yit 7/6), and much r.10re fine textured, 

and the slip is particularly diagno!'ltic: 'a l'eponge' has a good smooth 

gloss, the German ware is Matt and often harsh to the toucl1. T!1e 

differences in fabric are clearly deMonstrated petrologically: heavy 

mineral analysis of an 'a l'eponge' sherd produced a suite of minerals 

which included kyanite and andalusite.
21 

Thill 11uggests an origin in 

a ·..:ertiary region such al! Aquitaine, which is the source indicated by 
') .... 

the distribution J>attern. ·-~ 

Footnotes 

1/e would like to than!: the fnllo~<ing, '{ho have r:enerously made pottery 

and inform'ltion availahle: llr, ll. Baatz, Dr. N.G. Fulford, Hiss H. Green, 

l'rofessor 1l.JI. Grir,Jes, l!r. H.J. liP.mnerson, Nr. B.D. Kelly, Hr. N 

Nacpherson-Grant, Hiss S. Hacready, Hr. G. Parnell, Dr, D.P.S. Peacock, 

Nr. ll.J. l'hilp, Hr. H. Pollard, Dr. J.l'. \{ild and Dr, C.J. Young. 

1, For a full discussion of other iMported wares, see H. Fulford, 

'Pottery and Britain's trade in the later Roman period', in D.P.S. 

Peacock, (ed,) 1 l'otterv ancl J:arlv Commerce (1977), 35-R4; this 

includes a note of the Rhineland flagon from Southwark described 

below. 

2, E.l(. E. Go11e 1 Gefll.sstvpen der rl\nischen Keramik im Rheinland (1950) 1 

types 262, 265, 277 1 etc. ; H .• l'irling 1 Das r8misch-frl\n)d,.che 

Graberfelcl von Krefeld-Gellep (1966) 1 typentaf, 5, types 65 1 70-72. 

3. P. K. ll. Sin<lo,ski, 'Hesults and problems of heavy mineral &nalysis 

in Germany: a review of sedimentary petrology papers, 1936-4fl' 1 

J. s ... li"lo l'<>trol_,, 19(1949), 3-25. 

4. F. Oelmaan, llie J,era_Mik ctes r.o.,tells tliederbieher (1914), 45-53. 

' n K D "t 11 
• h 5. L. Hussong and l!, Cnppers, l>ie .rierer aiserthermen. ie spa ,rom1~c e 

11n<l fr,'lhmittel~tltnrliche I:r.ramik (1972), 17-18. 

-------------- ----
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6. The Distribution and prolHthle f'.ron of production are cliscus,.ecl 

hy Oelmann, .!!.12• cit. (note 4), 50. 

7. Hussong and ct";pper.q, loq. cit, (note 5), 

~. 1:. H. \lightmnn, Itormn ·Tri_!>r ftnrl tlw Treveri (1971), 201-3, 

9. J?or a description of the variou" white-painted motifs, see Pirling, 

£.1l.• cit, (note 2), 49-50, 

10, Hussong and Cilppers, .!!.12• cit, (note 5), 18, type 40. 

11, There are, for example, 29 exaMple!! from the Krefeld-Gellep cemetery 

(Pirling, .!l.U• cit. (note 2), 74-5), a complete example with a 

band of white-painted scrolls from a fourth-century grave at Neuss 

(G. Huller, Die rlll'1ischen Grll.herfelrlcr von Novaesium (1977), taf. 

11, no, 5), and sherd!! of some 20 from the construction levels of 

the Trier Kaiserthermen, .£AD 300-320 (llusson,g and C-/lppers, .!UJ.• ill• 
(note 5) , 18). 

12, The starting date depends largely on the Niederbieber material 

(Oelmann, .Q.:Q• ill• (note 4) ) , which is dated .£• AD 190-260. However, 

some doubt has recently been cast on accepting this date too 

strictly: A. King, 'The decline of samian ware manufacture in the 

north west provinces: problem~ of chronology an~ interpretation', 

in A. King a11<l H. !Ienig (oils.), The Roman West in the Third Century 

(1981), 55-78. 

13. The pit ( 1 43) at ltichborour,h 'd th a marbled flagon contained pottery 

of very mixed dates, maldng a date for its filling difficult to 

estimate, 

14. Gose, .!UJ.• cit, (note 2), 23; l'irling, .!U!• cit, (note 2), 72, 

15. Pirling, .Q.ll• £ii, (note 2), 74. 

16. Hussong and Ctippers, Q.U• sit. (note 5), 18-19, type 41. 

17. Fulford, illl• cit. (note 1), fig, 2, 

18. H. l?ulford and J. Bird, 'lr·tported pottery from Germany in late Roman 

Dritain 1
1 Drit~r•nia 1 vi (1975) 1 171-181. 

19. The likelihood. of a civil port at Dover is noted by H. Cleere: 

'Roman harbours in Britain' 1 in J. du Plat Taylor and 1!. Cleere 

(eels.), lto"1~n Shipninrr ~nd 'l'rade: Ilri tain and the Hhine l'rovincPS 

(1978) 1 36-40. For a note 011 tl1e recent discovery of a waterfront 

at Dover, see Britannia, xii (1981), 366, 

20, Pulford, .2.l2• cit. (note 1), 4J-7, 

21, D.F. Villiams, 'Un tesson de ciramiq11e (~ l'iponge) provenant du 

~lew Presh Vharf a Londres' 1 in 1'. Galliou, H. Fulford and H. Clement, 

'La diffusion de la cdranique (4 1'6ponge) dans le nord-o11est de 

l'empire Romain', Gallia, 38 (1980), 277-8, 

22. Pulford, op, cit. (note 1), fiHo 4, 


