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wuring the 1920'g and 1930%s a wmajor campaign of excavation which began
in 1922 was underteken at Richborough by Hr Bushe-Fox and reported in the

voclety's wemearch deports VI, VII, X acd XVI. as is to be expactsd of

excavations at a major doman supply bame, the cuactity of finde is considerable.

there are, for example, fifty-thousand coins elone,

At the time of the excavation, oxamination and conservation facilities For
archasological material were almost non-existent in thie country. It was
therefore anticipated that a re-examination of the material now bﬁihg
undertaken in the Al Laboratory's Conservation Jection under the directlon of

Hr Cross would provide new information.

The need to undertske this work arose from the fact that some of the
material in the Deparitment's Site Museum at Richborough required care and
maintensnce congervation prior to re-dimplay. Further, and more important,
upards of 10,000 bronze objects held in a reserve collection on site needed
consgrvation to halt decay. pproximstely 2,000 objects have been dealt with
8o far and the cleaning of these has led in a great number of cases to
dH.acrepancies being found betwoen the objects as illuétratad in the Richborough

deport series and as now obgerved subseguent to this recent conmervatioca.

Many of the dlecrepancies are quite minor and do not affect the
intorpretation of the object, but a number show quite major diffarancéé,. The
most striking esre certain items described as undecorated anﬁ made of bronze
videh on eleaning have now proved to be solid silver and highly decovated.
Leading exepiplea are e fine birooch of crosma-bow type and finger rings

decorated with monogram (Plato 00) and clasped-hands motifl




4 further point of interest is that the early brass Lrooches are both
frow types thought to have been made in 3ritain ;such as the Colchester é
brooch) mnd others thought to have been lmported, such as the Auclisas and
aye=troocuus. Wil bhe other hand, all the high-lead bBrooches so far examinad
are of typss probably made in Britain. [f is hoped that further work will
show whether its use is general or is confined to British workshops. Indeed
it now becomes of mome intereast to determine what gsubstance there is to the

auggeation in Richborough I that extensive wetal-vorking had been carrvied out

on the aite In the late first and early second centuries, including the

ohgervation that an unfinished brooch was found in the viciplty of the

(2)

metal working activities, This could have been a kKey object but unfortunately

on cleaning it has been found to have been incorrectly demcribed and is indeed

finished and slmo ensmellied.
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