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ill 1922 was undortakan Itt llichborough by lir ilufJh,,-Fol{ and reported il) the 

0"Ciety' 5 ;,ello!U'ch i("1!.?r.t!! VI, VII, X al~d XVI. All is to be eXp<lcted of 

excavations ut a major ,loman supply bue"'. the quallti ty of tind!!! is considerable. 

Thoro are, for exumple, fifty-thousand eoina al.)ne. 

At tho ti," of the excravatto'), oX8minution MId COJlBerv"tioll t'acilit1!ls for 

al'ch"oological material were ru.lI\()et non-existent in this country. It was 

thereforo anticipated thut a re-eJW.lllination of the material now being 

andel'taken in the AM Laboratory's Gonl30rvation daction undar thl! direction of 

/;1" GroBB would prOvide Hew inforlllation. 

The need to undl!irtake this liork !U'Ollle from the fact that some of the 

matarii!U in tho Department IS ;jita Museum at Richborough required C!U'IIl and 

maintenance conoorvation prior to re-display. ~'urther. and more impOrtant, 

UPHll'd6 of 10.COO broll!!.<!l ObjOlcts held in a rc'l30l've collection on site tleeded 

c,,",,<)rvation to halt decay. ,'pproximately 2,000 objects have bean dealt '!lith 

110 far and the cleaning of these has led in a grea.t number of Cal30E1 to 

diacrepancies being found between the objects as illustrated in the llichborough 

""port oories and as now observed subsequent to thia recent conservation. 

I'lany of tho dioorapanciole !U'EI qui to ooinor alld do not e.1'r$ct the 

ilttO),'lJrctatioll of tile obj$ct, but a numb",!:, l!ht;Jw quite major ditferences. 1'he 

,noet striking !U''' certain Hews describ",d BS ulldacoratad and III!!.de of bronze 

,;hich on cleaning hav", now proved to be solid ~d>lv"'r and highly decorated. 

lAading el<al!iplas !U'a a fine broooh of cross-boo,; typ<l and tinger rings 

decoratad with IllOtlogram (Plate 00) and clasped-hands IllOtil');. 
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!\ further p<>i.nt ,)f interest is that the early braaa brooch"$ areooth 

brooch) ",ud ottulra thought to have been imported, such IU! the Aucisl!II1 and 

rv-e-II"OOCIl'I!3. un th" othor lw.nd, .. 11 the high-load brooch!"" so far oxa.llIl.ned 

are of tY!l'W probably mnd" ill iki tain. It is llop<ld that further \;,)rk will 

"ho.' "hother ita usa ia general or ia confined to British workshops. Indeed 

it llO>! becomes of some interest to determino "hat substance there ie to the 

on the ai te in the late first anil early second centuriel5. including the 

observation that an unfitli£Jhed brooch "aa found in the vioinity: of th", 

rn",tal \lorking aotivities. (2) 'l'his could have b001l a. k0Y object but unfortuI1ately 

on cleaning it lw.8 been found to have been incorrectly described ttnd il3 indeed 

finiahed and alao eneJ!lel1ltd. 
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