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Summary 

A group of 358 amphorae sherds were examined. The 
majority were made up of the commonly found Spanish 
olive-oil vessel Dressel 20, with much lesser amounts of 
Gaulish and Southern Spanish material. However, of 
particular interest was the identification of a late 
Campanian 'almond-rimmed' type only recently recognized 
as a new form. 
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Introd!Jctioo 

The amphorae ~ecove~ed f~om th~ee sites along the 

Sh~ewsbu~y Bypass <Meole B~ace [SA 2J, Duncote Fa~m [SA 

46] and A5}, were classified by fab~ic and fo~m, and in 

o~de~ to conside~ the mate~ial quantitatively we~e then 

weighed and counted. Small featu~eless bodyshe~ds fo~m 

the bulk of the collection, many of them in an ab~aded 

state. In addition, the~e were also a small numbe~ of 

~ims and handles and a single base. Fou~ Diffe~ent fo~ms 

we~e identified, including the top section of an almond

~immed Italian ampho~a, only ~ecently ~ecognized in this 

count~y. Of the othe~s, the commonly found D~essel 20 

dominates the assemblage, and the~e a~e smalls~ amounts 

of the southe~n F~ench Gauloise 4 and southe~n Spanish 

types. Brief notes on the o~igins and ch~onological span 

of the ampho~ae a~e given below. 
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% Total o~ each Fab~ic 

% By Weight Count 

D~essel 20 44,286gms 92.0% 317 88.5% 

Almond-Rimmed type 2,732gms 5.6% 17 4.81. 

Gauloise 4 641gms 1.3% 9 2.5% 

Southe~n Spanish 305gms 0.7% 10 2.8% 

Undesignated 195gms 0.4% 5 1.4% 

-------
48, 159gms 358 she~ds 

D~essel 20 

This is the most common ampho~a ~o~m ~ound in Roman 

B~itain. D~essel 20 we~e al~eady ~eaching southe~n 

8~itain in small numbe~s be~o~e the Roman Conquest and 

they ~eached thei~ peak in te~ms o~ quantities a~ound the 

middle or the second centu~y A.D., although impo~tation 

continued up to and possibly beyond the late thi~d 

centu~y A.D. [Williams and Peacock, 1983). D~essel 20 

ampho~a we~e made along the banks or the Rive~ 

Guadalquivi~ and its t~ibuta~ies between Seville and 

Co~doba in the southe~n Spanish p~ovince o~ Baetica, and 

ca~~ied the local olive-oil [Ponsich, 1974; 1979). 
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Nine small pieces o~ ~im we~e ~ecove~ed f~om the 

Sh~ewsbu~y Bypass p~oject, p~obably ~ep~esenting two 

vessels. These can be ~oughly pa~alleled with examples 

illust~ated by Ma~tin-Kilche~ [1983) in he~ scheme ~o~ 

the development o~ the D~essel 20 ~im at Augst: 

[lJ. SA 2 1111 [~esidual in EG13J. All the pieces a~e 

p~obably pa~alleled at Augst by nos. 29 o~ 30, 

dated A.D. 75-175 [ibid.]. 

[2). A5/90/8 3129. Both she~ds a~e ~ai~ly ab~aded but 

p~obably belong to the same ~o~m as Augst no. 32, 

dated eady to mid second centu~y A.D. [ibid.]. 

Rims: SA 2 1111[seven small ~~agments of ab~aided ~im, 

p~obably ~~om the same vessel], A5/90/8 3129[two 

ab~aded ~im she~ds, p~obably ~~om the same 

vessel). 

Handles: SA 2 1132, SA 2 1024, SA 2 1002. 

Bodyshe~ds: SA 2 1132[4J, SA 2 1116, SA 2 1111 [51J, 

A5/90/8 3129, A5/90/8 3134, SA 46 2015, SA 2 

1224, SA 2 1024, SA 2 1016, SA 2 1040, SA 2 

1006[2J, SA 2 2009[2), SA 2 1020, SA 2 

2000[2), A5/90/8 U/SC18J, A5/90/8 3128[2], 

A5/90/8 3137[23J, SA 2 1025[88), SA 2 1074, 

SA 2 1073[5], SA 2 1105, SA 2 1096, SA 2 

1104[2J, SA 2 1085[4), SA 2 1078[12), SA 2 
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1005[4J, SA 2 1003[2J, SA 2 1006[6J, SA 2 

1025[17J, SA 2 1000[9J, SA 2 1011, SA 2 

1041, SA 2 U/S <El [2J, SA 2 1027[3J, SA 2 

1026[3J, SA 46 2011, SA 2 1042[6J, SA 2 

1025[4], SA 2 1038, SA 2 1072[2J, SA 2 

1025[11], SA 2 1061[5]. 

Almond-Rimmed type 

The she~ds listed below belong to an Italian ampho~a 

only ~ecently identi~ied as a sepa~ate ~o~m, and ~e~e~~ed 

to as an 'almond-~immed' type [A~thu~ and Williams, 

~o~thcomingJ. The Sh~ewsbu~y example, which seems to 

consist o~ the majo~ity o~ the top hal~ o~ a vessel, is 

made up o~ th~ee joining ~im she~ds with a p~ominent 

up~ight almond-shaped ~im; two sepa~ate handles, in 

section oval-shaped with a thin longitudinal g~oove; and 

a numbe~ o~ bodyshe~ds [SA 2 1078 ~~om Phase IIIJ. A 

single small plain bodyshe~d in a simila~ ~ab~ic to this 

vessel was ~ound in a di~~e~ent context [SA 2 1006 

~esidual in EG 18J. It is di~~icult to know i~ it belongs 

to this vessel, anothe~ one o~ the same type o~ a 

completely di~~e~ent type. 

The almond-~immed ~o~m appea~s to have de~ived ~~om the 

bi~id-handled ampho~a D~essel 2-4, which was made in 

Campania, as well as othe~ places in Italy, as the 

successo~ to the late Republican ~o~m D~essel 18 [Peacock 
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and Williams, 1986, Class 10J. The ~ormer type was ~irst 

isolated on two kiln sites in the ancient ager Falernus 

area o~ Campania [Arthur, 1982]. Since then other 

examples have been recovered ~rom Italy, including one 

~rom Rome bearing a titulus pictus with the consular date 

o~ A.D. 216 [Arthur, 1987J, one ~rom Germany and some 

seventeen ~rom sites in Britain, most o~ them with 

military connections [Arthur and Williams, ~orthcomingJ. 

One assumes that the principal commodity carried would 

have been wine. The earliest known strati~ied examples 

have been ~ound in Antonine contexts at Ostia [Panella, 

1989J, while production seems to have continued into the 

late third or even early ~ourth century A.D., since a 

number o~ almond-rimmed vessels have been ~ound in 

contexts dating c. A.D. 250-350 at South Shields 

[Williams, ~orthcomingJ. 

The almond-rimmed amphorae appear to have been mainly 

produced in northern and central Campania. All o~ the 

Shrewsbury Bypass sherds listed below are in a 

particularly distinctive 'black sand' reddish ~abric, 

caused by the inclusion within the clay o~ numerous small 

dark-coloured grains o~ pyroxene. It is generally agreed 

that the source area ~or this ~abric was the Pompeii -

Herculameum region o~ Campania [Peacock, 1977]. This ties 

in with previous analyses o~ almond-rimmed amphorae, 

which showed that the Bay o~ Naples region was one o~ the 

main production centres [Arthur and Williams, 

~orthcomingJ. It is a sobering thought that, in the past, 

this same 'black sand' ~abric has commonly been 
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associated on B~itish sites with the Republican D~essel 1 

ampho~ae and the D~essel 2-4. It is quite possible, 

the~e~o~e, that some plain bodyshe~ds ~~om the late~ 

almond-~immed ~o~m may have mistakenly been att~ibuted to 

an ea~lie~ type o~ Italian ampho~a. 

Rim: SA 2 1078 [th~ee joining she~ds making an almost 

complete ~imJ. 

Handles: SA 2 1078 [Two sepa~ate almost complete 

handles]. 

Bodyshe~ds: SA 2 1078 [13J, SA 2 1006. 

Gauloise 4 

This mate~ial is p~obably ~~om the distinctive ~!at

bottomed wine ampho~a ~~om southe~n F~ance, Gauloise 4 

[Laubenheime~, 1985]. The complete base is slightly 

unusual, in that it is somewhat wide~ than no~mal and 

also lacks the small ~oot~ing which gene~ally accompanies 

this ~o~m. Howeve~, the ~ab~ic is consistent with this 

type and occasionally examples o~ Gauloise 4 do occu~ 

minus the ~ootring [ibid., Fig. 142J. 

Impo~tation into Roman B~itain o~ Gauloise 4 commenced 

soon a~te~ the Boudiccan ~evolt [Peacock, 1978J, and by 
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the ea~ly second centu~y A.D. it had become the most 

common wine ampho~a in the p~ovince. 

Base: SA 2 107B[completeJ. 

Bodyshe~ds: SA 2 1116, SA 2 1239[5J, SA 2 1006, SA 2 

1000. 

Sa!!thevn Spanish 

The ten bodyshe~ds listed below p~obably belong to 

ampho~ae which o~iginate T~om the coastal ~egions OT 

southe~n Spain, and can be expected to date to the pe~iod 

T~Om the late Ti~st centu~y B.C. to the second centu~y 

A.D. [Peacock, 1971; 1974J. Fish-based p~oducts would 

no~mally have been ca~~ied. 

Bodyshe~ds: SA 2 1085[8J, SA 2 1000[2J. 

Jlpk QQI&!O 

8odyshe~ds: SA 2 1247[2], SA 2 1008, SA 2 1005, SA 2 

1000. 
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Non-Amphorae 

SA 2 1085, SA 2 1006C?b~ickJ, SA 2 1000C?wate~ pipeJ, 

SA 2 1027. 
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