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CANTERBURY KILN SITE. T H E  POTTERY.

BY J. S. KIRKMAN, M.A.

FROM the circumstances which have been related in the
earlier part of this report two questions arise. First ly,  can
this unstratified collection of pottery be considered an entity,
accumulated within a  limited period and under similar
conditions? Can the known types be used to date the new
varieties? Secondly, what relation, other than circum-
stantial, has it or any part of it with the kiln found on the
same site?

With some regret I  have come to the conclusion that
the first question must be answered in the negative. T h e
fragments range in date from the latter part of the first to
the latter part of  the second century A.D. No .  32, and
perhaps Nos. 37 and 38, are the only vessels which i t  is
likely were deposited in an unbroken state. T h e  first and
third are not good chronological types. No. 37 is ascribed at
Richborough to the first half of the second century. A l l
that can be said about the new varieties is that they may be
presumed to belong to the second century.

The collection, however, is of interest apart from the
ornamental pieces. The  mortaria fragments present so
many examples for which I have been unable to find parallels
that I  have drawn the series in too. They  range from the
Flavian period to the late second century, and should provide
a fair sample of the types current in South-Eastern England.
The other fully illustrated series, the amphone and flagon
tops, cover the same period and include several new moulded
varieties, particularly amongst the class o f  two-handled
vessels.

No recognizable sherds were found actually in the kiln,
but the complete 011a, No. 32, a fairly complete bowl of plain
Samian Form 33 with the stamp PAVLIM and No. 65,
were found immediately outside the jaws of the kiln and may
safely be connected with it. T h e  bowl may be compared
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with O. & P. LI.12 and should be placed in the second quarter
of the second century.

The stamped mortaria, Nos. 8-10, in view of the fact
that the three impressions found were identical, and probably
the mortaria bowl, No. 20, with stamp of similar pattern,
I  am prepared to assign to the kiln or other kilns in the same
area, not necessarily in use at the same time. N o .  9 at
Richborough is dated A.D. 70-100.

The ribbed and flanged bowls, on the A i  ength of a
"waster ", No. 23, and the flagon type, No. 48, on account
of the number found, twenty-two, may also be ascribed to
the factory. These are two common types of the late first
and early second centuries. The bowls in the North do not
come down later than about A.D. 120, but that need not
necessarily be true of  other parts o f  the country. O u r
specimens are all late varieties.

One would conclude accordingly that the industry was
flourishing in the earlier part of the second century and came
to an end in the second quarter, probably in the third or
fourth decade. T h e  ease for the remainder must rest
unproven, though in  all probability many more o f  the
mortaria and jug forms were made here.

Of the fine cream-coloured wares, Nos. 62-64, there is
little more to be said than what is written in the Register.
The Jupiter Ammon head on No. 63 is in perfect preservation
and of fine workmanship. They are unlikely to have been
made in Britain and are probably imports from the Rhine-
land. They may be regarded as fair samples of the wealth
of interesting material that lies beneath Canterbury waiting
for some enlightened person or body to provide the relatively
small sums required for excavation on sites that become
temporarily available. Wha t  Dorchester is doing might well
be done in Canterbury, and it would be worth doing. F rom
what little this site has provided and from what is in the
Museum at Canterbury there is ample evidence that Roman
Canterbury was no backward country town existing in
barbarous indifference to the great world outside, but a
wealthy and progressive community interested i n  the
luxuries from the more sophisticated world across the Channel.
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The drawings are all quarter-size and the abbreviated
references are to Ostwald's Eunesma Colour Album published
by WinSOr & Newton, London, based on Professor Ostwald's
Colour Solid and to Moles Scale of Hardnesses. Wherever
possible, references have been made to Richborough and to
Ospringe Cemetery in preference to more distant sites.

am indebted for assistance with the plates to Mr.
G. C. Dunning, Mr. G. Webster and Miss A. Stiebel, and to
Mr. R. F. Jessup for generous help.
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