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Period 0

: prehistoric

Period 1a : military store base (AD 43+)
Period 1b : workshop and timber-framed residence (AD 50-60)
Period 1c : proto-palace (AD 60 - 75/80)
Period 2a : Palace (AD 75/80)
Period 2b : Palace (AD 100)
Period 3

: Palace (AD100 - 200)

Period 4

: Palace and Post-Palace (AD200+)

Period 5

: 16th Century

Period 6

: 18th-19th Century

This latest summary incorporates and combines the results from all five seasons of
excavations (1995-99). It is intended to provide an overview of the results to date. Three
articles dealing with aspects of the excavations are currently being written or are in press,
and work is proceeding quickly on the post-excavation processes. It is our intention that a
first draft of the final excavation report will be ready for comment by early 2001.
FOR LOCATION OF EXCAVATIONS CLICK ON THE IMAGE BELOW

Excavations were undertaken by the Sussex Archaeological Society (directed by John Manley and
David Rudkin) at Fishbourne Roman Palace (West Sussex) for periods of six weeks during 1995,
96, 97, 98 and 99. The location of the excavations was just to the east of the main Palace at NGR
SU 8407 0475 (fig 1), within Fishbourne parish. Masonry walls of Roman date had been located by
Alec Down in 1983 (Cunliffe et al 1996) in this area. The fifth season of excavations (1999)
concentrated on an area to the north of the masonry building (for reconstruction of the building
(Building 3) see cover; for ground plan see fig 3), found in the previous seasons. An additional
isolated trench (Area B) was dug a distance to the north of the main excavations.
As a result of the excavations it has been possible to divide tentatively the phases of human activity
on the site into 10 different periods. These are described in chronological order and the major
features from most phases are drawn schematically in figs 2 to 10. It is stressed here that this
phasing and interpretation will be subject to potential change once the results of post-excavation
analyses are completed. The phasing of Area B is treated separately below.
Period 0: Prehistoric
There is a small assemblage of flint tools and flakes from particularly the southern half of the site.
Most of these seem to be late mesolithic in date and must relate to a settlement or camp
somewhere in the vicinity. Given the former variety of fish and wildfowl in the nearby waters of the
Chichester Harbour the presence of a hunting/gathering/fishing camp of this date is not surprising.
Period 1a: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

Two beam slots, probably connected through a right angle (although a later feature has removed the
evidence) were recovered in 1996. The slot running from N to S appeared to return a small distance
to the W. The timber slots would suggest a building with its long axis aligned E-W, and with a width
of c. 5m. The alignment of the building, and the small amount of probably pre-Flavian pottery within
the fill of the beam-slots, would indicate that this structure could be associated with the military
buildings found to the west underneath the Palace (Cunliffe 1971). The slots were recognised in the
1996 excavation but not in the 1995 season. It is possible that further traces of the structure
continue westwards, or equally that any traces of the structure were removed by the construction of
Building 3.
Period 1b: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

Building 3 is symmetrical in plan, comprising identical ambulatories north and south of an open
courtyard. The foundations of the building were extensively robbed on the eastern side, but survived
largely intact on the other three sides (apart from the northern ambulatory wall). The eastern end of
the building is formed by a hall-like structure with two internal cross-walls. The western end of the
building is formed by an open space flanked by two identically-sized rooms to the north and south.
When excavated the foundations were invariably about 1metre deep. Such a depth suggests that
wall heights in parts or all of the building could have been significant.
Foundations comprised layered flint nodules, with greensand facing blocks once the foundations
rose above ground level. Some of the foundations were mortared. In some instances, the foundation
trench for the wall was wider than the foundation itself, and a layer of red clay had been placed as
packing next to the wall footings. This red clay is likely to have served as a damp-proof course and
usually, but not exclusively, it appeared next to wall footings exposed to the elements.
The assumption remains that Building 3 was a completely masonry structure (as opposed to a halftimbered building). This assumptions rests on the observation that the stone foundations are
relatively deep (invariably at least 1metre, occasionally up to 1.3metres) and well laid in horizontal
courses. This suggests foundations built to take a significant load. One specific problem concerns
the position of the entrance. The complete plan of the building has now been investigated and
numerous sections excavated through the walls. While there are hints of the positions of doorways,
there is no obvious indicator of the main entrance. The excavators consider that the most likely
entrance was from the west (see cover reconstruction) but are mindful that further research and
excavation may suggest alternatives. Outside, and to the immediate west of the building, was a
cobbled surface, probably the remnants of a metalled road running north-south alongside the
building.
During the 1999 season experiments took place on laying out the ground plan of the masonry
building using Roman surveying equipment and methods, such as a groma and measuring rods. As
a result of such experiments it was clear to all who participated in them that the ground plan could
be laid out rapidly (2 hours) and accurately and that the building was probably designed using
standard lengths and measuring rods of 2, 10, 16 and 20 Roman Feet. The results of these
experiments will be the subject of a separate paper (Manley forthcoming).
Masonry wall foundations run to the south and north from the western end of Building 3. The
foundations that run to the south were traced across the bottom of the modern stream-bed, and into
its western bank. Private property here precludes further investigation. North of Building 3 the wall
has been traced for at least 20 metres. However, no sign of the masonry wall was located in Area B,
indicating that either the wall terminated (unlikely) or turned (more likely). Sondages were excavated
in the angles where these flanking walls joined the western end of Building 3. In both cases it could
be proved that the foundations of the flanking walls were of a similar depth and fully bonded with our
building, strongly suggesting contemporaneity and a unitary design.
To the north of Building 3 were found five rows of post-holes[1], which seem to have related to at
least two phases of a lean-to building, erected up against the north wall of Building 3. Rows 1 and 3
of the post-holes formed the first phase of this lean-to. Assuming the lean-to had as its south wall
the north wall of our masonry building then the lean-to measured some 15 metres E-W, by 4 metres
N-S. In considering the locational setting of Building 3 at this time, it must have faced, across a
metalled road, the half-timbered house and workshop (T4 and T5) discovered in the 1960s. It is
possible that the military granary (T2) was also standing at this time (see fig 14).
Period 1c: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

This period marks a radical transformation of the environmental and architectural geography of the
site. At the outset of this period the stream is canalised some 30 metres to the east of its former
position and the old stream bed is filled in. The effect of this is to bring the canalised stream within 5
metres of the western front face of Building 3. Presumably a decision had been taken previously that
whatever the function of the flanking walls that ran north and south from Building 3, these walls
could now be dispensed with. It is likely, therefore, that the flanking walls, but NOT Building 3 itself,
were pulled down to top-of-foundation levels at this time.
Another major new feature is that a channel for an aqueduct is laid from east to west, crossing the
northern part of the site, and cutting through the demolished masonry flanking wall. This aqueduct is
the same feature located by excavations in the mid-90s some 200 metres to the east (fig 12), and
presumably functioned to deliver water to the proto-palace. Alec Down, on the basis of artefactual
debris filling the aqueduct, suggested that the channel was not filled in until the third quarter of the
third century AD. Right at the western edge of the excavation the channel fed what appears to be a
much deeper sump or holding tank. It is unclear what the specific arrangements were for collecting
water at this point. The crucial junction between stream and aqueduct unfortunately lies underneath
the modern stream and may well have been destroyed by it. All we can say at present is that the
canalised Roman stream does not appear to be absolutely straight, since it veers slightly back
towards the west and disappears under the trench edge. In a further architectural development at
this time the smaller lean-to is demolished to make way for a construction road, made of crushed
greensand blocks, which runs east to west and crosses the canalised stream on a presumed timber
bridge. The eastern limits of this greensand road were indeterminate and it is possible that
eastwards the surface has been destroyed by medieval ploughing[2]. Stakes driven into the bed of
the stream seem too slight to have supported the bridging planks, and are more likely to have
revetted the sides of the stream. The eastern approaches to the bridge were reinforced with hardstanding of large flint blocks covered by gravel. Just to the east of this hard-standing a coin of
Claudius was located. To the west, across the stream, there is a radical reorganisation of the space.
To the south-west the proto-palace (Building 2) is constructed, while the foundations of a masonry
building (Building 1) are laid out some 130 metres to the west of Building 3 (fig 15). It is possible that
the construction road was laid down to carry building materials across the stream to the construction
site of Building 1.
Period 2a: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

This is the period when the site at Fishbourne, and no doubt areas peripheral to the site, are
absolutely transformed by the construction of the Palace proper. Building 3, however, remains
standing, even though the western side of the building is only about 25 metres from the front,
eastern facade of the Palace. The construction road is now no longer needed and a near-mint
condition coin of the emperor Vespasian (AD72) found on top of the road indicates that it probably
went out of use in the 70s. Whatever was happening in Building 3 there was a renewed need for a
lean-to building[3] (despite the hiatus caused by the construction road), and this was rebuilt in the
same position, but on a larger scale, on top of the road surface, its outline marked by post-hole rows
2, 4 and 5. The only obvious difference in plan was that the post-holes and outline of the lean-to now
crossed the line of the demolished northern flanking wall and therefore extended slightly further to
the west than the western edge of Building 3. Evidence from the 99 season proved that the postholes forming the eastern end of the lean-to stopped more or less in line with the eastern end of
Building 3. The overall area enclosed by the larger lean-to measured some 35 metres E-W and 7
metres N-S[4].
An additional feature discovered in 1999 that can be allocated to this phase is a linear slot (about
0.5 metres wide and 0.3 metres deep) with a SW-NE orientation, just to the east of the lean-to
building. Quite what the function of this feature was is difficult to say, as it clearly extends beyond
the area of the excavation. It would be interesting to excavate the area where it crosses the line of
the aqueduct to ascertain the relationship between the two features. For the time being it is not
productive to speculate on its function.
Period 2b: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

Around AD 100 there are further developments to the north of Building 3.
To the south of the aqueduct a gravel road is laid out, with smaller gravel on the surface capping a
foundation of larger flint blocks. It may be that at this time the timber bridge across the stream is
replaced by a ford of dumped greensand blocks and tile, laid on a foundation of horizontal
greensand slabs. Presumably the lean-to is still standing at this time.
Period 3: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

This long period from AD 100 to AD 200 spans a major part of the life of the Palace at Fishbourne. It
is likely that Building 3 stood for most of this period, not least because of the great quantity of small
finds to the north of the Building and the scarcity of finds over the Building proper. This must indicate
regular cleaning of the Building and the fact that the masonry structure had sterilised the ground
beneath it, preventing the accumulation of discarded or lost small objects.
To the north of Building 3 it is likely that the gravel road and aqueduct continued to function. North of
the aqueduct, possibly after the mid-2nd century, and certainly after the complete robbing of the flint
foundations of the northern flanking wall, a large timber building, whose foundations comprised
substantial beam-slots, was erected. Only a part of this structure appeared in the 98 excavations
and the length and width of the building cannot be ascertained. However, the orientation of the
building seems to be east-west. The structure may have disappeared before the Palace itself was
abandoned. On top of the structure was a deposit of very dark soil containing a large quantity of
small finds, and considerable numbers of oyster shells. This would appear to be in part domestic
refuse from the Palace.
Mention must be made here of two large pits associated with Building 3. The first is a large subrectangular pit that was excavated in the north-east corner of the courtyard of the masonry building.
Coarse pottery from the fill of this feature dates from the 2nd to the 4th centuries. It is very unlikely
that it functioned as any kind of rubbish pit, and was therefore presumably only filled up when it was
no longer required for its original purpose. Given the proximity of the water-table at the site it is
certain that this feature, during the winter month, would have held water. It seems probably that this
might be connected with its designed purpose and it may well have held a wooden or leaden tank. It
is probable, therefore, that Building 3 contained some sort of water receptacle in the north-eastern
corner of its courtyard. Uncertainty surrounds the date when this feature was originally installed. It is
here assigned to Period 3, but it could also easily date from Periods 1b, 1c or 2.
A more regular pit was excavated into the floor of the central room in the eastern range of Building
3. This was more or less square, with a relatively shallow depth of around 0.5 metre. The
remarkable feature of this pit was that great care had been taken to line the floor of the feature with
massive greensand slabs of irregular shape. The interstices between the slabs were patched with a
variety of stones, including flint. There was no indication from our excavations of how the sides of
this pit were retained. It is possible, again, that some kind of lead tank was placed in the pit.
Period 4: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

This period commences around AD200 and includes the partial destruction by fire of the Palace and
the subsequent abandonment of the remainder of the structure towards the end of the third century.
Around AD200, if not before, Building 3 was demolished to the top of its foundations. The stream
was allowed to silt up and rubbish accumulated in its upper fills. The courtyard and square pits, both
now open to the elements, accumulated fine water-lain silts. A small drainage channel was dug,
probably to drain overflow from the courtyard pit, in a south-westerly direction, cutting through the
foundation walls of Building 3. An almost complete New Forest Beaker dating to post AD 270
provides fairly secure dating evidence for this phase of activity on the site.
Certainly by AD200, and quite possibly sometime before, the lean-to building was taken down.
There is no sign of burning or destruction of the lean-to, and the relative absence of nails suggests
that structure was deliberately dismantled, and the posts uprooted. Perhaps associated with this
event was the filling up of the SW-NE slot with darker soil containing quantities of pottery. An
unusual aspect of the filling was the seemingly deliberate placement of the remains of one almost
complete inverted pottery vessel.
There are a number of post-holes that also appear on the site at the start, or more likely during, this
period. These post-holes, which use as packing stones material clearly derived from the destruction
and robbing of either the Palace or Building 3, were located by Alec Down in the north-west part of
our site, and on the three corners (but not the fourth) of the now-filled in pit that lay within the
eastern range of Building 3. It is noteworthy that one of the post-holes found by Alec Down was dug
down into the filled-up aqueduct. There seems good stratigraphic evidence for dating these to the
post-Palace period. They are unlikely, therefore, to be associated with a semi-formal garden in front
of the Palace, as Alec surmised. Instead some other explanation must be sought. It is possible that
they relate to Saxon activity (there is some Saxon material from the excavations, but no convincing
building plans can be made from the known arrangement of features).
A feature discovered in 1999 also probably belongs to this post AD200 period. After the slot had
been filled in, a water pipe with wooden pipes was laid across the slot, with an orientation of SE-NW.
Remarkably the remains of two iron collars were found in situ, collars that can be paralleled with
those found by Barry Cunliffe associated with the suites of baths later inserted into the north-east
corner of the Palace. What this new water pipe was supplying water to is uncertain.
Period 5: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

By contrast with the preceding periods, the medieval and post-medieval periods at our site are
remarkably devoid of features. The whole area of our excavations has suffered very little major
intrusive disturbance (apart from some ploughing and mole-draining) since the late Roman/early
medieval periods.
At some time in the post-medieval period, probably in the 17th century, a drainage ditch was
excavated across the site, draining the land from east to west, and presumably discharging its water
in the stream to the west. The alignment of this ditch is the same as the medieval drainage pattern
of parallel ditches on the site at Fishbourne.
Period 6: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

This interim would not be complete without reference to what has become known as the ‘Fishbourne
bones’. To be brief, a small gully entered the excavation from the north, turned to the west through
an obtuse angle, and continued, disappearing into the modern stream side, running for a length of
about 36 metres in total. The gully was probably about 0.3m deep by about 0.5m wide, when
originally dug, and had filled up with a rather uniform grey loam. Levels taken in the bottom of the
gully show that there was a slight fall in gradient towards the stream. Evenly spaced, along the
bottom of (and across the long axis of) the gully, at approximate intervals of 0.5 to 0.6m were single
animal limb bones (usually the humeri of horse). (37 evenly spaced bones were discovered during
the course of the excavations[5]). It was noticeable that where the gully changed angle, (and at this
point the gully lay on top of the silted up 17th century ditch), the animal bones were marginally closer
together. No immediate explanation can be given for this feature. Popular theories during the
excavation were that the bones had been buried with flesh intact as fertiliser, (the humeri would
have carried quite a lot of flesh) and had marked the position of plants, or that the bones had some
sort of (unexplained) function in a drainage channel. Post-excavation research has linked the bones
with the innovative disposals of butchery waste arising from a rapidly growing urban population in
17th and 18th century England[6]. Certainly, the excavators believe that the bones at Fishbourne are
probably post-medieval[7] (18th century?), and that the excavated bone line may be a continuation of
a possible bone line found to the north-west in the 1980s excavations.
Area B: CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

Area B was a small square excavation, measuring 5 by 5 metres, that was excavated some way to
the north of the main excavation (fig 1). It was located for two very specific reasons:
To test whether the northern flanking wall from Building 3 came this far north

q
q

To test whether the very straight east-west ditch located by Alec Down under the A27
(fig 12) came this far west

Indeed, the hypothesis before the excavation of this trench was that the very straight east-west ditch
under the A27 might not have been a ditch to supply piped water, as Alec had very tentatively
surmised (Cunliffe et al 1996, 42), but rather the robber trench for the putative northern side of a
masonry enclosure that surrounded Building 3. In the event this was disproved. Alec had, however,
correctly demonstrated that this large ditch was an early feature in the Roman landscape at
Fishbourne.
The earliest feature in the trench was the east-west ditch. It went straight across the trench and
disappeared under the western side of the trench. Its dimensions were some 3.5 metres N-S, by
about 1.5 metres deep at its deepest point. It was essentially V-shaped in profile with a distinctive
'cleaning slot' at the bottom. The filling of the ditch was very distinctive with a light grey silt in the
cleaning slot and adhering to the sides of the ditch, a charcoal spread observed over the south side
of the ditch (the latter had been observed also on the south side by Alec Down (Cunliffe et al 1996,
42), and then a deliberate filling of red clay. Since the ditch had originally been excavated into red
clay it was noticeable how unstable the clay sides were, and summer contrasts of sun and scattered
showers indicated how easily the sides would have slumped into the ditch bottom. The ditch, when
open, must therefore have demanded quite regular maintenance.
Over 100 sherds were recovered from the bottom silts. Dr Malcolm Lyne has examined the pottery
and states 'I would suggest that the ditch was dug shortly before the Roman Conquest and certainly
no later than AD43-44'. Some of the sherds were quite large and unweathered and this may indicate
that the ditch was not open for very long before being deliberately backfilled. Since the width of the
ditch nearly filled the whole of the trench there was no indication of whether the ditch was associated
with any bank. The current interpretation of this ditch is that it represents a feature excavated by the
Roman military for demarcation, if not defensive, reasons. As such it represents the first definitive
military earthworks from the pre-Palace landscape. Clearly much work needs to be done to answer
some of the basic questions regarding this feature - such as whether it is associated with a bank,
where the feature goes (both to the east and west), whether there are any buildings north or south of
it that can be stratigraphically linked to it and, crucially, whether the feature turns a corner at any
point and therefore forms part of an enclosure.
There is no doubt the ditch was deliberately backfilled with material resembling redeposit natural
(that could be from a demolished bank) when its purpose was no longer required. Into the backfill of
the ditch were excavated two medium sized-pits, both with roughly circular bottoms and both about
1.5 metres in depth. Overall area dimensions could not be ascertained since parts of both pits lay
outside the small trench. The pits were not contemporary - that on the west pre-dating that on the
north. What the pits were dug for initially is questionable. The pits were eventually backfilled with
broken pottery, building debris and, in the case of the northern pit, many large horse bones[8]. There
was a suggestion that, in the latter case, the bones had been deliberately placed but this suggestion
will have to wait until the faunal assemblage has been analysed before further progress can be
made.
It is worth commenting briefly, at this juncture, on the work of other excavators to the east of
Fishbourne Roman Palace (fig 12). Alec Down's work underneath the A27 in the mid 1980s has
already been mentioned, and more recent excavations were conducted just to the east of the A27 by
the now sadly defunct Southern Archaeology. Two features directly link the various excavations to
those conducted by ourselves. The east-west ditch located in Area B was located first by Alec Down
under the A27, while the aqueduct was located both by Alec Down and Southern Archaeology.
Alec's work has been published (Cunliffe et al 1996) but there are obvious drawbacks in using his
work and conclusions uncritically. Some of his conclusions were erroneous (eg we have reversed
his phasing of some of the post-holes and masonry to the north of Building 3). In addition, it is clear
that he was working within an interpretative framework which suggested that a semi-formal garden
probably lay in front of the Palace. Thirdly, his publication of the A27 excavations is reported almost
as a series of independent trenches with little attempt at synthesis. Having said that we pay tribute to
his resourcefulness in getting the excavation underway with minimal finances and excavating under
extremely difficult conditions. There will come a time, however, when his work will have to be reevaluated properly and the pottery from the various features looked at again. The work of Southern
Archaeology was undertaken on several sites a little further to the east. However, it would not be
prudent to rely on the results of short interim summaries of those excavations which have appeared
in print so far. It is undoubtedly true that as post-excavation analyses are completed, the overall
results of those excavations maybe re-interpreted (John Magilton pers comm).
Small Finds:
Over the five seasons of the excavations more than twelve thousand small finds have been
recovered. These comprise artefacts of metal, glass, bone and stone, tesserae, samian and other
fine pottery and scribed or impressed tile. The find spot of each of these has been recorded three
dimensionally. The large number of small finds is a reflection of two factors: the scanning of the
excavated spoil by members of the West Sussex Metal Detecting Society and the presence of
Palace midden deposits over the western part of the site.
Many of the small finds have yet to be seen by the appropriate specialists, so a comprehensive
survey is not yet possible. The following are comments on some of the more significant items.
By the end of the excavations, the most impressive artefact discovered is still the onyx intaglio found
above the infilled Roman stream in 1997. It is oval, slightly less than 10mm across and depicts a
racehorse and a palm frond of victory, suggesting that it was a winning horse. The implication is
that the owner of the intaglio, which would originally have been set in a ring, probably of gold, would
also have been the owner of the horse. It is Neronian in date (Henig. M. Pers. Comm.) so it wouldn't
be unreasonable to suggest that it belonged to the putative owner of the Palace, King Togidubnus.
Perhaps future excavations should look for a racecourse!
A second, slightly less impressive, intaglio was found in 1998, which is still set in the remains of an
iron ring. It depicts a lion with a horse's head in its mouth. The lion is a common device and would
have been thought to protect the wearer from evil forces (Henig. M. Pers. Comm.)
A total of 104 coins were recovered from the excavations. The most exciting came to light at the
close of the excavations, from the end of the diagonal beam-slot at the eastern end of the trench. It
was a gold quarter-stater of Tincommarus (known as Tincommius until the discovery of the Alton,
Hants, hoard a few years ago). On the obverse it bears the letters TINC in a tablet with a C above
and a ? below. It is suggested that the C? stands for Calleva Atrebatum and that the coins were
struck there. This doesn't explain why others bear a C and a B however! The reverse shows a fullface view of a very cross Medusa. Unfortunately, the finding of this coin doesn't add an awful lot to
our understanding of the development of the site, but was a satisfying way in which to finish the
excavations.
Something must be said about the copper alloy finds, which, for convenience rather than accuracy,
will be referred to here as bronze. Although these have yet to be examined by the appropriate
specialist there is no doubt that many of them are of a military origin. These include a tinned bronze
belt buckle, similar to one found in Chichester, but with a hinge plate like one found at Fishbourne in
the 1960's (Bishop M. Pers. Comm.) and an 80mm length of bronze binding from a square shield or
scabbard with two attachment lugs surviving. There was also a teardrop shaped pendant from either
the end of a belt or an apron, an openwork belt plate, a belt plate in the form of a lion, part of a
tinned bronze buckle and pieces of what may be harness fitting. Other military objects may also be
present but not yet recognised as such. It may be possible to date some of these items reasonably
closely and thus gain an idea of the length of the army's presence on the site.
The midden material produced items which underlined the opulence of the Palace on the opposite
side of the stream. The rim of a fine, silvered, bronze drinking vessel found in 1998 is a reminder of
the life style of the owner, whilst several nodules of blue cuprorivaite, a pigment for use in wallpainting, reflects the several thousand square meters of wall painting that decorated the Palace.
Discussion:
FOR LOCATION OF ALL EXCAVATIONS IN VICINITY OF FISHBOURNE CLICK IMAGE BELOW

The most tangible result of the 95-99 excavations so far is the recovery of the complete ground plan
of a masonry structure (Building 3) just outside the Palace. The 1998 excavation allowed us to
revise our dating of the structure[9]. We now believe (contrary to earlier interims) that the most likely
period for the construction of the building was in 1b, before the stream was diverted to its new
course (figs 3&4). The building, complete with its flanking walls, must have been part of some
overall architectural design of unknown extent, that was modified when the stream was diverted and
the proto-palace erected. The other equally significant finding is that the building was not
demolished when the Palace proper was constructed but instead survived perhaps up to the end of
the second century. The presence of such a large structure right in front of the main eastern wall of
the Palace has important implications for how we view the eastern approaches to the Palace. These
issue are the subject of a separate paper (Manley 1999)
The function of the masonry building can still not be determined with certainty. In overall size, and in
plan form, the building has superficial parallels with military principiae. Most notable parallels are
with the timber principia at Hod Hill and Baginton, the former Claudian, the latter Neronian (Johnson
1983, 129). There are other parallels, none of them exact, with principiae in Wales (Jarrett 1969,
158). (It should be noted that there are variations between principiae, so that most illustrate some
deviation from what was the ideal). Such an interpretation would make the central room in the hall a
shrine (sacellum) for the standards of the garrison, and the square pit in the eastern range, although
not an original feature, a sunken strong room for military pay. It is probable that the unflagged pit,
lying within the courtyard held water, or a tank containing water, which is a feature of some other
courtyards in principiae (Johnson 1983, 106). Against the overall interpretation as a principia,
however, is the lack, apart from a few pieces of metalwork, of any finds that are distinctively military
in style. In general, the finds recovered are not helpful in suggesting a function or functions for the
building, although this may change as the metalwork is subject to detailed identification[10].
If principia is the function of Building 3, it was surely, for most if not all of its life, a headquarters
building not for a campaigning army but rather for a military presence fulfilling basic security and
administrative duties. If Fishbourne was the seat, for however short a time, of a ruling client king
then the presence of presumably high-ranking Roman military officers may have been both to
support and oversee the actions of a very loyal, but still foreign, supporter. Nor can we discount the
fact that Togidubnus may have had an army himself. It was common practice elsewhere in the
Empire for client kings to possess their own armed forces, even modelling them on those of the
militarily successful imperial power (Kennedy 1999, 82), and it might be safer to assume that
Togidubnus must have had an army. If so it must have had need of administrative building and
perhaps Building 3 should be interpreted in that context. When Togidubnus died, and that cannot
have been much later than AD 100, Fishbourne Roman Palace may well have been taken back into
formal control of the Roman provincial administration. It may have continued in a quasigovernmental role and Building 3 may have acted in part as a control and security post, vetting
entries and exits from the Palace proper.
In conclusion, it may be instructive to combine our interim phasing of our own excavations with
those of Barry Cunliffe and attempt to reconstruct the phases of the pre-Palace landscape. The
discovery of a military ditch in Area B has significantly strengthened the probability that the earliest
phases of the pre-Palace landscape should be interpreted according to a military template.
Phase 1a : CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

To the timber buildings (T1, T2) discovered by Barry Cunliffe underneath the later Palace can now
be added a rather more flimsy east-west structure, found underneath our Building 3, and, of course,
the length of east-west ditch to the north. Despite the presence of the stream, the orthogonal layout
of roads, building and demarcation/defensive ditch begins to look like the planning associated with a
military enclosure. It is clearly a possibility that we have here a sample of a much bigger
demarcated/defended enclosure, constructed in the very first months of the Roman occupation of
Britain.
Phase 1b : CLICK ON IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

By AD50, or shortly after, the landscape was significantly altered. Our Building 3 was constructed,
with its flanking walls, facing timber buildings (T4&T5) thought to be a half-timbered dwelling and an
associated workshop. The military store building (T1) was probably still standing, and two sides of a
ditched enclosure were present to the north-west. The demarcating/defensive ditch was still open to
the north. Again, this looks like a small section of a much larger ordered arrangement of military
buildings, with Building 3 occupying a significant position as a possible principia. If such is correct it
is clear that the military layout at Fishbourne was not at all the standard one used by the army on
campaign. It is interesting to note the contemporaneity of the flanking walls of Building 3 with the
east-west military ditch. It is precisely because of the presence of the ditch that the northern flanking
wall must have terminated or turned.
Phase 1c : CLICK IMAGE FOR FULL SCREEN VIEW

The landscape around the mid 60s is now radically altered with the relaying of the stream some
distance to the east, necessitating the demolition of the flanking walls of Building 3, but not Building
3 itself. It is quite probably that the military east-west ditch was slighted at this time, if not before.
This is, in essence, a phase when masonry buildings predominate, with the construction of the
proto-palace baths and the building under the later west range of the Palace. The aqueduct is laid at
this time, presumably to guarantee a steady supply of water to the baths. Whether some or all of
these buildings were the work of the Roman military is problematic.
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[1] These rows of post-holes have been provisionally numbered 1 to 5, with row 1 being the
southernmost and row 5 being the northernmost row.
[2] An alternative would be to suggest that the greensand surface only ever formed a hard-standing
at what was a temporary pinch-point, the crossing of the stream.
[3] It maybe that the lean-to was reconstructed on a larger scale in period 1c. It is possible to argue
that the greensand road was laid for the construction of buildings to the west at the start of 1c. Once
those building projects were finished (say after a period of three years) the road was no longer
needed and a larger lean-to was erected on top of the road later in 1c.
[4] Further work needs to be given to these post-holes. The maximum depth of the deepest posthole was only about 0.4metres, and the eastern post-holes had been much reduced by plough
damage. As a group of features they seemed curiously heterogeneous. No obvious regular spacing
was apparent between rows, although it is possible that the posts were short and supported a raised
timber floor, upon which a more regular arrangement of verticals was constructed. The area
enclosed by the post-holes has some similarities with areas enclosed by military granaries, although
the depths of these post-holes seem much shallower than in more standard military buildings.
[5] Preliminary identification by Naomi Sykes indicates that there were 20 humeri, 12 femurs, 3 radii
and 1 scapula. At least 11 different animals were represented. Most of the horses were
approximately 14-15 hands, but there was one individual the size of a shire-horse at 17-18 hands.
[6] We are grateful to Naomi Sykes for this suggestion. Naomi has also pointed out that the
preponderance of horse bones is probably significant, since this is an animal not consumed by
human beings.
[7] This has now been proven by a radiocarbon date
[8] The northern pit seems to have been backfilled during the 3rd century, and its use and/or filling
could be contemporary with the final decades of the Palace. The western pit was being filled in
during the AD60s.
[9] The conclusions expressed here are tentative in nature, based on only a preliminary assessment
of the excavation data. These conclusions may be overturned by further study.
[10] Ernest Black (1999) has argued that Building 3 could be a shrine.
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