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secured by a brooch and displaying
in her physiognomy markedly local
features including almond-shaped
eyes. It can clearly be dated to the
fourth century and is thus an
important example of a well dated
bronze.

Small Bronzes and Large
Statues

Statuettes and figurines deserve to
be related to the manufacture of full
size or even larger cast images of
rulers and deities. These required
vastly greater resources in every way,
but there is plenty of evidence for such
images in Britain, though normally at
best all that remain are pieces of limbs
or clothing. Only three statue heads
are known (o survive of the many
imperial statues in bronze that once
existed here. The earliest is that of
Claudius from the River Alde in
Sussex which is an import, somewhat
idealised apart from lines of age on
his face showing that the emperor was
not in his first youth.” More interest-
ing are the other two, the twice
life-size head of Hadrian from the
Thames and the gilded head of Sulis
Minerva from Bath (Fig. 41, page 44
below), surely from the cult-statue; in
the case of both of these there are
evident, if subtle, signs of ‘Celtic’
stylisation in the physiognomy and
especially in the case of the Hadrian
head, of patterning in the hair,
analogous to what is frequently to be
seen on small bronzes.*” In addition
we should note the famous bronze
eagle from Silchester with its richly
patterned plumage as another local
work, surely originally associated
with an imperial statue or else a
statue of Jupiter, alas long since

Bronze key handle in the form of a lion devouring a man, from

consigned to the
melting pot.*

Dating

Bronze
manufacture
continued right
through the
Roman period, at
least until the
fourth century.
Dating is
sometimes
difficult to
establish with certainty. Some appear
to be early in date; several of the
bronzes including the Nodens hound
and the Maiden Castle Tarvos
Trigaranus come from late Roman
contexts. However, as with the
Southbroom cache, surely early but
found with third century coins,
bronzes could have a very long life in
atemple or in the home. Dating will,
thus, always be something of a
problem except in the case of
imperial busts which, whether
imports from the continent or made
locally, can be assigned, more or less,
to the lifetime of the subject.

The Future of Bronze
Studies

I hope that this brief paper, if it has

Fig. 18.

Steelyard weight in the form of a
bust of the Empress Fausta, hollow
cast bronze filled with lead, from
Kingscote, Gloucs. Ht. 9cm.
Wt. 1.01 g. Corinium Museum.
Photo: Nick Pollard,
© Institute of Archaeology, Oxford.

done nothing else, has demonstrated
something of the enormous interest
and variety of the subject. I have long
been fascinated by small bronzes and
long ago proposed writing a doctoral
dissertation on the subject, only to be
told by Sheppard Frere that someone
else was doing so. Unfortunately,
whoever that student was, she
abandoned the project and I went on
to work on other things, notably
engraved gems, though one of my
first published papers (cited in this
article) was on zoomorphic supports
of cast bronze from Roman sites in
Britain.

Itis very surprising that there
has to date been only one serious
attempt (by Lynn Pitts in her MPhil
thesis) to catalogue the bronzes of
Roman Britain and then from only
one corner of the south-east.* This
contrasts with most west European
countries — the Netherlands,
Belgium, France, Germany, Austria
and Italy — where major corpora have
already appeared. However, the
study of figurines is now at last being
carried further by Emma Durham
who has started a part-time PhD at
the University of Reading on the
subject; she is actively compiling a
database of figurines, particularly
from known sites, paying especial
attention to excavated examples. She
intends to try to compare bronze
figurines with those in other
materials (lead, ceramic and jet for
example). Emma will be glad to
know of new discoveries
of figurines, which will ——
further enhance our know- A
ledge of art and religion in R
Roman Britain. —_—
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