GRAHAM WEBSTER:

SMALL FINDS AND POTTERY

2001 has been a year of sorrow
for all who dug at Wroxeter,
students and excavators, with the
loss of the directors of both the
excavations, first Phil Barker and
then Graham Webster.

For Romanists the loss of
Graham is great, extending to those
who dug at Barnsley Park, Waddon
Hill, Lake Farm, and numerous other
excavations, going back into the
1940s. The loss is equally felt by
innumerable students in all fields of
Roman archaeology who attended
lectures given by Graham, and by
excavators, both professional and
amateur, who benefited from his
visits to their sites, with advice and
help freely given.

Graham had the ability to talk to
students in a way that encouraged
their interest and the urge to dig (in
all senses of the word) deeper. This is
what made the courses, particularly
at Wroxeter, memorable for most
people. Not only were you involved
closely with the physical excavations,
but also with all aspects of
archaeology, covering everything
from field work, architectural
fragments, coins and animal bones to
Roman pottery. At both Wroxeter and
in his extra-mural classes, students
were invited to re-interpret excavated
evidence, implanting in them a
searching analysis of the presented
evidence, an essential prerequisite.
What he presented could perhaps be
termed a classical view, encompass-
ing all fields — despite increasing
specialization in archaeology, his
view was that you should have a basic
understanding of all aspects.

The wide range of his publications
illustrates his undoubted contribution
to Roman archaeology, some less well
documented. His acknowledgement
of the importance of finds stemmed
from his view that these put the flesh
on the bones of the stratigraphic
details of a site and its occupants. One
of his earliest publications (as an
amateur) was a contribution on the
pottery from a site in Canterbury
(A Roman pottery kiln at Canterbury,
Archaeol. Cantiana, 53 (1940),
109-136), and he never lost his deep
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interest in pottery. As increasing
specialization in archaeology became
inevitable, he arranged and chaired a
meeting in 1971 to found the first
specialist pottery group, the Study
Group for Roman Pottery, to
encourage and promote research and
sound working practices. He had
already edited what is commonly
known as the ‘Coarse Students’
Guide’ (Romano-British Coarse
Pottery: A Student’s Guide, Research
Report No. 6, CBA, 1964; 1969;
currently being updated by SGRP),
quite apart from numerous reports
and articles on pottery. Graham’s
contribution to Roman pottery
studies was unending, lasting into his
retirement when, if you had a difficult
figured sherd, he was the first point of
call for help — always generously
given. This is a field where he is
greatly missed.

Graham’s enthusiasms were
many and various, so a day checking
pottery drawings could end with a
wide-ranging discussion on jade
carving, or tribal rugs or
watercolours. It is this, and his
warmth and humour, that his many
friends and colleagues will miss
greatly. It has been both an honour
and a pleasure to have known and
worked with Graham, and surely the
gods smile on him, and have provided
him with that set of Roman
baths for leisurely
relaxation so often dreamt A
of at the end of a long day 2
excavating. il
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Graham Webster made a particular study of
figured pottery from Roman Britain which
incorporates barbotine and moulding
techniques.

Fig. 1. Colour-coated jar from Colchester
(2nd century AD) depicting a quadriga
race with four charioteers clad in
helmets, jerkins and trousers.

Photo: © The Trustees of the British Museum.

A similar jar, the ‘Colchester Vase’
shows a gladiatorial combat and a
venatio — the seasonal ritual huntin
the arena. Above the figures a scribe
has scratched their names: Secundus,
Mario, Memnon sac VIl (the secutor
and) Valentinus (the retiarius) Legionis
XXX. Photo: © Colchester Museum.

Graham discussing a Dragendorff 37 samian
bowl inc. 1970. Photo: courtesy Maggi Darling.
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