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Correction
In the article by Webster (2021), the overall scope of the research was not expressed 
with sufficient clarity and a number of references were also omitted. This corrigendum 
states the necessary revisions.

The term ‘Brittonic’ is used throughout the article. The text should have made clear 
that the terms ‘Brittonic’ and ‘Brythonic’ are conventionally used in linguistic analysis 
to refer to language groups. The use of ‘Brittonic’ as a cultural term is problematic as it 
implies an equation of language with material culture.

p. 1: The following sentence in the introduction needs to be corrected:

This paper focuses on the analysis of Late Pre-Roman Iron Age (LPRIA) jewellery 
produced within Britain, with special reference to typology and metallurgy.

This sentence should read:

This paper focuses on the analysis of Late Pre-Roman Iron Age (LPRIA) jewellery 
produced within Britain, reviewing previously published typologies and metallurgical 
studies by Northover (1995), Pike and Cowell (1997), Dungworth (1997), Tite et al. 
(2008), McIntosh and Ponting (2014), and Machling and Williamson (2016).

p. 2: the following sentence should be added to footnote 1.

The term ‘particularisation of the universal’ has been introduced to Theoretical Roman 
Archaeology by Witcher (2000) based on the definition by Robertson (1992).

p. 18: The following sentence omitted in-text references:

The term ‘Wirral type’ has been attributed to this type as it is very distinctive and 
uniquely Brittonic, being made with leaded bronze (an alloy which does not appear 
commonly outside of Britain), and locally produced in the Wirral area.

This sentence should read:

The term ‘Wirral type’ has been attributed to this type as it is very distinctive and 
uniquely Brittonic, being made with leaded bronze (an alloy which does not appear 
commonly outside of Britain (McIntosh and Ponting 2014: 139–144)), and locally 
produced in the Wirral area (McIntosh 2013; McIntosh and Ponting 2014).

p. 19: The following paragraph omitted in-text references:

The Wirral type sub-group likely evolved from the earlier trumpet brooch, and although 
it arguably draws on a number of decorative and stylistic features of other brooch 
types once it is adopted, the type remains remarkably consistent…This would suggest 
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that production was short-lived and there was a single manufacturer… Although this 
development could be attributed to Roman cultural, ideological, and physical influences 
on adornment and dress patterns in relation to pre-existing regional trends, it does not 
signify homogenous local appropriation of Roman culture or cultural practices.

This paragraph should read:

The Wirral type sub-group likely evolved from the earlier trumpet brooch, and although 
it arguably draws on a number of decorative and stylistic features of other brooch types 
once it is adopted, the type remains remarkably consistent (McIntosh 2013)…This 
would suggest that production was short-lived and there was a single manufacturer 
(McIntosh & Ponting 2014: 143–144)… Although this development could be attributed 
to Roman cultural, ideological, and physical influences on adornment and dress 
patterns in relation to pre-existing regional trends, it does not signify homogenous 
local appropriation of Roman culture or cultural practices (Philpott 1999: 283–284; 
McIntosh 2013; McIntosh and Ponting 2014).

p. 20: Figure 7 – the following image was incorrectly referenced:

Figure 7 (Philpott 1999: 281. Reproduced with permission).

The figure reference should be:

Figure 7 (McIntosh 2013: fig. 1. Reproduced with permission).



4

Competing Interests

The author has no competing interests to declare.

References

Dungworth, D. 1997. Roman copper alloys: analysis of artefacts from Northern Britain. Journal of 
Archaeological Science 24: 901–910. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1006/jasc.1996.0169

Machling, T. and Williamson, R. 2016. The Netherund torc terminal – insights into torc technology. 
Past, the Newsletter of the Prehistoric Society 84: 3–5.

McIntosh, F. 2013. The Wirral brooch–a rural and regional brooch type. In: G. Grabherr, B. Kainrath, 
and T. Schierl (eds) Verwandte in der Fremde. Fibeln und Bestandteile der Bekleidung als Mittel zur 
Rekonstruktion von interregionalem Austausch und zur Abgrenzung von Gruppen vom Ausgreifen Roms 
während des 1. Punischen Krieges bis zum Ende des Weströmischen Reiches. Innsbruck: Innsbruck 
University Press: 257–268.

McIntosh, F. and Ponting, M. 2014. The Wirral brooch: the form, distribution and role of a regional 
Romano-British brooch type. Archaeological Journal 171(1): 111–150. DOI: https://doi.org/10.108
0/00665983.2014.11078264

Northover, P. 1995. The technology of metalwork. Bronze and gold. In: M.J. Green (ed.) The Celtic 
World. London: Routledge: 285–309.

Philpott, R.A. 1999. A Romano-British brooch type from north-western and northern England. 
Britannia 30: 274–286. DOI: https://doi.org/10.2307/526683

Pike, A. and Cowell, M. 1997. The scientific examination of the Hoard. Analysis of materials. In: C. 
Johns (ed.) The Snettisham Roman Jeweller’s Hoard. London: British Museum Press: 50–68.

Robertson, R. 1992. Globalization: Social Theory and Global Culture. London: Sage.

Tite, M., Pradell, T., and Shortland, A. 2008. Discovery, production and use of tin-based opacifiers 
in glasses, enamels and glazes from the Late Iron Age onwards: a reassessment. Archaeometry 
50(1): 67–84. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-4754.2007.00339.x

Webster, E. 2021. Innovation and agency: to what extent did cultural appropriation affect the 
development of jewellery in Britain during the 1st to 2nd centuries AD?. Theoretical Roman 
Archaeology Journal 4(1): 6. DOI: https://doi.org/10.16995/traj.4333

Witcher, R.E. 2000. Globalisation and Roman imperialism: perspectives on identities in Roman 
Italy. In: E. Herring and K. Lomas (eds) The Emergence of State Identities in Italy in the First Millennium 
BC. London: Accordia Research Institute, University of London: 213–225.

https://doi.org/10.1006/jasc.1996.0169
https://doi.org/10.1080/00665983.2014.11078264
https://doi.org/10.1080/00665983.2014.11078264
https://doi.org/10.2307/526683
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-4754.2007.00339.x
https://doi.org/10.16995/traj.4333

