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~ -"Nearly half the samples submitted as slag "'ere in fact volcanic lava. Some of 

these pieces had apparently deliberately shaped flat surfaces. Dr F W Anderson 

comments: "I am sure they are all lA.vas, ie pumice, ie vesicular basalt. I 

donJt think they are Niedermendig Basalt, but they may have been fragments nf 

querne. The possibilities appear to be:-

1. Fragments from the Boulder Clay 

2. Lava imported from the Rhine Valley for querns 

3. Lava imported to be crushed to form pozzolena mortar - from Pozzuoli 
n 

near Naples, or Crista Vecchia or Rome - or from Ande~ch, Germany or Bavaria. 

If the Romans needed a hydrA.ulic cement at Brancaster they may have thought it 
·, 

worthwhile importing pumice from Italy or Germany!" 

Of the actual slags, about half -vras iron smithing slag, including one · pl_ano-

convex 'bun' o~ slag from the bottom of a smH.hing heE~.:rth. ThP. rP.At of the slat?; 

was made up of vi trifi.ed clay and fuc>l a.sh Alae. Both these materif!.ls are formed 

by the action of ash from a fire on the sur.,.ounding clayey soil at high 

temperatures, the name applien depending on whPther thn clay is the major or 

minor constituent. The production of these vitreous materials is nsuaJ.ly but not 

necessarily assoicated with metal working. Among the vitrified clay are the 

pieces of hearth lining, clay that has been heated strongly and vitrifien, but 

on one side only. 

Included with the slags was one piecP. of "clinkPr" (AH No 774152). ThiR 

appeAred to be a piece of shal e which probably gnt into the fi:re togP.ther with 

Rome coal and whose surface "'ae fluxed by the fire. Th0re wnrP also two ti le::1 

(AM Nos 773944 and 774065)who~surfaces had bPen fJuxPc'l hy the fi.re, p:ivine 

them a "fuel ash p.;la7.e 11 anrl threE' pi. PeeR of f~>rrugi nom~ Rand s+.one (AM Nos 77 3<-)0 1-2 

and 773961). 


