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INTRODUCTION 

The s~.mian shcrcl fror.1 tho Huncur.1 of London 1 s collection ( ? ref ) 

was thin snctionccl and ntudiod unclcr the 'petrological r1icroscopc 

as part of a progrr,mrJe of analy11is of. arretine and sam ian pottery 

(\lillian:;,197E). l'r0li:.1in:try results shov that the 1:1ajority of 

llarnples fron arratinn and sar.1ian vessels contain only common 

inclusions such a3 quartz sand, mica and limestone. This range 

of inclusions is not particularly helpful in suggesting geological 

source areas, and by ir.1plication th"' likely production centr.:>s 

involved, llowev!!r, a de·tailed textural analysis on sherds assigned 

to particular centres by name-stamp or stylistic features, does 

suggest that it r-ray he possib-le to characterize their fabrics. 

The r.;ethod entails an exar:dnation of the size, shape and frequ-ency 

of tl1e inclusions present in the clay, and is capable of allo~ing 

less distinctive sherds to be allocated to a production area by 

comparin[; ma;terial fr01:1 known origins, The Museum of London shcrd, 

due to its.poor quality of decoration and manufacture, has 
' 

theref,;ore· been co.r.1parcd with samian: thought to havt> been nadc 

in this country by the Aldgat~>-l'ulhorough potter, as well as 

with early second century rtatcrial from Les Martres de Veyre 

and Lezoux. 



In thin se<:'tion the Huseun of London shcrd was found to contain 

a groundmass of suh<tngular <JUn.rtz grains under 0.05w'l in size 
1 

~1i th a scatter of larger grains 1 average· size 0.1 0-.20r.1m 1 set 

in an anisotropic natrix of firod clay. Also presont woro a 

few small siltstonos and some flecks of mica. This fabric proved 

to be different from a sample taken from· a sherd from Southwark 

thought possibly to havo hoen macle hy the Aldgate-l'ulborough 

potter (pub, ref ? shcrd froM 1-7, St, Thomas' Street, A.2. 48 

·(26)). The Soutl1wn.rk shcrd contains more frequent mica and well-

iron ore grains and a little limeston~. Both sl1crds wnre in 

turn different to tHo sar.1ples from 1Tiggonhol t of thn Aldgate­

Pulborougll pottor (Wnhster,1975,fig.J 1 nos.14 and 1'2). These 

latter sherds contain frequent well-sorted <J.Uartz grains up to 

0.10nm in :'izc r.nd c;or.c fled~e. of r.ica. In adcHtion, none of 

the above samples app<:>ared sir.ilar in thin section to sherds 

from Les Nartros do- Vcyre and Lezoux. The· Les }:artres samples 

tend to be ·of a r.mch finer texture than the sherds fro•~ London 

and Wiggonhol t, while those fror.1 Lezoux contain a significant 

amount of linestone. The exception to this was a shercl from 

Lezoux (Drusus II) with a slight pinkish-buff core in frosh 

frac·ture. In thin section this sar.1plc showed an isotropic matrix 

reoalling 'material fror. Hontans (llilliams 1 1978, 7). 

CONCLUSIONS 

The ~luseum of London samian sherd does not appear sufficiently 

similar in fabric to the alleged British samian sherds from 

Southw~rk and Wir,gonholt, or to material from Central Gaul, to 



suspect that it was nada at tl•o sa~e centre as one of these 

vessels. However, at this stage it is not possible to say if 

the Nuseum of London saLl}>le vrcs produced in Britain or not 1 

only that it doeR not cor.1parc favourably with the above samples. 
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