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J" sherd of Romano-Bri tillh glazed pottery fr01!l4rmsley, HaIllPshiri'. " 

typical of the small group of glazed warell found at the site (~psty. 
, t. 

1969), w~s submitted for petrological examination. The object of 

the analysis wall twofold, firstly, to mor. closely cbar~cterize the 

fabric of this distinctive tYlle of pottery, and secondly, to see if 

the non-pl~stic inclusions contained in the clay give any clue as 

to the likely pro(luction area involved. Previously, two separate 

110 lin", ar"a8 h .. ·"" been suggiJ"t"d for the ~msley glazed pottery. 

the Mendips (Musty,1969) and Wiltshire/northern Hampshire (Arthur,197S). 

The sample sherd analyzed is in II. fairly hard, light red sandy 

fabric, with an orange to brown glaze 011 the outside surfaces. Thin 

sectioning and study under the petrological microscope shows numerous 

well-sorted subangular quartz grains in the size-range O.05-.)Omm, 

flecks of mica and a little iron ore, set in a brown, optically 

anisotropic matrix of baked clay. This assemblage of min,rals is 

far too common to indicate anyone particular area, but may prove 

useful texturally if simil~r material from known or lIullp,cted sourOes 

could be compared to it. 

Rather unusually, also pr"l'Ient in tit" ,lrmllley thin aection 

were a number of heavy lIIineral grain •• Th~s suglJeated that ~ heavy 

.. iJleral separation might prove worthwhile, even though the 1I1110\.\nt 
I 

of fottery avail~ble for add !tional and:ydll w •• alia 11 , lI-bollt ~. 5,. 

weight. 
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Heavy mineral separation vas ther~rore a'lopted in an attempt to 

furth .. r ch .. racterize the pottery and at the same time see if the 

resul ts W'ould b .. nlOl'e forthcoming in indicating I ikely areas of 

origin. In vieW' of th .. small size of tIle sherd. the prepared 

sample Vas centrifuged rather than subjected to the more normal 

set.tling method of separating out the heavy minerals. Recent testll 

have :lhovn that centrifugation grttatly increases the number of 

grains recovered vhen dttaling vi th finer-textured or SIIlaller amount, 

of pottery (Villiams.1979). 

The heavy mineral residu .. of non-oJ,a'lue grains obtained froDl 

the Armsley sherd consisted almost exclusively of andalusite, a 

detrital heavy min"ral vhich is COOlJDOnest in Tertiary deposits 

(lHlner.1962.40). On this evidence, thE> "ource of the Armsley glazed 

wares is more likely to ha.ve been located on the Tertiary deposits 

of Viltshire/northern Hampshire than the Carboniferous a.nd Triassic 

deposits of the Mendipll and surrounding region. This is not to 

say of course, that other Tertiary sOllrce areas may not be equally 

likely. 
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