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Both of the sherds submitted for examination are in a sandy 

dar k gr e y (Hunsell 5Y 4/1 to 2.5Y U/4) fabric, with the bowl/dish 

sherd showing a hurnishing tro£'.tr.lOnt to the outer surface II In thin 

section under the petrological miCrORCO]le the two samples appear 

to b e fair l y similar in composition. Pre<luent ill-sorted subangular 

quartz grains up to 1 .20mm ucrORS are Rcattered throughout the 

clay matrix and snaIl fr a gments of limestone are common. Al so present 

is a little iron ore und a nunber of dark brown rounded grains. The 

latter are difficult to identify hut it is possible that they might 

be glauconite, although further work 1.S necessary to be certain of 

this. If the identification of glauc onite proves to be correct, a 

loc a l origin for the clay is s u gge sted, }}entney be ing 9 i t uated 

cl oRehy to Lower Greensand deposits. Comparison with th i n sections 

of Roman pottery from ilrancaster (see pr evious report) does not 

sugges t an identical match of fahr ics o 

.. 

H1Badnell
Text Box

H1Badnell
Text Box
AML REPORT 3314





