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Introduction 

A selection of Horlano-British sherds from the temple and 

settlement site at Coleshill wore submitted for fabric examination. 

All the sherds wero studiod macroscopically with the aid of a 

binocular microscope, and the majority were thin ~ectioned and 

examined under tho petrological microscope. The object of the 

examination was to confirm the validity of a provisional fabric 

identification made in the hand-specimen. 

Petrology and Fabric 

1). Fab.18, Fab.84, Fab.83, Fab.30, Fab.81, Fab.86 and Fab.75. 

All the above sherds tend to be in a fairly fine fabric, with 

numerous inclusions of reddish-buff argillaceous material clearly 

"visible in the hand-5peeimen. In some of the sherds, Fab. 86 in 

particular, these inclusions are sharply angular suggesting grog 

(crushed up pottery), whil~ in others the inclusions are more 

rounded and finer grained, which may indieat"e the. t they occur 

naturally in the clay. 

heavily vesicular fabric, possibly once containinr: some form of 

careous materialj no tracns of which now remain. Also present 

a scatter of argillacPolls inclllPions. 
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3), Fab.89. 

liard, sandy fabric containing frequent quartz grains, avera~e 

size Oo20-.50mm, and a scatter of argillaceous inclusion s . 

4). Fab .77 0 

Hard, sandy fahric containing a scatter of large, up to 1.70Flm 

across, grains of quartz and qnartzite, and some argillaceous 

inclusions o 

5). Fab.82 o 

Soft, fairly sandy fabric containing quartz r,rains and argillaceous 

inclusions. 

6), Fab o 79o 

Fairly hard t ~andy black wareo One of the two samples ?BH1o 

7). Fab o 76. 

Thin sectioning reyeals that the~e sherds contain a range of crushed 

igneous and metamorphic rocks similnr in composition to that found 

in pottery shown to have hef"n nnde 1n the Malvern district of 

Worcestershire (Peacock,1967). 

/ 
Comment s 

Apart from Fah o 76, it is difficult to predict origins for 

the remainder of the !'!herds due to the fairly common range of 

inclusion type!'! in the clay. On the face of it, there i~ nothing 

to suggest anything other than a fairly local origin for the 

majority of the pottery. However, a source, or source!'!, further 

afield cannot be ruled out on this evidenceo 
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