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sootion under tho potrological microscopo. Fabric A (nos. 

and 2) apponrs to be highly distinctive and it con"\.<tin$ 

llumerOtl!3 rOHllilocl pa,·tides about O.2-0.3mm. across "lhich 

a1',' translUcoilt and soP!",times appear to have a concentric 

structure. IdentificRtiol1 is difficult but it is J,robably 

glauconite, altering to limonite with further complications 

frOlrl firing. Occal1ionn.1 grains of quartz of a simila.r si.ze 

gra.de are n .. lso present aod the inclusions arE: set in a.n 

optically <tni80tropic matrix with few clastic p<trticles. 

This f(lbric is idp-ntienl in thin s8ction to shards from 

Birchi'ngton, Holwood [LPd Oldbury, Kent, and it compares 

in tho hand specimen with sherds from Gun Hill (lnd I·lucking, 

Essex o 

It is possible that the m~,terial "ms quarried in a 

number of different places (lS glauconite occurs in the 

Greensand, Thanet sands, tho Reading Reds and parts of the 

London Clay. HOI_'evor, the close textural similarity of 

Little Waltham Fabric A and Kentish material is a strong 

argument for regarding it as eManating from a single source. 

Fabric D (no.5) is mineralogically similar to Fabric 

A but it is finer-r.raino(l (lnd contains more (lual"tz, In 



thin sL'ci.ion it cJ.o~f)ly l'csOJllble3 Ilherds from Holwood, Kent 

and Billcricay, i;5>;DX. 

l"a.hl'i.cs II (no 0 3) and II (noso 4,6.7.8,9~13,211 und 240) 

appeDr vury simil"r under tilD petrological microscope, 

comprising abundant quart7- in t\{O sizes a) angular to 

fiubangula.r grains, OolOmrno and belo\{, and h) subangular 

to subroundcd grains, average &i7-e O.30-0.60mm.l together 

with a small amount of fl)lspar, a fail' scatter of frB~gments 

of fl int, and Romc mica. Nillcralogically, thesc fabrics 

comp'u'c favourahly \{i th a thin section takcn from a sample 

of brickearth fro~ tho site, and a local source is possible. 

Tllc t\{O Fabrics C (110.4) and J (noolO) have the same 

range of ineillsions as Fabrics D und II, except that Fabric 

C has well·-sol'ted eqllalsized quartz grains aHcl Fahrie J 

cont,dns cons iderably more flint fragl~ents 0 

Ine Ius ions of grog. oruslwd up pottery fragments. Were 

recognized ill Fabric E (nos o 286 and 301), ~ith little quartz, 

which accounts for the soapy feel of the sherds in this group. 

Grog t~mpering is not a common feature during the Iron Age; 

it has previously been noted in Home globular beadrim jal1's 

from lIascombe Camp and Holmbury~ Surreyo 

Fabric G (nos. 14 and 221) cOlltains much quartz and 

quartzite tognther with occ&sional volcanic grains Rnd some 



hornblende. 'rhese loat.erial,; clo not appear in the 10C'11 drift 

deposits and thi." fabric GouJd b" im1'01'ted from els.""l:pre, 

'rho drift of l~[\.si, Anglia is \<nown to contain voJcanic nln-tcrials, 

but oqually, this f'thric could be imported from the other side 

of tho North Sea. 
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