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PSTROLOG ICAL AXALYS IS OF' f<O~!.AX POlT:::~ Y ?:CC:·r 
..... .,.... 
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A large quantity of Roman pottery, mainly third and 

fourth cenrury forms, has been recovered from the numerous 

pottery mounds that straddle the lower Hrue Valley north 

of the ?olden Hills, A number of sartples from Hrs La.ngdon's· 

type series I-IV 1 based on this potter~', were sel~cted for 

petrological examination, All th~ fabrics are relatively 

sandy and so the sherds were subjected to heavy mineral analysi5: 

Table I shows the results in terms of non-opaque minerals, 

A sample of Burtle Beds sand collected in the vicinity of 

Chilton Burtle Farm (ST 388439), near to some of the pottery 

mounds, was also analyzed for comparison with th~ pottery, 
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B::~•le a.c. sa.nci 68,1 5.3 1 .3 .2 .5 1 .1 2'l.2 .3 

Cooi\ing-rot, Typ~ IV 69.5 5,1 6.8 16,9 1 .7 

Cooking-;-ot, Typ• III 33,6 10,9 2.3 1 ,6 1.9 4.3 38,0 1.5 3.9 

Cooidn~t-pot, T't·• II 42.3 12.9 4.3 7.1 1,4 17,2 3,4 4,3 7,1 
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cooAing-pot.:1 8.8 85.2 2.2 .5 2.8 .5 

l.at• BB1 cookin,:t-potl2 14.1 81.0 .7 2,1 .7 .7 .7 

Lat.• BB1 cooking-potal 37,4 61,1 .3 ,6 .3 .3 

Lat.• HB1 cooking-pot_s4 35.5 58.5 1,) 2.7 .7 1,3 

L.,t• aa1 .. oking-poi.•5 36,8 54,9 ; .4 .s 2,6 ,) ,6 2,0 .6 

L~te 1181 cookin,:c:-pota6 41,5 51,) 4,4 .7 .7 .7 .7 

801 tlangod bovl•7 55.1 41,6 .4 ,4 2.1 ,4 
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Fabric I is represented by seven vessels, all blac~-bu7ni~h~d 
~ 

ware, six lat~ cookinR-pots (Gilla~ 147/1~~) and a flanged ~o~l 

(Gillam 228). All these sherds produced asaemhlages ch&racteri~ed 

by 11. high tourmaline cont<!nt, and agreed well with analyses on 

Bl31 vessels shown to hP.ve been made in the 'Jareham-l'oole Harbour 

area of Dorset (Villiams,1977,Group I). A similar origin for 

these vessels is lik~ly. 

Included amoungst these BB1 samples is a sherd of the upper 

body of a late cookinr,-pot with herringbone decoration immediately 

below a.n upper girth line (no .6). This form of decor;~ tion · i:i 

similar to the type mentioned by Farrar as indicating the-existence 

of a. late fil31 factory in the Brue Valley, an offshoot of the 

Dorset industry ( 1973, '13). Another of the 11\. te cookinli-pots 

(no.4) was found at Ki~~·s Sedgemoor in association with a 

straight-sided dish, Gillam 329, which displays the 'Redcliffe 

Motif' on the inside. base, considered by Farrar to be diagnostic 

of the supposed Bll1 production centre a.t Redcliffe, Dorset 

(ibid.,90, and illustrated in Fig.1,no.7; see also Williams, 

1977,192). Another five similarily decorated dishes were seen 

by the writer amongst the p0ttery recovered by ~Irs Langdou, 

five from North Newton and one fron King's Sedgemoor. 

It is si~nificant thP.t the local Burtle Beds sand sample 

produced a.n assemblage unlike tha.t of the BB1 vessels an&lyzed 

above. In addition, the presence in the area of dishes displaying 

the 'kedcliffe Motif' suggests that Dorset BB1 products are.well 

representetl. there. All this casts considerable doubt on the 

ide& of a. separate Brue V&lley late BB1 industry. The moreso 

2. l'eters to Gillam's Types paper (1957). 
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if the pottery mounds ~re finally interpreted as the refuse 

heaps of salt ~or~in~s, rather than those of pooteri~s,(see 

Ordnance Survey Map of Koman Britain, 1956), 

Of the reMaining fahric types, all non-bl~c~-burnished 

fabric and forms, Type IV is perhaps sufficiently similar to 

the sample of local Hurtle Beds sand to suggest that this is 

a local product. Type III has a low zircon content (33.65;) in 

comparison with that of the Hurtle B~ds sand sample (68,1l;), 

though the character of tne minerals present is such that an 

origin for this fabric in the general area is possible, It 

seems unlikely though that this sample and that of Type IY 

were produced at the sa~e centre, 

The salient feature of the heavy mineral assemblage for 

Type II is a. fairly substantial aMount of barites (7, 1 ;q, This 

alone is sufficient to distinguish it from the other two samples 

analyzed of Mrs Langdon's type fabrics, ana ~lso of "he loc~l 

Burtle Beds sand. A separate origin would seem to be indicated, 

Farrar, I~ .;..II. 
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