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Samples taken by the Excavator to elucidate relation-
ships between various walls, and parts of walls, were
treated with acid in the usual way described by Biek
(1963, 233–6) to release the insoluble aggregate,
which was washed, dried and passed through a sieve
train to give a weight-% grading for each sample.
From these results was created an overall histogram
showing the individual characteristic patterns.

It was clear that some samples were of plasters or
renders rather than mortars – others of concretes –
and these were considered separately. The results for
mortars (with a few for concretes, for comparison)
have been collected in Table 113 and allow fair dis-
crimination on the basis of the grading. Thus Nos 98
and 99 are virtually identical, while they are quite
different from No 400.

Generally, small fragments of brick or tile were
found in many samples in small quantities but signifi-
cantly larger amounts were seen in material which
had come from locations where more rapid setting in

presence of water was required, as in a bath house;
there, the addition of such pozzolans then also pro-
vided greater resistance of the set mortar to water.
The nature and range of interpretation of such evi-
dence has been fully discussed in a recently published
report on a villa excavation which may be consulted
for further background details (Payne et al 1995).

Specific relationships in the present case were in-
dicated as shown in Table 113 (see with Fig 381).

In the original field listings certain correspon-
dences were suggested, explicitly or implicitly.
Unfortunately exact locations within a wall were not
specified precisely. To some extent it has been possible
to comment, positively or negatively; subsequent re-
working by others has modified and refined
archaeological relationships and questions but it is
still possible to confirm, and especially refute, certain
connections between periods of activity, within the
limits of the analytical method (cf Payne et al 1995), In
particular, some of the results suggest repair or
repointing. Whatever the present interpretations, the
detailed unambiguous results (available in archive)
represent a valuable dataset of Roman mortars, ren-
ders, screeds, plasters and concretes which will
hopefully be developed with other similar results into
a useful working database.
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