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The University of Nottingham have recently produced two new 
publications in their Monograph series, this volume appearing 
close to ‘An East Midlands Master Tree-Ring Chronology and 
its use for dating vernacular buildings’ (R. R. Laxton and C. D. 
Litton, 1988). The Newark report is to be welcomed as a 
complete publication of the cremation cemetery, its burials and 
their contents from their earliest recorded discovery in 1722 to 
the series of excavations conducted between 1958 and 1978. The 
volume is dedicated to the principal excavator, Malcolm Dean, 
who died in 1970.

The report is logically laid out, and falls into two main 
sections — background and synthesis, and catalogue. It begins 
with a description of the site location, adjacent to the Fosse Way 
as it enters Newark from the south-west, and a review of the 
archaeological background to the investigation of the site. Early 
discoveries described by Stukeley, and excavations, including 
those of the Newark Archaeology Society and Malcolm Dean, 
are summarised and evaluated. Most of the publication is 
devoted to the catalogue of finds from the cemetery, and the 
bulk of this catalogue is taken up by the pottery. Much of the 
latter had originally been drawn for Myres’ Corpus, but was 
redrawn by Kinsley for this report. Consequently the true 
fragmentary condition of many vessels is now apparent and 
profiles presented (not so in the Myres corpus), while associated 
grave goods are illustrated for the first time.

The opening line of the pottery section suggests a regrettable 
course of action to be avoided if at all possible: ‘a detailed fabric 
analysis .. has been prevented by shortage of time and money’. The 
reasons are not elaborated on. Examination of some fifty-three 
samples at 10 x magnification identified a range of inclusions, 
but concluded that ‘none of the pots were made more than a few 
miles from the cemetery’. Without evidence to substantiate the 
claim, the only recourse for many researchers may be further 
examination.

Form and decoration are covered in more detail. Stamp groups 
are presented in a useful set of figures accompanied by pot 
drawings at a scale of 1:6. The pottery is illustrated at the scale 
of 1 : 3 adopted by many reports on Saxon pottery from 
cemeteries, while grave goods are drawn at 1:1. The MPRG 
guideline of diagonal hatching for hand-made pottery is not 
followed, though this convention seems rarely to be followed for 
Saxon pottery — as here, the pottery from Alton (Hants), 
Buckland (Kent), and Morning Thorpe (Norfolk) was blacked 
in, while Spong Hill was stippled.

The cremation urns include four Romano-British pots 
(probably 3rd/4th-century) of various fabrics. On the Anglo- 
Saxon urns a total of fourteen stamped-linked pottery groups 
could be established, often based on more than one stamp link, 
and with related features of form and decorative scheme. Only 
220 of the 400 pots are still associated with human remains, 
while at least 103 urns are less than 50% complete. Catalogue 
entries follow the sequence established by the excavators. The 
amount of each pot is recorded by sherd count, and as an 
estimated proportion to the nearest 10% of the complete pot. 
Descriptions of the decorative schemes are only used when the 
drawings are not self-explanatory. Munsell soil colours are not 
used to describe the colours of the fabrics.

The discussions on the growth of the cemetery into primary 
zone and areas of sequential expansion, and of its relationship to 
other cemeteries or settlements are limited, while the relative 
dating of graves in the absense of closely datable grave goods, or 
absolute chronologies, remains inconclusive.

The report will be extremely useful for comparison with 
Loveden Hill, one of the most fully excavated cemeteries in the 
country, and situated only 8.5 miles south-east on Newark. 
Despite the limited nature of the study, the appearance of this 
volume is to be applauded, when so many cemetery excavations 
remain unpublished.

Mark Redknap
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ments in Ceramic Petrology. British Museum 
Publications, 1991. 410 pp., 25 plates; 170 figures. 
ISBN 0-86159-081-3. Price £17.50.

This large volume arose from a seminar held in the British 
Museum in 1987 and the papers reflect the wide range of 
ceramics which are now being studied using petrological 
techniques. Unlike the practitioners of Neutron Activation 
Analysis or other physical and chemical analytical techniques 
most of the contributors to this volume are archaeologists first 
and ceramic petrologists second. Thus, the papers are readable 
and informative to those interested in medieval ceramics even 
when their subject matter is far removed both in time and space. 
Medieval material is present within the volume: Ian Betts 
describes the application of petrological techniques to the 
characterisation of York’s brick and tiles; Christopher Gerrard 
and Alejandra Guttierez describe their work on the 
characterisation of medieval and later pottery from northern 
Spain; Robert Mason’s paper on the petrography of Islamic 
ceramics is a report on a project of major importance for 
medieval ceramics and should be read by all working on 
medieval pottery. It is clear that Mason’s work has prepared the 
ground for distribution studies of Near Eastern pottery which 
should enable us to place Western European data in perspective. 
Mason makes the point that some of the wares can be found in 
Western Europe, for example ‘Rakka’ wares, within which 
group Mason identifies actual products of the Rakka industry on 
the basis of grain size analysis and petrography.

Several of the papers are methodological and, as such, are 
relevant to all medieval ceramicists. Ian Whitbread contributes a 
description of his data-logging system in which the petrography 
of a thin-section is recorded directly onto a computer and is 
immediately displayable in the form of histograms and 3-D bar 
charts. Fieller and Nicholson present another method of grain­
size analysis using data collected by means of a video camera and 
digitizer linked to a petrological microscope. The petrography of 
the grains measured was not taken into account in this method 
which examines texture alone. Mathew, Woods and Oliver, 
under the heading ‘Spots before the Eyes’, publish a series of 
charts for use in the visual estimation of the percentage by unit 
area of inclusions of different size. These charts are presented 
both as black inclusions against a white background and vice 
versa. It is interesting to look at these charts and and guess the 
actual percentage of inclusions shown; be prepared to be 
chastened!

Middleton, Leese and Cowell’s paper is similarly concerned 
with the grouping of thin-sections by texture, using a series of 
samples of Romano-British tiles from south-east England to test 
potentially useful techniques. One method was Pairwise 
Comparison, where every pair of thin-sections was examined 
and given a number reflecting their perceived similarity. Five 
sections would need twenty-five comparisons, ten sections 
would need one hundred and so on exponentially. The next 
method tried, ‘Attribute Analysis’, will ring a bell with 
practicing archaeological ceramic specialists since the authors 
took five or so features of the petrography of each section and 
gave them a score for abundance, from 0 to 5. These scores were 
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