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Excavations at “House 1", Monte Polizzo 1998-2000
Christian Muhlenbock & Christopher Prescott

1. Introduction

The excavations at house 1 were initiated during the first week of June 1998 (Prescott 1999).
Investigations were initially meant to uncover wall layouts for mapping purposes. However,
as it was apparent that the remnants of walls were damaged, and as the site is situated in a
firebreak (maintained annually with bulldozers since the 1950's), aims and methods were
redesigned towards a “rescue’ excavation of the site. The assumed destruction and the surface
clearances lead to another rationale for commencing full-scale excavations here: the site was
readily accessible, with little overlying soil cover. As the participants generally lacked
experience from sites like Monte Polizzo, and crews lacked experience from prehistoric sites
in the Mediterranean, house 1 site offered an opportunity to excavate and develop
methodology without investing large amounts of time in manually removing soil (workmen
were not available, and the forestry authorities did not permit the use of machinery). We
rapidly gathered necessary practical experience with specific “Monte Polizzo” contexts, we
worked out procedures and methodologies, and acquired valuable information about finds,
structures, sedimentation and post-depositional destruction.

It was initially assumed that |arge-scale destruction would limit the duration of the excavation
to approximately one season. This turned out to be wrong, and 2000 was the third season -
and still the site is not fully excavated. Excavations should therefore also be continued in
2001. The potential of this site was clearly underestimated at the out start, as house 1 has
produced finds and features of high quality. Asit stands today, work at house 1 has devel oped
in to much more than a rescue and training excavation, it has developed into a potentially

important research excavation.

The following report first presents a description of the methodological approach. This is
followed by a presentation of entities interpreted as rooms, a summary of stratigraphy, wall

sections, discrete contexts of particular interest, artefacts and finally find distributions

In the course of the 1998 season an area of 23.4 x 9 metres was uncovered (see Prescott’s and
Dixon’'s annual reports for 1998 at http://www.hf.uio.no/iakk/sicilia). Trenches were laid out

following the orientation of the visible wall foundations, i.e. in ENE-WSW direction. A total



of ten trenches were laid out, with intervening profile balks. The balks were originally 1 metre
wide, but were in some cases halved to 50 cm and/or removed. The trenches were generally
up to 4 metres in any given direction, athough one was 6.7 meters. Since 1998, the trenches
have been expanded in length and two trenches have been added to the WSW, to better
delimit constructions and find contexts within house 1. One trench, in practice a test pit
outside of house 1, did not exhibit constructional features or finds of importance and will not
be discussed further at any length. In general, the excavation layout has been guided by 1:1,
three-dimension provenience documentation principles (exception for coincidental sherds in
the upper layer). Still, soil removal was generally done in 5 cm thick “layers’ as a
precautionary effort to avoid the “holes and hills’ that result from crews with little excavation
experience. The principle of excavation in 1998 was to remove soil-cover in a fairly rough
fashion until artefact bearing levels, structures or soil shifts were detected. Excavation modes
then shifted to more careful digging with small picks, trowels, knives and brushes. Artefacts
and structures were cleaned forth and documented (measured, photographed, listed in log),
and artefacts removed to the lab. As the report from 1998 points out, a significant contextual
feature was that in excavated contexts (e.g., A3055) that were not subjected to extensive post-
depostional destruction, finds lay broken but more or less in situ. These find contexts thus
define the single floor level, an interpretation later corroborated by other stratigraphic

observations.

Reference to horizontal excavational entities, rooms, contexts and finds

In the following, references will be made to the horizontal excavation entities, or excavation
squares referred to above. These are specifically (A-)3398, 3065, 3060, 3055, 3499, 3509,
3071, 3076, 3081, 3504, see fig. 1). In addition references are also made to interpretative
room designations (rooms 1 through 6, see fig. 2). Discrete situations and structures (pits,
walls, doorways, concentrations etc.) are designated “contexts’ (fig. 3) (with a“A-nr.” in the
catalogues. Each individual find (e.g. a bronze piece or a collection of sherds) is assigned a
find number (f.nr.) as an identity designation that should follow it through processing and
storage.

Work carried out 1998-2000
In 1998, constructional features visible on the surface were mapped, and large quantities of

pithoi sheds, scraped up by bulldozers and left lying on the ground surface, were collected.

That year, the most pronounced in-context situations were found in square 3055, where large



amounts of pots were uncovered in situ (fig. 4). Experiences and results here were decisive
for developing investigation strategies for the following years. Small quantities of amber,
bronze and iron were also found, and crews thereby formed an idea of what to expect in the
future. A test pit (1 metre deep, 2 metres long and 1 metre wide) was laid out in an
approximate N-S direction in the NE corner of sg. A3076 in 1998 (fig. 3). The purpose of this
pit was to attain an impression of the deep stratigraphy under the house. Other important
general stratigraphically targeted tasks included digging down to the underlying
conglomerate, immediately under the floor levels in central parts of the site. The genera
conclusion here was that there seemed to be a single primary floor level in each room, but that
the area for building had been supplemented by filling-in, using soil that contained some older

objects, along the edges of the rock shoulder.

In 1999 excavations were initiated or continued in squares A-3499, 3071, 3509, 3055, 3076,
4049, 3060, 3065 and 3081, and squares A-3504, 3081, 3076, 3055 and 3509 (fig. 1) were for
the most part dug down to sterile sediments or stone (conglomerate). In-situ finds were made
in al off the squares and numerous contexts were discovered, e.g. two pillar bases, a pit
interpreted as a potential oven or furnace and a half circle-shaped stone ring against to the
west, against the outer wall in A3398 (descriptions below, contexts D, B & C).

In 2000, floor levels, still defined by levels bearing intact finds under debris, were uncovered
in A-3065, 3060, 3398 and in the new trench A16907. Large pottery concentrations were
found in A-3398, 16907, 4049 and 3065. A few more new contexts like the semicircle, raised
platform (context C, fig. 3) and a large pillar base were discovered. Three mgor profile
baulks were torn down, i.e. between 3055-3060, 3060-3065, 3065-3398 and 2071-3076.

Time and participants

Work in 1998 is described in the annual report for that year (Prescott 1999). In 1999 Bo
Strémberg (Swedish Antiquities Services) was trench master from June 3 to June 24™ and
after which Nils Johansson (Swedish Antiquities Services) overtook from June 25™ to July 6.

Christian Miihlenbock (Oslo) was trench master during the whole 2000 season, from June 7" -
July 13", Digital documtentation in the field was delegated to a number of persons on site
under the supervision of the trench master, however Bengt Westergaard (Swedish Antiquities
Services) supervised the over-all digital documentation in 1999 & 2000. He also monitored
the systems for data management. Hans-Peter Stikka (Hohenheim, Germany) directed the soil



sampling in 1999, while Kristina Kellertas (USA) was responsible for this work in 2000. Kari
Hjelle (Bergen) was responsible for the in-context pollen analysis, and participated in
sampling and devel oping sampling procedures, as well as |aboratory treatment and analysis of
samples. Emma Blake assumed responsibility for the finds processing lab after Christopher
Dixon, and she has organised and directed finds processing (cleaning, labelling, trouble
shooting, initial database entry) during the 1999 and 2000 seasons.

Crews were comprised of volunteers and students from Norway, Sweden, Italy, the UK and
the USA. The number of participants working at the site at any given time has fluctuated from
five to more than twenty. The quality and efficiency of the work has admittedly varied, since
many of the participants had limited, if any experience, from comparable conditions. Still, all
circumstances considered, the overall results are satisfactory.

2. Methodological aspects

Documentation

Documentation principles generally followed the program developed by the Swedish
Antiquities Service (DAD). Though procedures have been adjusted as work progressed, all in
all the system has been beneficial, indeed conditional, for handling the enormous amounts of
basic data concerning artefacts and structural material. The system allows data to be managed
immediately after recording, allowing quick access for various needs. The system demands
greater in-the-field investments in equipment and personnel, but less post-excavation data

management. The measurements are managed and visualised in ARCVIEW.

Initially, manual drawings and measurements were replaced by the computerised 1:1 scale
system, though forms with written descriptions and sketches were produced for all excavation
entities and contexts as of 1998 (fig. 5). In 2000, we found it productive to supplement the
digital system with detailed hand drawings of walls and profiles.

The guidelines for documentation in the field were as follows:

- Objects and situations are photographed in b/w and colour slides. As of 2000
systematic digital photography has been implemented to achieve an in-context photo
collection that can be used with the digital spatial data and databases.

- The objects (finds, features, constructions, samples, layers and trenches) are mapped
with a “total station”/EDM as points and polygons. Any feature that is mapped and



entered into the databases is automatically assigned an ID consisting of a letter code
(based on the Swedish system, F=find, A=feature, S = stone, PM=macrosample (soil),
PP=pollen sample, PK=charcoal sample) and a unique generated number. The
combined letter-number codes assigned every measurement represent single points,
geometric figures, or lines. When, for example, a wall is to be digitally drawn, it is
marked as a single object, and given a separate (A-) number. Within the area assigned
to the wall, each and every stone on the wall’s top is measured and given a number.
The accuracy depends on the number of points taken to designate the wall, and
although the result is not as visually pleasing as hand-drawn figures, the usefulness
and accuracy is sometimes better. However, to meet esthetical requirements, three
dimensional documentation standards and demands for interpretative accuracy,
documentation of important features has been supplemented with hand-drawn plans by
experienced draught-persons (as indicated above). These plans can later be digitalised
and added to the database.

- Field measurements generate ID numbers that follow individual objects, whether on
maps for identification of walls, trenches (A), finds (F) and overall layouts, or objects
moving from the site via the lab to the store room. ID’s are thus the fundamental
references that tie all the relevant databases and entries together, and allow them to
communicate.

- Finds are delivered to the find lab, where they are processed (catalogued, measured,
weighted, described) into a database system developed by Emma Blake. This system
is compatible with the database from the field, primarily through the ID-designations.

In alonger perspective, a potential advantage to this system is that it allows all records to be
kept in one place, but on-line accessed from anywhere. Each object with an ID can thus be
managed from one computer. Furthermore, using the assigned ID numbers as key common to
all databases, different databases can operate in an integrated fashion.

Soil (pollen & macro) and charcoal sampling strategy

The original guidelines for a soil sampling strategy (developed by Kari Hjelle and Kristina
Kelertas) were that a few areas of 30 x 30 cm in each room should be designated for
systematic soil sampling in each layer. In addition to systematic samples, soil was collected in
connection with pot finds, charcoal concentrations, under quern-stones etc. Each macrofossil

sample was about 10 litres (conditions permitting), while samples for pollen analysis were



smaller. A full account of the results from a selection of pollen samplesis available in Kari
Hjelles report from 1999-2000 (Hjelle.2000). Charcoal samples were also collected, primarily
large pieces from concentrations, with species identification in mind. Radiocarbon has been
considered, however the inaccuracies of the calibration curve from 800 to 350 BC makes 14C
a little viable alternative here (especially compared to the relatively fine-scaled chronology
for Greek ceramics). The samples collected as of 1999 were Hans-Peter Stikka for

identification.

The sampling strategy has generally been adopted, but there have been in-the-field
modifications and a few lapses. We have found it beneficial to have senior researchers
responsible for the overall sampling present on the site as often as possible, to better monitor

collection.

Stratigraphical units

In the initial stages of investigation in 1998, the excavation strategies were based on a
combination of arbitrary and sediment layers would be used. This strategy was used during

thefirst year of excavation when, for most of the participants, the environment was new.

The original strategy was very much set after Scandinavian standards, where stratigraphy is
often complex and documenting and interpreting layers are essential analytic tasks. At house
1 profile balks were used, partly as a way of detecting events that we suspected would be
missed when excavating in “plan”, but also to have arecord of and reference for the different

depositions encountered during the excavations.

This strategy was also employed in 1999 and 2000, but during the first year the participants
acquired a better understanding of the different sequences of the stratigraphy, and it became
apparent that the topsoil was fairly similar over the entire excavation area of house 1. The first
layer consisted of mixed soil, with large amounts of rubble, rounded stones from the
underlying conglomerate, small amounts of sherds from fine to medium ceramic wares and
fragments of coarse orange ware (often surprisingly large). The soil was primarily light grey
silt mixed with pebbles. Wet — dry cycles, turning the soil from mud to nearly rock) indicate a
substantial calcareous component. There is little humus build up. The thickness of this layer
varied over the site from 1 to 20 centimetres. Under this first layer, the situation grew more

complex.



3. Theindividua roomsin house 1 and summary of stratigraphic features

Below the situation in each room and excavation area is described separately. The rooms and
areas are described in a counter-clockwise order, from east (outside) to southwest (room 1),
and back to the northeast (room 5).

“Qutside” : the situation east of the oblique wall

In squares A-3504 and 3499 (which seem to be situated outside the final (and main) phase of
the building) immediately under the top soil a matrix of dark grey, pebbly silt (no burnt clay,
no charcoal) enclosed large amounts of orange coarse ware. Most pieces of the latter were
large, and seem to have originally been placed here as whole vessels. Thus the finds indicate
that several large storage vessels were situated outside the eastern wall. In between the pieces
of coarse ware, and most often at the base of the layer, some finer pottery was found. In
particular square A3504 produced some important pieces undernesath or at the level of the
bases of coarse ware, eg. the capeduncola (fig. 6), similar to finds from Segesta
(Tusal992:651ff) and viewed as typical Elymian. The vessels chronological position is not
clear (between 1000-500 BC), but it might be indicative of an older date . This situation
poses interpretative questions. The pithoi bases and smaller vessels at the same level probably
represent afloor level. Isthis an outside storage or ritual area contemporaneous with the main
phase? If this is the case, the oblique angle of the wall and the lower level of the floor might
reflect local topography more than a chronological sequence. Or does this situation represent
the remains of an older, otherwise largely removed phase contemporaneous with the eastern
wall (deeper than and oblique to the other wall foundations, lower floor level), as the

capeduncola might indicate?

The situation in room 2

Room 2 is delimited completely to the north by an intact wall foundation. The wall is
previously described in the 1998 annual report, and is built with dressed limestone, partly
decorated with chevron chisel marks. Along the western half of this wall in room 2, a row of
rounded stones and small boulders run along the dressed stonewall. The stones, probably from
the local conglomerate, are dug into the soil; sticking through the floor level, and as opposed
to the limestone, lie in a single shift. The space between the dressed wall and the rounded
stone foundation is the result of a small stratigraphic ditch from 1998, dug to explore the
depth of the limestone wall. The rounded stones originaly lay up to the limestone foundation.



A similar situation is found on the other side of the same wall, but along the eastern half in
room 5. The origin and purpose of rounded stone “foundation” is not immediately apparent.
Three options offer themselves off-hand:

1) The stones are part of an older construction. The fact that the dressed stone wall
foundation and the rounded stones are so closely integrated does nor suggest thisto be
the most likely explanation.

2) The stones are part of an auxillary supportive structure — to carry a thicker or heavier
wall.

3) Themost likely explanation is that the stones are part of an interior furnishing, a bench
or shelf foundation or some sort of working area. This seems the most likely
explanation.

Another interesting feature was a large round limestone “drum”, centrally located in the room.

The drum was perhaps some kind of support or column base.

In A3055, large amounts of ceramics (probably locally produced tableware) and an iron
dagger were uncovered immediately underneath the topsoil. This layer of in-situ finds lay
within a 10 cm thick horizon, and probably designates a single floor level. Underneath this
layer interpreted as a floor, came the conglomerate bedrock. There are therefore no older
phases below. The situation in A3055 was largely equivalent to that found in most of the
adjacent square of A3060. The find-producing layer in both consisted of a matrix of grey,
pebbly silt and some larger stones. In this matrix some charcoal pieces and sticks, pots and
other artefacts were found. In A3055 a nearly circular layer of darker soil was found in the
middle of the square. Vertically, however, it was virtually a*“ stain”, millmetres thick on top of
underlying soil and in some places directly on top of the conglomerate. The above description
isvalid for room 2, i.e A3055 and the eastern part of A3060. The western part of square 3060
belonged to room 2, and here the sediments are dightly different.

The situation in room 1

Room 1 includes the western parts of and -16907, -3065, -3398, -4049. The room is delimited
to the north by a dressed limestone wall, broken by two doorways leading to rooms 3 & 4.
Two the north the room is delimited by the wall between rooms 2 & 1. Thiswall is partially
torn way at the south-eastern corner. To the south, parts of a structural delimitation, probably
some sort of foundation (perhaps for a lighter structure than a wall, indicating the room was

more open to the south) is uncovered. To the west there are also remnants of solid walls,
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probably carry weight from the roof. This wall, and the south-western corner has been torn
away by modern ditching. However, enough of the walls are intact to allow a reconstruction

of the original room to approx. 6 x 8 metres.

In these squares there was first the usual layer of topsoil (Profile 1). Below this layer there
was a dark-brown layer interspersed with red clay and small pieces of charcoal. This layer
was more distinct in some parts of the room than others and the layer also showed varietiesin
thickness. The next layer combined larger pieces of charcoal, and further down large amounts
of red burnt clay - probably daub — and large amounts of charcoal. The charcoa was the
remains of larger pieces of wood, sticks and possibly small beams. This layer is interpreted as
remain of the collapsed superstructure (mud-brick and roofing). It is preserved in this part of
the structure due to afire in rooms 1,3 and 4 — all connected by doorways. Thus the situation
in this room can be attributed to preservation caused by firing of the clay that was used as
building material — probably mud brick and wattle and daub - above the stone foundations.

Interpreting the red clay and charcoal layer as collapsed superstructure is supported by other
stratigraphic observations. Firstly the layer hardly contained artefacts. Second, the layer
covered the find-producing layer, similar to that described in connection with room two. This
lower silt-matrix level contained great amounts of pots and sherds in situ. This indicates the
floor level below the collapsed structure. Up to 10 cm below this layer came the conglomerate
bedrock (PROFILE FIG or thicknesses).

Interesting structural feature include a rounded depression in the southwestern corner (fig. 7,
“A”). This depression was hewn out of the bedrock, was covered by slabs, and a large
terracotta “ plate was located next to it. Near the northern doorway a rounded platform (fig. 8,
“C"), delimited by stones, covered by pebbles and raised above the floor level, was
uncovered. A large number of terracotta loom-weights were found on top of and around this
platform, indicating that it might be connected to weaving and a loom located against the
wall. There was also a large square block of porous limestone, tentatively interpreted as part

of some kind of press.

Rooms 3 & 4
The eastern half of 3509, and squares 3071 and the eastern part of 3076 formed two northern
rooms in the structure. These have been designated room 3 & 4. Room 3 (eastern 3509 &
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western 3071) is delimited by the reconstructed western corner, the dressed limestone E-W
wall, and a small piece of remaining wall attached to the E:W wall, and dividing rooms 3 and
4 in square 3071. To the north, it is assumed that most of the structure and room has been
ripped away in connection with the construction and maintenance of the fire breaks. Based on

the limited available data, it would seem that rooms 3 & 4 were equally large.

Rooms 3 and 4 had an upper stratigraphic sequence similar to room 1 (squares 3398, 3065).
This is due to the rooms being connected to room 1 by doorways (fig. 2, “1"). The layer of red
burnt clay discussed above in connection with room 1 can indeed be followed through the
doorways. The main stratigraphic difference between rooms 3 & 4 and room 1 is found below

the floor level, and is created by local geological topography, see description for room 5.

Here as elsewhere, ceramic vessels and finds define the floor level. However, several vessels
are dug into the underground, and were probably located here permanently. This could
indicate storage facilities, however, small and fine vessels, such as a small, painted proto-
Corinthian pyxis lid, to intermediate sized cooking/storage and tableware indicate that the
rooms had other functions as well. Other interesting features are the two, rounded limestone
“column bases’ (fig. 2, “D” & fig. 9). These were located just east of the doorway between
room 3 and 1, and were close to the intervening limestone wall. Whether these actually
carried for example wooden columns (more stone drums have not been observed in the

vicinity) or were platforms for figures or vessels, is not known

Room 5

Room 5 is delimited to the south by the dressed limestone wall foundation between room 5
and 2. To the west, asmall part of a N-Swall isleft, while the eastern, dightly oblique wall is
found. Thiswall is very solid, perhaps indicating that it carried greater structural loads. The
oblique angle and greater depth might indicate that it originally belonged to an older structure.
To the north, the northern parts of the walls and room, and the northern delimitation have
been ripped way in connection with the firebreaks.

The sediments and stratigraphy resemble that of the other rooms. The situation is most similar
to room 2, as the red burnt clay and large amounts of charcoal found in rooms 1, 3 & 4 are not
found in either rooms 2 and 5. Towards the north, the find-bearing levels are on top of

pebbly-stony calcareous soil. An exploratory trench (Fig 2, “J’) was laid out in 1998 outside
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the northeastern part of the square 2A 3076 in order to get a better stratigraphic sequence. The
shaft was about to 1,5 metres deep, and showed that there are deep sediments underneath the
floor level in some parts of the building. This layer was did not contain clear sedimentary
structures, and larger grain sizes did not lie at consistent angles, the deposit seemed jumbled.
This also pertains to the pottery, bone and charcoal found in the deposit. The pottery was only
sherds, no intact or in situ vessels were recovered. These sediments are interpreted asfilling, a
foundation for the structures atop. The situation is thus that the conglomerate bedrock which
consists of small pebbles and large stones inserted in a mass that resembles concrete and
forms a shoulder (now visible in 3065, 3060 & 3055), with an approximate E-W stoke, and
dip to the north and south. Along the northern edge of the shoulder soil wasfilled in to create
alarger, level surface. Thus the floor level is not on top of conglomerate, but sediments filled

in by humans to create alarger, level space for building.

Outside the walls to the west and south

The situation to the east is described above. To the north and east the site is primarily
delimited by destruction in connection with the firebreaks. To the south and west in 16907,
4049, 3398 and 3509 trenches extend beyond the walls. In general no structural feature or
particular finds were observed here, the soils were mainly eroded conglomerate and jumble
soil deposited by bulldozers. This indicates that the outer limits of the structure and activity
areas had been found. Two potential exceptions should be mentioned. Along the outside
perimeter of the western wall of room 1, a semi circular structure was found (fig. 2, “B”). The
regularity suggests that is intentionally constructed, but no objects or feature indicate its
relative or absolute chronology or function. Thus it might have been an older feature, cut by
“house 1", or it might be some construction related to house 1. The other important feature is
found in the northwestern corner 3398 & 3509. Here it could clearly be observed (change in
sediments, find contexts and cut of walls) that a pit had been dug. This pit is probably tied to

the reforestation programmes.

An interesting structural feature is the single shift, stone and cobble foundation along the
eastern half of the dressed limestone wall, similar to that found on the other side of thewall in
room 2 along the western half of the wall.

Summary of stratigraphy:
Square 3504 and 3499
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Layer 1: Topsoil with large amounts of building stone debris, natural stones, small amounts of
medium ware and large fragments of orange coarse-ware. 0.25m

Layer 2: Grey layer with small pebbles, large amounts of tilted base, belly and rim sherd of
in-situ orange coarse ware. No charcoal. 0.15m

Layer 3: Red-Brown layer with pebbles, some in-situ ceramics; coarse ware bases medium-
coarse ware, and fine ware. 0.20m

Layer 4. Grey silt layer with some pottery and large building stones. 0.15cm

Square. 3055 and sections of 3060 east of wall “3” (room 2).

Layer 1. Topsoil with small amount of building material, natural stones, small amounts of
medium ware and large fragments of orange coarse ware. 0.10m

Layer 2: Light grey layer with pebbles, including large concentrations of in-situ ceramics and
building material. Some charcoal pieces. 0.20 m

Layer 3: Not present.

Layer 4: Conglomerate.

Square 3065, 3398, 4049 and western part of 3060 and part of 16907 within walls (room 1)
(profile 1).

Layer 1: Topsoil with small amounts of building material, browngrey in colour, few pieces of
pottery.

Layer 2: Dark-red —brown layer with large amounts of in-situ finds. The layer is mixed with
large pieces of charcoa and in some parts large concentrations of wattle-dab.

Layer 3: Grey silt, sterile layer

Layer 4. The conglomerate.

Square 3071, 3076 (eastern part) and 3509 (western part) (rooms 3 & 4)

Layer 1. Topsoil with large amounts of building material, natural stones, small amounts of
medium ware and large fragments of orange coarse-ware. 0.30m

Layer 2: Grey layer with small pebbles, large amounts of in-situ orange coarse ware to finer
wartes. Charcoal and burnt clay in large concentrations especially near the southern doorway.
0.10m.

Layer 3: Red-Brown layer with pebbles, some in-situ ceramics medium-coarse ware.0.10m
Layer 4: Brown clay with gravel, almost sterile. 0.10m
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3076 (eastern part) & 3081 (room 5)

Layer 1: Topsoil with large amounts of building material, natural stones, small amounts of
medium ware and large fragments of orange coarse-ware. 0.20m

Layer 2: Grey layer with small pebbles, large amounts of in-situ orange coarse ware to finer
wares. 0.10m

Layer 3: Red-Brown layer with pebbles, some in-situ ceramics fine-medium-coarse ware.
0.10m.

Layer 4. Brown clay with gravel, almost sterile. 0.05m

Initial interpretation

According to the initial analysisit would seem that house one has a fairly smple stratigraphy.
The topsoil is mixed with sherds and in some areas large building stones. This is especially
visible in the southeast corner of the house were context 1 has collapsed. The next layer
contains in-situ finds in room 2, 3 and 4, this layer continues about 10 centimetres down and
underneath this comes a layer consisting of light grey silt with pebbles. Room 1 as well as 3
& 4 are more complex. Room 1 was obviously been ravaged by fire, and the fire spread
through the doorway to rooms 3 &4. The second layer with large amounts of charcoal and
wattle-daub indicates that the stone foundations supported walls and roves of wood and clay,
probably mud brick and wattle and daub. In the fire, the clay was fired and the branches were
charcoaled. The burnt layers are aso clearly recognisable in the doorways, where the fire has
spread out through the doorways. The lack of burnt clay in the eastern half of house 1 means
that the constructional evidence is not preserved her. It would also indicate that there were no
open doorways between rooms 1 & 4 and 2 & 5 at the time of the fire. This could be taken to
mean that entrances to room 2 and 5 were in parts of the building now destroyed. It also has
implications for the internal working of the house, and perhaps the relative constructional and

functional chronology.

Based on our initial in-the —field interpretation, it might seem that room one was some sort of
food-preparation and weaving area. Room 2, with its tableware and iron dagger/spear, was
perhaps related to special occasions or social groups. Rooms 3 & 5 might have been
associated with room 1, but with a different function, while room 5 seem to more strongly

mirror 2.

15



Itis possible that a second phase is found outside the most eastern wall. The nature of the wall
(angle, depth and structural characteristics) indicates an older structural phase, reused during
house 1. The large amount of orange rough ware could be of the same date as the rest of the
house while the underlying finer ceramics could be of an older date. The outstanding
anthromorphic capeduncola might tentatively be regarded as part of a material complex
perhaps datable to the 9™ century B.C. (Tusa 1992:654). Though the chronology of the
“Elymian” material is insecure, proto-Corinthian pieces, found elsewhere in house 1, do not
seem to turn up here. Still, the differences might also be space-functional, and not

chronologically significant.

4. Description and interpretation of the walls

The walls are previously tentatively interpreted by Aquist (1999), and for a more details see
her description. In the following impressions as of 2000 are summed up, and number
references are to wall section shown on fig.3. New features are a remains of a foundation of
some kind that delimits the southern side of room 1, and also allows reconstruction of the
southern corners. Furthermore, the situation in rooms 1, 3 & 4 indicate that stone was not
used to build at height, and that the superstructure probably consisted of mud brick, wattle
and daub and wood.

1. The westernmost N-S section

Length: 3.89m

Width: 0.61m

Orientation: NW-SE

Wall 1 is damaged; the north and south corners are missing. An interpretation therefore has
some limitations, however the remaining sections of the E-W walls allow the reconstruction
of the corners with some confidence. In the NW most of the wall has been completely
destroyed in connection with modern activities, probably a fence posthole (the corner lies
along modern property boundaries) or, more likely reforestation (planting or firebreaks). The
southern most part of walll runs up to the excavated units southern edge. If we assume a
corner was located here, part of a southern E-W foundation (for a wall or perhaps a lighter
more open structure) can be traced to the centre of square 16907 (wall 4), as of 2000 in the
form of three large building stones in arow. Excavation so far support interpreting both of the

above “walls’ as delimitations, as mentioned in connection with the presentation of room 1
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above, there are significant in-situ finds inside the walls, and virtually nothing outside. Again,

this indicates that the southern part of wall 1 was a corner.

To the NW there was also a corner, or an interstice, where wall 2 probably would have

connected to the outer, western wall, if it had not been destroyed by modern trenching.

2. The western E-W section

Length: 8.05m

Width: 0.58m

Orientation: SW-NE

There is agap, as mentioned above, between the N-Swall 1 and thiswall. Approximately one
meter east of where the western most part of this wall begins, there is a doorway between
rooms 1 & 3 measuring about 1.25 (2A). A similar doorway (also measuring 1.25) between
rooms 1 & 4 can be seen further east (2B). The stones in the wall that mark the sides of the
doorway are placed in an upright position against the short side of the wall. Two of these
“entrance” stones are still undamaged and in place (2C), and they are as wide as the wall
itself. Two stones have been partially destroyed (2D), but their alignment and size can be

made out.

Immediately east of the westernmost entrance, between room 1 & 3, two limestone column
bases were found, (now removed from Mt. Polizzo and placed at the museum in Salemi). To
the right of the two column bases a section of the wall sticks out towards the north (2F) now
consisting of one large single limestone, but originally there a bit more could be identified by
the concentration of cracked and weathered limestone. Initially thought to perhaps be some
sort of buttress on the outside of the house, it is probably the remains of alonger wall running

towards north, dividing rooms 3 and 4.

On the opposite side of the interstice between wall 2 and 2F, i.e in “front” of the remaining
stone and in room 1, a cavity in the wall was filled with soil, pebbles and cobbles. After
excavation a small semicircular niche with an arched roof (2G) appeared to be built into the

wall. No particular finds were made here, and the purpose of the niche is unknown.

“The stones are generally larger than they are in wall section 1. The building material is

primarily hewn limestone, but a reddish sandstone occurs as well (2E)” (Aquist 1999).
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Immediately east, in the far end of wall 2, it connects to the N-S running wall 3. Wall 2 is
different from wall 3; the stonesin wall 2 are generally smaller and dressed sandstone, while
wall 3 consists of fewer, small boulders mixed with medium sized cobbles and stones. Wall 3

isalso wider. Thewall 2 is approximately 30-40 cm high and 60 cm wide.

About 90cm west of entrance 2B there is alow line of rounded cobble going S though room
1. The line is about 40cm wide and 1,5m long and could be interpreted as a foundation for an
internal division in room 1. This interpretation is supported by the fact that no finds have been
encountered above this concentration. However, the line might also represent a small
“outcrop” of the underlying conglomerate. Its presence could be a geological coincidence,
however it might also be a section protected from erosion because a light interior wall was
located over. Future distributional analysis after completion of excavations should seek to
determine if there is a marked pattern that can be used to delineate an internal wall/partition.

In general, the limestone walls have been heavily eroded since being uncovered in 1998. The
damage consists of the stones having been splintered (or having been damaged previously by
the weight of the bulldozers and falling apart when the soil matrix is removed). Wall 2 is not
the most heavily damaged, but isin a serious state of decay and isin need of conservation.

3. The central N-Ssection

Length: 8.16m

Width: 0.48-060m

Orientation: SE-NW

Wall 3 is connected to wall 2 to the west and to wall 5 approximately 1 meter to the north in
relation to wall 2. The wall has been destroyed in two places; there is a gap 40 cm wide (3A)
after about 4.30m from south, the wall continues 1 meter and then there is a new gap of about
1 meter (3B), probably caused by the profile bank that still remains. The destruction at 3A
could have been caused by the forestry service or by a destruction that was made during
ancient times. There is alarge ditch running almost across the whole excavation area and it is
clearly visible in the profile drawings. The ditch will be dealt with as a separate feature later
in the report. In wall 3 there seems to be two, possibly three different building phases. The
limestone section (3C) lies in the northernmost part of the wall. This section consists of
limestone in three-four layers. The middle section of the wall (3D) consists of large rounded

stones in two layers that are dug into a clayish layer just above the conglomerate. At the most
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southern part of the wall, that could be a third phase, there are just the foundation stones |eft.
Nevertheless they are clearly in relation to the rest of the wall. Further excavations in the

profile bank between A16907 and A33624 will probably prove that thisis a part of acorner.

4. The southern E-W section

Length: 2.59

Width: 0.40

Orientation: SE-NW

A very fragmented wall consisting of three large stones in a row, situated directly above the
conglomerate. The largest stone has been cracked in several pieces and does have a very
unusual shape. The three stones are hewn limestone. The facts that could prove this to be a
wall in relation to wall 1 and 3 is the internal alignment, the alignment with the end of wall
1's southern end. Furthermore there is an amost complete absence of finds to the south of the
wall, while to the north there are substantia find quantities. It is possible that there was
originally a more substantial wall here, but that it was destroyed by the construction and
maintenance of the firebreak. Alternatively, perhaps there was a lighter, more open structure

to the south.

5. The eastern section

Length: 7.18 m

Width: 0.4-05m

Orientation: SW-NE

The eastern wall (5) can be subdivided into three (5A-C). 5A, next to wall 3, consists of
coarsely hewn, moderately large blocks of limestone. This section is built in two shifts. Here
also, since 1998 the stones have been severely damaged, and some of the larger stones are

cracked and splintered into small pieces.

To the south from wall 5A there is a cluster of large cobbles, they are in arow, parallel to the
wall and measures about 2.57x0.47x0.30m (G). The gap between the dressed limestone wall
and the rounded cobbles is due to a small exploratory trench, dug in 1998 to uncover the
depth of the visible limestone foundation. The largest rock measures 1.23 m in circumference.
One imaginable interpretation is that it might be the foundations for an interior bench or other

structure.
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Section “B” is severely damaged and there only remain five stones made of hewn limestone
in the middle section. “The stones here are not of the same size as those found in the rest of
the wall, nor are they hewn in the same fashion as in 5A or 5C.” (Aquist 1999). This
observation might indicate that this section is from a different building phase than the rest of
the wall; unfortunately this section is probably in worst condition. 4C was analysed in 1998
and the observations was that the wall was constructed on a shallow layer of pebbles

(probably conglomerate). The stones are generally larger than the other sectionsin “5” (Ibid.).

Of special interest is aso the chisel marks now visible on three of the stones (stone D, E and
F). The carvings on stone 5E produce a chevron pattern (fig.11) while the others seem to be
chiselled in a single direction. The patterns are about 1-2 mm deep and have probably been
carved by a 1 cm blade. The cultural significance of the patterns is obscure, but one
suggestion is that the technique by which they have been carved is Phoenician. Future
investigation could probably lead to a more specific dating .The stones are heavily cracked,
mostly because of the bulldozers but also due to the exposure to the wind and the sun. To the
North of wall C there is another concentration of medium size rocks that goes in two rows,
paralel with the wall (H). The concentration measures 1.94x0.46 m. The similarities with

structure B are striking, but the stonesin H are somewhat smaller.

The different stone types might indicate various phases. However, the variation might also

indicate reuse of building material.

6. The easternmost section

Length: 4.63 m

Width: 0.65-0.78 m

Orientation: N-S

This is section is the most massive wall uncovered at the house 1 site. It is approximately 0.2
m wider than the other walls and it is also the highest with up to four shifts. The stones are
relatively large limestone blocks and the filling consists of small-medium size stones and a
few naturaly rounded. The wall was originally interpreted as a homogenous construction
(Aquist 1999), but later excavations has shown that the northern part lay substantially deeper
than any other wall remains at the site, while the base of the southern part of the wall (south

of the interstice) was at the same level as the rest of house 1, and only consists of a shift of
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stones directly on the soil (very similar to wall 1). Wall 6 has been destroyed at both ends,

probably as aresult of the reforestation programme.

The northern part of Wall 6 is probably the oldest section in house 1. Future excavations will
hopefully reveal if there are any adjacent walls similar to this one, allowing the construction
of amore coherent history of the architectural development in this part of the Mt. Polizzo city.
The northern part is probably assumed to be oldest, and lay obliquely in relation to the later
walls at house 1. If this older foundation was reused at the time of the final phase of house 1,
it seem that the wall was lengthened to the south when room 2 was constructed. If thisis the
case it is architecturally puzzling that the builders chose to lengthen the wall along the same
orientation as the older section, instead of aligning it with the new wall sections. However, the
reuse of foundations (and building materials) is clearly a common feature in the city, as
demonstrated by the Tusa house (Tusa 1971, Morris et a. 2000).

Tentative I nter pretations of the walls

There are at least six different building phases represented at house 1. First there is some
fragmentary structural remains representing a distinct phase before ca. 600 BC. Later the
structure was obviously expanded, changed and rebuilt on several occasions in the course of
the latest phase, i.e. represented by the highest lying, most extensive structures. In more
absol ute terms the ceramics indicate this phase to have been approximately 600-550 BC.

The northern part of wall 6 is probably the oldest phase (based on the alignment depth of base
and the thickness of the wall, it is about 20-30 cm thicker than the other walls). This could
indicate that the wall supported a heavier |oad/structure than the other walls (Aqvist 1999). It
is likely that both rounded and dressed stones from this wall could have been reused later
when the later structures were built. The orientation seems to following the local slope
topography. The similarities between wall 6 and walls found at the acropolis are notable,
walls belonging to structures quite different from house 1. At the moment wall 6 and the
acropolis seem to represent a characteristic architectural feature in the city, and may indicate
more traditiona architecture than the late phase at house 1. The stratigraphical sequence

provides some indications, unfortunately not conclusive, that we have at |east two phases.

Even though different building techniques have been used and the walls seems to have been

expanded several times, it seems like walls 1-5 have been parts of a structure that at some
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point stood at one time. This is supported by the similar alignment of the walls and the fact
that they are placed in afashion meaningful in relation to each other. It is of course difficult to
judge which one of the walls that represent the oldest phase. However, wall 2 and the northern
part of three seem to represent a single building phase (i.e. rooms 3 & 4), cf. interstice fig.12.
The southern section of wall 3 seemsto be added later, indicating that (parts of?) rooms 1 & 2
were added later. Wall 5 seems to have been built between existing walls, thus also a later
feature — making rooms 2 & 5 later additions.

A small Bronze Age axe was found in room 2. The section north of wall 2 has disappeared,
but in accordance with the two entrances and the two wall-sections in wall 3 and 2 indicates
that at least two rectangular rooms were located here. Rectangular buildings are known from
Sicily since middle Bronze Age (Procelli 1995:170). In Naxos a house similar to house 1 has
been found and the oldest phase in this building is very alike wall 2 and the interpretation of
the origina plan of this section presented in this report (Dominguez.1989:101). This
argument, tracing architectural elements back to the Bronze Age, runs counter to the tentative
attempt at a chronological argument above, based on local architecture.

The rest of the artefact material from the floor level, of course does not support such an early
date. However, it would seem that floors were kept clean, and there was no progressive

deposition of material or sediments.

The walls has been damaged by the forestry service in recent years, but the amount of
building material that has been found is not enough to support the idea that the walls have
been much higher than they are today. It is probable that a significant part of the walls and
roof were built with organic material, wood, mud and wattle-daub. The fired clay in rooms 1,
3 & 5, support this conclusion, while some poorly fired, rectangular bricks found in these
rooms suggest the use of mud-brick. Similar solutions are for example known from
Morgantina (Leighton 1999:194). Daub and thatching as roof material was still in use at some
settlements on Sicily in the 6™ century B.C., but was |ater replaced by ceramic tiles (Albanesi-
Procelli1996:170). A line of rounded stones in room 1 indicates the possibility of at least one
interior wall, dividing that space into two sections. The stone rows parallel to wall 5 suggests
that at least two interior benches have been placed inside the structure. To give an idea of how
the house plane might have looked like we have made an interpretation that must be regarded
with caution (fig. 13).
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5. Contexts

A number of discrete structural or contextual feature have been identified in the course of
excavations. As they often consist of several ID numbers, and are bound up with other finds,
they have provisionally been assigned context letters. The general location of the contexts is
indicated on fig. 2.

Context A: Depression, platform & internal structure (hearth/oven?)

Size: ca3min diameter.

Orientation: Southwestern corner.

Location: room 1, southwestern corner, 2A4049/3398.

Id: 14228

Structure 1A 14316/context A consists of a depression or possibly pit, dug down in to the
conglomerate bedrock. The structure is situated in the southwestern corner of house one
directly against the western wall (1) relation to the wall. The pit is about 5 m in
circumference; the structure is not yet fully excavated, but seems to be approx. 5 to 10 cm
under the floor level otherwise. Excavations have come down to a large piece of orange
coarse ware in or flanking the eastern side of the depression. (fig.7). Five pieces of calcareous
sandstone (originally a single slab?), the largest about 30x40 cm, have also been laid down in
a similar fashion, forming a small platform (1A14363) on the southern perimeter of the
depression. Quantities of large building stones have been found over and around the structure,
particularly to the north indicating that the pit has been enclosed, built over or somehow
connected to an internal construction (profile 2). The building material was jumbled with a
guantity of pots and vessels. Underneath this came a layer with large concentrations of
charcoal and soot. Lots of different pots have been found above the floor, mostly indigenous
pots, white dlip, black dlip, brown slip and some red painted ware. Some of the pots were
almost intact when they were found and stones from the surrounding structure had smashed
others. (fig. 14) Two pieces of Corinthian black painted ware were found above 1A 14363 and
almost 20kg of sherds from a vessel interpreted as a Phoenician cooking pot (Dixon 1998:5)
was found above 1A 14316. The interpretation of the Phoenician material has been questioned
but nevertheless does the ceramic belong to a cooking vessel. The structure did also contain at
least five or six pieces of compact terracotta bricks in the sizes of 13.5x13.5 cm, the practical
application for the bricks is unknown but a suggestion is that they could have been used as

building material in the furnace. Larger bricks have also been found in at least 3 different
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sizes, their shape are more irregular, with a larger base than top and a hole from one short end
to the other. (fig.15) The largest weighted about 800 grams and measured about 10x10x20
cm, the smallest measured 8x6x4cm. They could have been used as mouthpieces in a large
bellow that regulated the temperature in the furnace. To conclude it seems like the base of
structure 1A 14316 was dug down into the conglomerate and at least partly had a covering
structure built with blocks of dressed limestone. The large amount of wattle-dab might
indicate that the interior of the structure was covered. The mouthpieces could have been used
to regulate the flow of air, perhaps with the help of a bellow. The air access, the soot and
charcoal, the fact that only rooms connected with the structure and the large amounts of utility
vesselsindicate that this area and structure were used as a hearth or oven. It might also double
as apottery kiln. A Corinthian votive plague from the sixth century B.C. depicts a pottery kiln
and this might give us an idea how the kiln was constructed (Sparkes1990:22). Exactly how
the construction was designed and what its purpose was is cannot be ascertained, but our

immediate interpretation is that in might have been some sort of hearth or oven.

It would seem odd that a construction that would generate tremendous heat and represent a
constant source of fire would be located indoors. In interpreting the southern “wall” in room
1, we have previously been open to the idea that the structure here was open and/or very light.

Having an area open to the south would have provided ventilation and light in what was

clearly aworking space.

Context B: Semi-circular line of boulders

Length: ca 5m.

Width: ca 30cm.

Location: along west side of wall 1, 2A3398/4049.

Id: 14508

Starting about 50 cm west of wall 1 there is a 5-meter long chain of boulders placed in a semi-
circle. The chain is broken in the middle, for about 1,5 meter. The largest boulder is ca 1
meter in circumference and the smallest is ca 0.5 meters. The practical use of the semicircleis
unknown but it could possibly be part of an older phase that was built around context A (thus
indicating that context A originated at an earlier phase) or some external structure related to

house 1. As noted previously, no artefacts indicate the age or function of this structure.
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Context C: Circular raised platform associated with (loom) weights

Length: 1.22 in diameter.

Width: 1 m.

Location: north-eastern part of room 1, against wall 2, just inside doorway, 2A3398.

ID: 32355

Context C was found 30 centimetres below the surface in the 6™ mechanical layer, in the
northern part of room 1, sq. 3398. The construction was originally round, but a maor
disturbance in the western part of square has cut part of the structure away. The construction
issimple; fifteen round stones (intact at time of excavation) have been arranged in acircle, the
area inside the stone-ring had been filled with clay and pebbles. The top has been paved with
pebbles. A profile in the structure has shown that the filling is 10-15 centimetres deep, this

means that the structure is elevated above the floor level.

In the course of excavation, documentation demonstrates that in the second mechanical layer
(20 centimetres below surface) there was also a stone ring, not identified at the time. Though
not necessarily filled with clay and pebbles, the evidence suggests the structure was ca. 30
centimetres higher, the upper part perhaps consisted of a small stone ring. (fig.8) At thislevel
21 small terracotta-weights were found and there seems to be a clear relationship between the
structure and the weights is expected (fig.16). Similar weights have been found at several
other places in house 1 and elsewhere on the site, but only as single pieces (fig.37). The
weights are about 7 centimetres wide and 3 centimetres thick, some of them have stamps at
the bottom and all have a perforation from one long side to the other. The original
interpretation was that the terracotta-weights are loom-weights. If so, it might seem that
context C was associated with weaving, perhaps a loom leaned against the wall here. The
platform and the higher ring of stones could then have been a “container” for the (loom)

weight

A handloom from ancient Greece, needed about 40 loom-weights in order to be effective, the
total sum of clay-bricksin house 1 at the close of the 2000 excavation season is close to that
number, 32 pieces so far. One large concentration of ceramicsis also associated with the

semicircle; thiswill be dealt with in the finds chapter.

Context D: Two limestone drums, column bases?

Size: 80 cm.
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Location: room 3, along wall 2, 2A35009.

ID: 11213/11202

Two round limestone bases, interpreted as column or object bases, were found in room three
immediately next to wall 2 in the second mechanical level. Note the close relation to the arch
inwall (2G).(fig. 9). The two bases are round and are without decoration. They measure 0,80
m in circumference 15 cm in diameter and are 25 cm high; they are made out of hewn
limestone. No relation to any find has yet been established, but they seem to be in-situ which
could indicate that they have been used either as bases either for roof-supports or ornate
pillars in sg9.3071 (with pillars made of wood), or pedestals for small objects (e.g., statues?)

made of ceramics, stone or organic material - now destroyed or removed from the site.

Context E: Large limestone drum, roof support, column base?

Size: 153 cm.

Location: centrally placed in room 2, 2A3060/3055.

ID: 36370

A large “column base”, 1,53 in circumference, was found in the profile bank between squares
2A 3060 and —3065 in room 2. Though substantially larger, the shape is reminiscent of the
columns described above from context D. The position of the base in the middle of room 2

could indicate that it supported a pillar.

Context F: square limestone block

Size: 60X40 cm.

Location : room 1, 2A3065.

ID: 13184

The stone is a large block porous limestone (coral?) that seems to be solidly dug into the
underground, even bedrock. The measurements are 60x40x40, oriented in a north-south
direction. The western side of the stone has two holes, 25 centimetres apart. Located in the
eastern half of room 1, square 3065. A number of artefacts are found around the stone, and
especialy two have been interpreted as related to the stone: Two large pieces of coarse ware
seem to form parts of a pipe-shaped object. One suggestion in the field is that the stone and

the pipe could be parts of an olive oil press.

Context G: Nicheinwall 2
Size: 80x40 cm.
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Location: In wall 2, facing into room 1, just south of interstice 2-2f (the wall dividing rooms 3
& 4).

ID: 33445

The structure is previously discussed in connection with room 1 and wall 2. It is incorporated
in wall 2 and constitutes an integral part of the section (fig. 10). The niche forms an arch in
the wall 80-60 cm wide, 40 cm deep and 40 cm high. Originaly filled with silty-sand, small
pebbles and a few pieces of orange coarse ware, the niche produced no noteworthy objectsin
the course of excavation. There are two possible interpretations of the wall’s function: The
first isthat it was meant to be a niche —a small “shelf” in the along the foot of the wall. The
second is that it was made for some constructional purpose, perhaps to lodge abeam for a
continuation of the northern section in wall 2, which never was built or destroyed. Most of the
evidence speaks for the first alternative based on the shape of the vault.

Context H: Ditch (modern?)

Size approx. 0.4x 8 metres.

Location: 2A3398/4049, 3065, 3060.

A ditch runs through house 1, through the gap in context B, wall 1, across room 1 and over to
wall 3. The ditch is about 40 cm deep and is most visible in the profile baulks, especially the
eastern profile-bank facing sq. 3065 (profile 3). The sail filling of the ditch consists of some
jumbled pottery and large building stones, and is secondary. More detailed studies of in situ
pottery distribution should help to better delimit the disturbance. It is most likely modern, but
may have been made in antiquity.

Context |: Doorways between room 1 & 3/4.

Size approx. 1.25m

Location: In walls between room 1 and 3 &4, 2A3509/3071/3076.

Two doorways, 1,25 m wide, lead from room 1 to 3 and 4, respectively. The walls are
described in connection with wall 2. Noteworthy is that the burnt clay and charcoal can be

followed through the doorway between room 1 and the two smaller northern rooms.

6. Finds: ceramic materials

This section of the report is meant as a preliminary presentation of the vast material. Although
some initial interpretative observations have been made, efforts so far have concentrated on

the basic processing, description and characterisation in a catalogue that is a necessary
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fundament for various in-depth studies of the material. Pottery lists were compiled by
Christopher Dixon in 1998 and by Emma Blake in 1999 and 2000. The lists are nearly
complete records over the ceramic finds, including various tallies, measurements (size and

weight), descriptions (fabric, décor, shapes, body parts) and some classification.

As mentioned above, a digital system to record the finds (DAD) was used in the field, and
each object or group of sherds is assigned a unique ID. This ID is the “code” that gives a
common for al analysis and processing. DAD has also been used to record excavation units,
walls, building material, pollen samples, macrofossil samples and other features in the
landscape.

The following is based on Dixon’s (see 1998 report) and Blake's catalogues. Processing still
remains to be done, the 1998 and 1999/2000 databases need to be coordinated, and of course
excavations at house 1 are not concluded. Results and figures will therefore change in the
future. So far the number of pottery sherds from house 1 is approximately 24600 pieces. Of
these 5816 pieces are coarser wares, probably pithoi sherds and orange coarse ware (table 2).

Therest isfrom smaller vessels, bowls, jugs, plates and containers.

Ceramics interpreted as imported raise questions, and have been of particular interest (if for
no other reason than their potential for providing a date). They may also prove important to
the interpretation of inter-relationships between the inhabitants of Monte Polizzo and other
groups like the Sicani, the Siculi, the Greeks and the Punics/Phoenicians. The provisional
distribution of the imported ceramicsin house 1 is presented in table 3 (1999 & 2000).

Ceramics
The pottery material that has been found in house 1 islarge and varied, and at this stage a
more thoroughly investigation of the material is planned initiated in the autumn 2001.

A number of pots were found broken, but aimost complete. So far a total of 198 complete or
nearly complete pots have been identified (table 5). Christopher Dixon’s 1998 report divided
the find material into several categories and a short summary of his report is provided here.
The assemblage was divided into three categories: Local wares, imported wares and those of
uncertain origin. Among the local wares is the MP (Monte Polizzo) ware, (fig. 17) which is

characterized by semi-lustrous black surface treatment, the most common type is the carinated
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bowl (fig. 18). An incised grey ware is characterised by open forms with grey or blackish
surface. Otherwise, the grey ware is characterised by grey or black finish and the orange ware
by orange paste and grey core, never decorated. Finally, there are white-dlip ware and white
ware characterised by the white dip over what appears to be orange-use ware . Among the
assumed imported wares is linear ware, similar to white dip but painted and Sant’ Angelo
Muxaro, ceramics produced in Sicily. There are also Corinthian and lonic ceramics in house
1, and some pieces of Attic and Etruscan pots. Among the pieces of uncertain origin are
Orange fine ware, impasto and Punic cooking ware. The number of different types has
expanded, the system of classification has changed, since Dixon made his scheme. Still, the
basic division into indigenous and imported groups seems valid, and Dixon’s report will be

used as areference for the time being.

There are quite a variety of shapes represented in the material from house 1; alist of different
forms can be viewed in (table 6-9). Some of the forms can be more readily related to certain
activities and functions; others are more rare and will be deat with separately. The most
common type — in terms of shear quantities of ceramic material — are from pithoi, large
storage vessels for grains, liquids, etc. (Sparkes 1990:85). The pithoi vessels could possibly
have been made on site. Nanni Schimemi informs us that he believe there is possibly a large
kiln site at Mt. Polizzo, that could have been related to the process of making pithoi. Since
clay sources are relatively common in Sicily it seems like most villages could make their own
pithoi (Leighton.1999:205).

Though all the material is not reviewed, so far it is interesting to note that a mgjority of pithoi
fragments, almost 500 kg or 72% of the total amount, are found outside the eastern wall. This
is an indication that the space outside wall 6 has been used as a storage area. By weight the
pithoi constitute 71% of the total amount of ceramics. By number of sherds the pithoi are
23.6%. It is difficult to judge how many Pithoi vessels that actually were placed in house 1
since they varied quite alot in size. Some could be almost | meters high and weight up to 200
kilos. One large storage vessel was found almost intact in square 3071, the total weight is
unknown but it is amost 0,7 meter high and has a diameter of 0.4 m (fig. 19a & 19Db).
However, when the excavations and cataloguing is complete, the number and distribution of

pithoi bases should provide an indication of numbers and distribution.
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Another large group of storage vesselsis the amphora. Several pieces of indigenous amphorae
have been uncovered (e.g., 1F13383,fi. 20). Interesting at the present stage are undoubtedly
the imported ones. According to Dixon, pieces from a Corinthian A amphora, a “SOS’ Attic
amphora and an Etruscan amphora has been found in house 1. More generaly, it has been
suggested that these containers were used to store and ship oil and other commodities
(Sparkes1990:80, Whitbread 1995:257). The distribution of transport amphorae is elsewhere
interpreted as one of the earliest signs of the growing dependency of local inland economies
on the surrounding world, and on the exchange system between Greeks, Phoenicians and
indigenous peoples (Albanesi Procelli.1996:174). The most common Greek amphora on
Sicily isthe A amphora, the “SOS’ amphora is not as common and the Etruscan amphora has
only been found on a few other locations on Sicily. (ibid.) Although the distribution of
Etruscan goods in Sicily suggests that they could have penetrated the island from several
entry points, the early date and western location of Mt. Polizzo suggests Motya to be the most
likely port (Dixon 1999).

The evaluation of the amphorais of course tentative and there are difficulties to single out the
indigenous amphorae as a group since their close resemblance with the rough pithoi ware. We
have therefore chosen not to deal with them in the statistics until we with more confidence
about their appearance. However, the overall impression is that they with few exceptions has

been located in room one, two and outside wall 6.

In terms of number of sherds and vessel, the most common ceramic types in house 1 is
somewhat coarse, assumed to be locally made white-slip, incised grey-ware and denta di lupo.
Since this group needs more work no reliable statistics has been made. Among the incompl ete
and complete pots 189 (of 198) are of indigenous origin, some of them are “copies’ of Greek
types. In the following presentation of different types of ceramics we have continued to divide
along the lines assumed imported and assumed indigenous. Some of the specimens are

illustrated with photographs from the excavation.

Indigenous ceramics

Among the pots that have been made in Sicily it is still difficult to sort out the types that were
been made at Mt. Polizzo, or, more generally, locally. Dixon attempted to sort out some
ceramics that seem typical for the local community at Mt. Polizzo, and termed them MP ware
(fig.17). His division was based solely on the 1998 material, and more work needsto be done.
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Another problem with the indigenous ceramics is that no accurate chrono-typological system
is established. However, some local wares imitate Greek or general Mediterranean styles, so
these might provide some pegs for building a system. Imported Greek vessels are found in-
context with indigenous wares —also Greek imitations, and a foundation for working out an
accurate system should be present. Examples in case are the two trefoil oinochai F35070
(fig.21) and F341216 (fig. 22) found in 3060 and 3398. 34126 is Corinthian import, while the
other seems to be indigenous. We also have the two lids F35206 (fig. 23) and 1A 36419 (fig.
24), the first possibly made locally, asit fits into Dixon’s MP ware category, while the second
is imported from Greece. A vessel that also could be a copy is the askos F35136 with incised
leaves (fig. 25), as far as we know rare or unique in a Sicilian context. In relation to the askos
it is aso worth to mention the many handles that were found neatly arranged together beside
the pot. It isuncertain if they have a direct relation, but it seems like they have been placed on
the spot in their actual condition and not primarily deriving from collapsed pots (fig. 26) In
the same context parts of a hydria, with brown and red surface (1F32602) (fig. 27), was
found.

The capaduncola (1A13970) is also a rare piece. Similar anthromorphic pieces have been
found in other parts of Sicily, a piece from Segesta has been dated to perhaps as earlt as the 8"
century BC (Tusa.1992:493). Capeduncoli have been viewed as typically Elymian. The fact
that the piece was found in context outside wall 6 could indicate that we have an early phase,
predating the main phase, since most of the imported ceramics have been dated to the first
half of the sixth century.

The most common form among the indigenous pottery seems to be different types of bowl
and plates. One example is the above-mentioned F36419, other examples are F9103 and
F8914 (fig. 28). Pot 1F 3639 (fig.29) has a very unusua handle shape which is almost
identical with the handles on 11888 (fig. 30). The carinated bowls are also common like
1A1297 and 1A859 (fig. 18). 1A32313 is an open bowl made of fine ware with a brownish
core, and black burnished, possibly “bucchero” . Plate 1A35833 has moderately coarse fabric
(fig. 32).
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Imported ceramics

Among the incomplete pots so far reviewed from house 1, nine seem to be Greek imports, or
4.76% of the total number, among the sherds counted by weight about 2.5 %. These numbers
will probably increase in the future, but nevertheless the imported representation among the
ceramics is not overwhelming. Still, imported ceramics are important, as they provide the
most accurate chronological pegs (e.g. Morris.1996). The majority of the imported ceramics
derives from Corinth, but there are also Attic, lonan and Etruscan examples, possibly also

Puni c/Phoenician.

The Corinthian pottery has been dated to the first quarter of the sixth century BC, and since
they were found in closed contexts this provides the date for the final phase of house 1. In
order to provide an idea of the imported material, mention will be made of afew pots (2 have
already been mentioned above). The most common shape among the imported wares is the
kotyle, two examples are F32209 and F35262, both dated to around 650-550 BC (fig. 32a &
32b). The ware is fine yellow-grey buff, painted in black. Another example is a small Greek
pedistal cup (F35846)(fig. 33), the ware is fine, light brown, coloured with red and black
stripes (similar to a more trumpet-shaped specimen found in Selinunte, 4369, Dehl von
Kaenel1995: 408. A pyxislid (1F8) was found in A3076, the decorative scheme is geometric,
resembling early proto-Corinthian wares (fig. 34a & 34b). Dixon dated it to late 7" to
beginning of 6 century BC. An interesting piece was found in A3060; F12023 (fig. 35) a pot
with a round body and narrow neck; it is light yellow, and probably a Corinthian import. The
shape is difficult to trace but it is probably an aryballos (cf. Sparkes 1990: 80). Finally, even
though still not processed, a Greek alabastra is worth mentioning (1F37113). The vessel is

oval shaped, cream white with an orange core (fig. 37).

Terracotta
There are numerous “terracotta’ objects that are not vessels: 32 as of 2000 (table 3-4).
Generally this material has a coarse loose fabric, seems poorly fired and is poorly preserved

and fragmentary. There are, however, exceptions.
The largest group is represented by the terracotta weights found in most parts of the house 1,

but with 22 pieces found together in A3398. They lay asif they were originally in a pouch or

anet (fig. 17) that was laid on top of the round platform context C in room 1. These weights
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weigh between 100 and 350 grams each (fig. 37). The conclusion so far is that they are loom-

weights. Similar weights have been found in most excavated trenches at Mt. Polizzo.

As referred to earlier in this report at least several terracotta “bricks’, larger than the weights
described above, have been found in square 4049/3398. The largest is weighs 1100 grams
(fig. 16). At least three of them are perforated through the long axis. The perforated
specimens are found in association with context C, i.e. the oven/hearth. An initial
interpretation is that they could be mouthpieces for a bellow or to regulate the airflow to the
fire.

In addition to the “perforated bricks’, there are also several large, rectangular, non-perforated,
non-decorated terracotta bricks. These are interpreted as mud-bricks, preserved due to firing
through the heat of the fire in room 1. The bricks support interpreting house 1 as an organic

and mud-based structure on top of a stone foundation.

The “terracotta’ objects, and especialy the mud-bricks, thus seem to be preserved due to the
lucky circumstancesin room 1, supporting the interpretation concerning the fire in this area of
house 1.

Finally, mention should be made of large poorly burnt, loose flat fragments of terracotta-like
material, the best example perhaps the round platform/dish/tray found next to/ on top of the
structure at context A (oven/hearth in room 1, A4049). This group, not summed up, might
represent a heterogeneous group consisting of platforms, building material, large vessel bases
and flat dishes.

7. Finds: Non-ceramic materials

In addition to the ceramic materials, 62 objects of stone, bronze, iron, amber, obsidian, ivory
and faience (table. 3) have also been recovered as of 2000. These have been documented in
the same fashion as the ceramic materials.

Bronze

Twenty-two bronze objects have been found in house 1 as of the 2000 year season. These

include a bronze ring, 10 bronze beads and a bronze backed ivory brooch. The bronzes are
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presented in table 4. At the moment we cannot point out any particular distributional pattern,

but the bronze material should complement spatial anaysis based on other elements.

The beads are relatively small and have most likely been part of bracelets or necklaces. A rod
shaped bronze, ending in a broken loop at one end (1F14294, fig 38), is interesting because an
identical trinket has been found in one of the graves that have been excavated at the
necropolis (1F441239). Similar bronze trinkets has been found in the Finocchito necropalis,
dated to about 730-650 BC (Breal957:161). The Mt. Polizzo contexts suggest a date of ca
600-570, thus expanding the chronological range.

The bronze/bone brooch has a bronze backing and pin and round bone disk, about 2 cm in
diameter (fig. 39). It is decorated with a pattern of dots enclosed in small circles that run
along the edge. The flattened rivet head isin the centre of the bone disk. This piece was found
in A3504, i.e. in the eastern area where the capeduncola was found. The pattern of this ssimple
piece has elements in common with another, composite ivory brooch, but backed but iron, and
therefore described below

Iron

21 iron objects have been collected from house 1 as of 2000, typically small, unidentifiable
fragments. A few objects are more coherent. The dagger blade and the iron-backed brooches
were conserved by the personnel at the Sopreintendenza’s laboratory at the museum in

Selinunte.

An iron blade (1F6076, fig. 40), probably a large dagger blade was found in 3055 in
association with local ceramic bowls. The blade probably cannot offer a more precise cultural
or chronological positioning of the site, however it does not contradict the general

impressions otherwise.

Two iron backed composite bone brooches (1A 11008, fig. 41) were found in square 3076 has
some elements in common (dots and circles) with the bronze-backed brooch mentioned
above. One of them is co, small and large and the other is rectangular also with engraved
circles. The rectangular piece has concentric rings, a pattern that is fairly common,
widespread and in use in the Mediterranean from the Bronze Age (ca.1300 BC). The Greeks
introduced the use of iron in fibulae in the 8" century BC (Brea 1957:160).
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Sone

In this group we exclude the enormous amount of building material associated with house 1

and concentrate on the distinct artefacts.

Five grinding stones have been found in the area, at least three were found in closed contexts
and certainly belong to the activities that went on in the structure (fig. 42). The size, shape
and the material of the stones have not been documented, yet. Soil samples for pollen analysis

have been collected in association with these.

In sg. A3071 (room 4) a small polished stone-axe was discovered (fig. 43). The axe was
recovered on the floor level, “contextually contemporaneous’ with the Iron Age material.
However, typologically a Late Bronze Age date is indicated. The axe might have been
deposited at house 1 along with the masses that were used to create a larger level building
space along the conglomerate ridge’s north bank. However, a similar but smaller axe with a
perforated neck was found at Portella Sant’ Anna in 1999. This piece seems to have been an
amulet or the like. It would therefore seem that a valid suggestion is that the house 1 axe was
intentionally brought into the house, either a antique souvenir or perhaps a ritual object or

heirloom.

In addition to the above material, a obsidian flake and a obsidian core have been recovered

from sg. A3398 in house 1.

Faience and amber

In addition to the above afaience bead and amber pearl have been found in context.

8. Find distributions: impressions

There seem to be some moderately clear patterns in the find-distribution emerging at house 1.
These patterns suggest differential activity zones and socially designated areas. The pithoi and
some amphorae outside the western wall indicate a storage area, perhaps outside the house but
under a roof. On the other hand, the capeduncola, the brooches and the finer ceramics at the
floor level might be an indication that we also have an older phase in the structure. The finer

ceramics in this area is limited and there is little imported Greek ware. Excavations will
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continue here in 2001. Several other rooms contained at least one large storage vessels (pithoi

and others).

It is difficult to judge how much imported ceramics there was in room 3 & 4 but the finer
ceramics and other finds suggest that these rooms were not solely used for storage. Especially
room 3 illustrates the point: hardly any large storage vessels were found, but imported finds
like a painted cup with pedestal and a pyxis lid originate here. Unfortunately these rooms are

severely damaged and the picture isincompl ete.

Inrooms 1 & 2 large amounts of pots, plates, bowls and other vessels more or less cover the
floor. In room 1, 48 separate plates and vessels have so far been identified, at least 7
imported. In room 2, 67 separate vessels have been identified as of 2000, at least one
imported. Within these groups, 3 or 4 large concentrations of pottery can be identified. The
first isin the northwestern corner in the house around context C, it stretches through 3398 and
3065 (the intervening area between what seems to be a southern and northern concentration is
not completely excavated). Though not fully excavated as of 2000, the concentration(s)
contain(s) considerable amounts of imported ceramics and variable shapes and designs in

indigenous pottery.

The second cluster is in the southeastern corner of 3065 stretching into 16907, this
concentration is only partially excavated, as the profile-balk still remains here. Here, imported
ceramics are found. The gap between this concentration and the one to the west mentioned
above that seems to run through 2A 3065 validates considering if a light wall or division was

erected here.

The third cluster is in 3055, where approximately 40 plates, pots and bowls can be identified.
There seems to be a virtual absence of imported ware here:  The magjority of pieces are
indigenous, and most of them, at the moment at least 20, are bowls. The concentrations and
spread of different shapes can be viewed in table xx and table xx and fig. Xx..

In addition to the ceramics, a majority of non-ceramic artefacts have been found in room 1

and 2. At least one grinding stone was used in room 1, while two grinding stones are found

in room 2 and 3 each. The iron dagger was found in room 2 with the indigenous bowls.
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The large cluster of terracotta-weights in room 1 over context C. These observations should
provide a solid basis for initiating spatial activity studies, despite the destruction of parts of
the house 1.

9. Bibliography
Albanese-Procelli, R.M. 1996. Greeks and indigenous peoplein eastern Sicily. In Leighton,

R. (ed.), Early societiesin Scily. Accordia Specialist studies on Italy, volume 5. London.

Bréa, B. L. 1957. Scily Before the Greeks. Thames and Hudson, London.

Dehl- von Kaenel, C. 1995. Die Archaische Keramik aus dem Malophosos-Heiligtumin

Salinunt. Staatliche Museen zu Berlin. Preussicher Kulturbesitz. Berlin.

Dixon, C.A. 1999. Notes on the Ceramic Assemblage. In Scandinavian-Scilian

archaeological Project, Annual Report 1998. Available at http:://www.hf.uio.no/iakk/sicilia.

Dominguez, A.J. 1989. La Colonizacion Greiga en Scilia. Greigos, Indigenasy Punicos en
la Scilia Arcaica. Interraccion y Aculturacion. BAR-Int’| ser. 549.

Hjelle, K. 2001. Pollen analytical investigations in the Scandinavian-Sicilian Archaeological
Project (SSAP) 1999-2000. Available at http:_://www.hf.uio.no/iakk/sicilia.

Leighton, R. 1999. Scily Before History. Duckworth, London.

Morris, I. 1996. The absolute chronology of the Greek coloniesin Sicily. Acta Archaeologica,
67: 51-59. Copenhagen.

Prescott, C. 1999. Excavations at "House 1" Monte Polizzo, 1998. Scandinavian-Scilian
Archaeological Project, Annual Report 1998. Available at http:://www.hf.uio.no/iakk/sicilia

Sparkes, B.A. 1991. Greek Pottery: An Introduction. Manchester University Press.
Manchester.

Tusa, S. 1992. La Scilia nella Preistoria. (2nd ed). Sellerio, Palermo.

37



Tusa, V. 1973. L’ attivita archeol ogica della soprintendenza alle antichia della Sicilia
occidentale nel quadriennio 1968-1971. Kokalos 1972-73, 392-410. Palermo.

Whitbread, |. K. 1995. Greek Transport Amphorae: A Petrological and Archaeological Sudy.
Athens.

Aquist, C. 1999. House 1: description and initial interpretation of the walls. Scandinavian-
Scilian Archaeological Project, Annual Report 1998. Available at:
http://www.hf.uio.no/iakk/sicilia

38



ROOM Square  |Nr.2000 |Weight (kg)|Nr. 1999 Weight (kg.) |Nr. 1998 Weight (kg.)
Room 1 4049 411 4.369 2277 39.051 35 0.385
3398 481 8.148 158 3.126 387 13.165
3065 806 7.081 1338 13.862 332 37.18
16907 925 8.806
Room 2 3060 219 1.883 1754 15.369 219 14.48
3055 162 0.582 801 4.251 2299 23.475
Room 3 3509 30 0.198 369 2.804
Room 4 3071 1468 13.003 340 24.2
Room 5 3076 1419 41.216 328 35.29
3081 1097 9.174 247 8.84
Exterior 3504 3630 246.364 1697 209.64
3499 1203 163.294 30 1.395 125 2.8
Total 4237 194.361 14341 389.651 6009 369.455
Table 1. Total weight and number of the ceramic finds.
Room Sq. Nr. | Pithoi weight (kg) |Greek 1998 Weight (g)[ Greek 2000| Weight (g)
Room 1 4049 11 55 23 48
3398 4.8 10 40 24 57
3065 88 1 15 126 287
16907 183 377
Room. 2 3060 20 16 88
3055 31 130 46 50
Room 3 3509 2 1 5
Room 4 3071 9.1 1 15
Room 5 3076 64.8 12 25
3081 1.8 2 25
Exterior 3504 342 4 30
3499 152 1 1
sum 5816 684.5 (kg) 72 0.335 (kg) 420 0.913 (kg)
Table 2. Total sum and weight of the Pithoi and imported wares.

(The sum of the pithoi isfrom 1998,1999 & 2000 and from the imported wares from 1998 & 2000.)

Room 1 Room 2 Room 3|Room 4| Room 5 Exterior
Material 4049 | 3398 | 3065 | 16907| 3060 | 3055 3509| 3071 |3076|3081|3504| 3499
Bronze 1 5 4 4 1 1 1 2 1 2
Iron 6 1 2 1 2 3 1 3 1 1
Stone 1 1 1 1 1 1
Amber 2 1
Obsidian 1 1
Bone 2 1
Terracotta 6 22 1 2 2 1 1
Faiance 1

Table 3. Small finds statistics based on material.
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Room 1 Room 2 |Room 3|Room 4| Room 5 Exterior

Item 4049| 3398 [3065]16907|3060|3055| 3509 | 3071 |3076|3081|3504|3499
Bronze ring 1
Bronze trinket 1
Bronze beads 2 2 1 1 1 1
Bronze/bone fibulae 1
Iron dagger 1
Iron/bone fibulae 2
Amber pearl 1
Stone axe 1
Faience pearl 1
Obsidian 1 1
Terracotta-weights 3 22 1 2 2 1 1
Large terracotta bricks 4
Grinding stones 1 1 1 1 1
Table 4. Small finds statistics based on objects.
Room Square number| Complete pots | Incomplete pots| Incomplete imported pots
Room 1 4049 8

3398 1 15 3

3065 12 4

16907 6
Room 2 3060 1 27

3055 1 39
Room 3 3509 3
Room4 3071 3 23 1
Room 5 3076 11

3081 1 14
Exterior 3504 2 19

3499 3

Total 9 180 9
Table 5. Statistics based on incomplete & complete pots.

Room 1 Room 2 Room 3|Room 4 Room 5 Exterior

Shapes 4049| 3398 3065 16907| 3060 | 3055 | 3509 3071 | 3076 | 3081 | 3504|3499
Stemmed plate | 1 1
Bowl 4 2 2 13 1 2 1 1

Table 6. Shapes associated with the consumption of food.
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Room 1 Room 2 |Room 3]Room 4 Room 5 Exterior
Shapes 4049 | 3398 | 3065]16907] 3060|3055 3509 | 3071 | 3076 | 3081 | 3504 | 3499
Amphora 1 1 1
Hydria 1
Krater 1
QOinochoe 1 1
Olpe 1
Askos 1
Kylix 1
Skyphos/cup 7 2 5
Total 1 2 8 4 3 5
Table 7. Shapes associated with the symposion
Room 1 Room 2 |Room 3| Room 4| Room 5 | Exterior
Shapes 4049 | 3398 | 3065| 16907 | 3060 | 3055 3509 3071 [3076]3081| 3504 | 3499
Pyxis lid 1
Lekythos 1
Aryballos 1 1
Alabastra 1

Shape

Number

Lekythos

Askos

Arbyllos

Alabastra

Skyphos

Oinochoe

Hydria

Kotyle

Krater

Kylix

Olipe

Pyxis

Corinthian Amphora A

Etruscan amphora

SOS amphora

Bowl

Plate

Sum

a N =
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Table 9. Shapes represented in House 1.

Table 8. Shapes associated with unguents and cosmetics.
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Profile 1. 1:10 Section seen from West. Exc. Unit 3398. Drawn by Hanna Dahlberg
1. Topsoli, with small amounts of building material. 2. Dark-red-brown layer with large
amounts of in-situ finds. 3. Grey silt sterile layer.

0 _ 0,5 1 meter

Profile 2. 1:20 Section seen from South. Exc. unit 4049 Context A.

Drawn by Annelie Lindberg.

1. Brown-black humus silt. 2. Brown-red humus silt. 3. Layer with burnt clay and wattle-
daub. 4. Soot and Charcoal layer. 5 Brown humus silt.

Profile 3. Profile 1. 1:10 Section seen from East. Exc. Unit 3065. Drawn by Linnea Nordell
1. Topsoli, with small amounts of building material. 2. Dark-red-brown layer with large
amounts of in-situ finds. 3. Grey silt sterile layer.
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