
        
            
                Phase B-3

                New walls and the division of space

                In Phase B-3,
                    the construction of walls SUs 1058, 1135, and 1163 reflects a change in the focus of the activity within the
                    structure, with activity oriented toward the western road and activities to the
                    north. North-south polygonal tufo wall SU 1058 was constructed slightly west of SU 1245; it continues north, as
                    SU 363, on top of the fill of a possible
                    quarry in Area A, for most of its length and only slightly past east-west wall
                    SU 1187, which had divided the courtyard.
                    This wall (SU 1058) was faced nicely on its
                    western side facing the road but was not faced on the eastern side, leaving the
                    rubble packing exposed. This reflects a focus on the activity associated with
                    the road and not the structure itself. The construction of SU 1058 (and its continuation SU 5146 to the south) clearly cut the structure’s western
                    wall SU 1245. Construction cuts SUs 1175 and 1407 also cut the re-pavement of Road 4 (SU 1400) of the previous phase, indicating a general
                    raising of both the road and the courtyard. Construction fills included SUs 1406 and 1174. SU 1162 and a single block,
                    SU 1263, are associated with further
                    patching of SU 5018 and further
                    obliteration of SU 1245.

                Walls SUs 1135 and 1163 and their
                    corresponding construction cuts, SUs 1170
                    and 1171 respectively, were constructed
                    perpendicular to SU 1058 and cut across the
                    courtyard overlying the tufo slab well covers, SU 1188. This construction of these walls directly over the
                    well, clearly demonstrating that the courtyard was no longer in use, seems to
                    indicate that the construction of SUs 1058,
                        1135, and 1163 are associated with the northern part of the
                    courtyard and northern rooms being subsumed as a dumping ground for the
                    activities further north of the structure. SUs 1189 and 1176 represent soil that
                    accumulated or was deposited in between walls SUs 1135 and 1163 and
                    previously constructed walls SUs 1187 and
                        1186.

                Infant Burials

                In Phase B-3, two infant burials are placed in
                    the drains on the eastern side of the house. These burials, tombs 43 and 45, are
                    typical container burials, with roof tiles forming the coffin for each skeleton.
                    In tomb 43, the two imbrices containing the skeleton (SUs 1392 and 1460) are
                    placed into a cut (SU 1461) in the bedrock
                    within the sewer. In tomb 45, the coffin and skeleton (SUs 1479 and 1480) are
                    likewise placed in a cut (SU 1483) that
                    slightly enlarges the sewer. A third infant burial, tomb 32, is of similar date.
                    This burial is roughly aligned to the exterior eastern wall of the house. The
                    skeleton (SU 1349) is placed in a vessel
                    (SU 1338), which is buried on the property
                    in a purpose-made cut (SU 1350). The
                    presence of burials indicates, if nothing else, that the drain was no longer in
                    use. This implies that the house was no longer being maintained, though the
                    drain and walls were likely visible. While the presence of infant burials under
                    the eaves of occupied houses is common in central Italy, the association of
                    burials with buildings abandoned or transformed for industrial use is more
                    tenuous.

                Dumps, robbing, and accumulation of debris

                The earliest
                    dumps appear in Rooms B3 and B5 (SUs 1300
                    and 1242). Immediately on top of SU 1242 is a large dumping layer, SU 1232, and a collapse or rubble layer, SU
                        1222, further indicating disuse and
                    gradual appropriation of the house for refuse deposition.

                Accumulations SUs
                        1165, 1158, 1156, 1320, 1327, and 1340 are bounded by walls SUs 1058 and 5146 to the west and walls SUs 1135 and 1163 in the north, seem
                    to respect the limits of Room B3 (SUs 1183
                    and 1184), but also cover SUs 1387 to the east and 1390 to the south. These large abandonment layers
                    reflect the increasing disuse of the structure. The accumulation of debris seems
                    to indicate that activity may have continued in Room B3.

                This continuation of activity is further
                    supported by the presence of a floor, SU 1198, constructed over a dump, SU 1300, in Room B3. This SU has no relationship to the pre-existing walls
                    or other features, suggesting some activity in the eastern rooms at a later
                    stage. Later, SUs 1275, covering SU 1216 in Room B4, and SUs 1218 and 1168,
                    dating to the 1st c. CE, reflect the loss of visibility of the northern part of
                    wall SU 1183 and dividing wall SU 1299 but respect the east, south, and west
                    boundaries of Room B4.

            

            
                Building materials and local tufo—by Jason
                        Farr

                The Tincu House was built using locally
                    available stone resources, chiefly derived from two separate geological deposits
                    known in the archaeological literature as lapis Gabinus (geologically, the Valle
                    Castiglione ground surge deposit) and tufo lionato (the Villa Senni Eruption
                    Unit). Both are varieties of tufo (in English, tuff) that appear frequently at
                    Rome, where archaeologists have identified them in numerous ancient monuments
                    (for an excellent overview see Jackson and Marra 2006). The lapis Gabinus
                    deposit is found, as the name implies, only in the immediate area of Gabii,
                    including beneath the city itself; the bedrock directly underlying the house, in
                    fact, consists of this type of tufo. The main quarries, many of which are still
                    visible, lie just beyond the city walls to the northeast and are the subject of
                    ongoing research. The tufo lionato deposit, by contrast, can be found over a
                    much wider area. While the famous Aniene quarries are about 10 kilometers to the
                    northwest along the Aniene River, outcrops can also be identified along the
                    "Fosso del Ossa [sic]", which runs northwest from "Osteria dell’Ossa [sic]",
                    just west of Gabii, to the Aniene at Lunghezza. Blocks of both varieties of tufo
                    could thus have been extracted locally, probably within a kilometer or two from
                    the house.

                Identification of geologically distinct tuffs is not always
                    possible macroscopically, and archaeologists have, in the past, conflated or
                    confused different varieties. In our work at Gabii, we have the advantage of
                    on-site comparison with the lapis Gabinus bedrock, and, furthermore, the tuffs
                    with which it is sometimes confused are not local to the area of Gabii. In
                    addition, a number of samples were taken from the excavated remains and analyzed
                    using Inductively Coupled Plasma Mass-Spectrometry (ICP) mass spectrometry,
                    allowing accurate measurement of trace elements such as zirconium, yttrium,
                    niobium, thorium, and tantalum (Farr, Marra, and Terrenato 2015). The ratios
                    between these elements provide a geochemical signature that is unique to a given
                    tufo deposit, allowing us to determine the source of each sample. While no
                    samples have been analyzed from the Tincu House, results from elsewhere in the
                    excavations support the visual identifications below.

                In the initial construction phase of the house, ashlar blocks of
                    lapis Gabinus were used almost exclusively in the opus quadratum walls, at least
                    in the limited number of courses that are preserved. This includes the original
                    northern boundary of the courtyard (SU 1217) and the walls of Rooms B1, B2, and B3 (SUs 1183, 1184, 1185, 1250, 1299, 1308, 1309). Blocks
                    vary somewhat in size and are very badly eroded in places but average about 50
                    cm long, 40 cm wide, and 27 cm high. The southern boundary of the courtyard (SU
                        1390) and the early additions just
                    beyond it to the southeast (SUs 1448, 1449) were built of irregular blocks of
                    lapis Gabinus in combination with rubble. The western wall of the courtyard (SU
                        1245), however, contains a few blocks
                    of tufo lionato, but this may be due to later patching activity. In this early
                    phase, tufo lionato is mainly associated, it seems, with the drainage features
                    of the area: the well-cut carved slabs covering the wellhead (SU 1188) and the large slabs covering the
                    channel itself (SUs 1230, 1410). It also appears in the crushed tufo floor levels
                    throughout the house in this and later phases.

                In the second phase, we see both types of tufo in the construction
                    of the new southern entrance to the courtyard. The threshold itself (SU 1394) is lapis Gabinus, as are the
                    fragmentary blocks just within that may have delimited a small vestibule (SUs 1504, 1505). The small blocks adjacent to the threshold (SUs 1414, 1508) and the
                    nearby wall (SU 1391) associated with the
                    basalt paving of the street beyond it are constructed of tufo lionato, though SU
                        1391 transitions to lapis Gabinus where
                    it extends south beyond the area of the house. The new walls (SUs 1186, 1187) that break up the former open space of the courtyard were built
                    with a mix of materials: larger lapis Gabinus ashlars, most notable in the
                    well-cut blocks at the corner of these walls, and smaller rubble consisting of
                    both types of tuff in addition to roof tiles, basalt, and even travertine. The
                    basalt is probably reused material from nearby street pavements, but it is worth
                    noting that the lava flows from which it must have been extracted lie within two
                    kilometers to the east and west. The small amounts of fragmentary travertine, a
                    stone imported from Tivoli some distance away, are almost certainly reused from
                    an earlier context, perhaps decorative.

                In the dramatic reorganization of Phase B-3, the wall (SU 1058) built west of courtyard wall SU 1245 was constructed with irregular blocks
                    of both types of tuff, and the new walls within the former house (SUs 1135, 1163) were built with small rubble of various materials.

                A number of factors must have been involved in the choice of
                    building materials for the Tincu House, including cost, availability, and the
                    physical properties of the stone. Both lapis Gabinus and tufo lionato were
                    readily available at this time, as they appear throughout the city and in much
                    earlier structures, and the proximity of the quarries would have limited
                    transportation costs for each. Lapis Gabinus is slightly heavier and harder to
                    cut, but, for these reasons, it is more durable and has significant load-bearing
                    capacity. It seems the builders of the house may have understood these
                    qualities, utilizing the more durable lapis Gabinus for the load-bearing walls
                    of the house and the high-traffic threshold and using the lighter tufo lionato
                    for the very large slabs of the drainage features, which would have been more
                    difficult to transport. It is notable that even in the later walls built mainly
                    of rubble, lapis Gabinus blocks were used (or perhaps reused) in key locations
                    such as the lowest course or the corners.

                These findings suggest that stoneworkers at Gabii had an excellent
                    understanding of the structural properties of the local stones, long before
                    lapis Gabinus was introduced at Rome, which was probably no earlier than the
                    mid-2nd c. BCE. The Tincu House thus demonstrates the expertise of Gabine
                    builders and provides an alternative perspective on the economy of stone
                    construction in Mid-Republican Latium, which has usually been approached through
                    the immense public monuments of Rome.

            

            
                The archaeobotanical sampling and processing
                        strategy—by Laura Motta

                The sampling and recovery strategy
                    for faunal and botanical remains in Area B has taken into consideration the
                    depositional history of the contexts and has been informed by a previous
                    experiment carried out in Area A, where a similar stratigraphic sequence had
                    been excavated. In Area A, 40 SUs, interpreted as general fill layers of Late
                    Republican or Imperial periods, have been selected to evaluate recovery rate and
                    identification potential for different kinds of materials in extremely mixed
                    tertiary deposits rich in construction debris. For each SU, in addition to
                    normal excavation routine and sampling for flotation, four 10 L samples have
                    been sieved with a 6 mm mesh and wet sieved (in order to allow the sediment to
                    pass through the mesh) with a 2 mm mesh. The cultural material found in each
                    procedure has been kept and analyzed separately. The excavation and processing
                    of every SU has also been timed, and the total excavated volume has been
                    recorded. A formal comparison of the results for the different recovery
                    –methods—flotation, dry screening, wet screening, and visual recovery—is still
                    in progress. However, a preliminary assessment shows that while flotation and
                    the addition of the screened samples has obviously improved the recovery of
                    small fragments in all classes of material, their analysis has revealed a
                    surprisingly low number of identifiable and quantifiable remains in the
                    assemblage. Moreover, their recovery is associated with a considerable increase
                    in excavation time. Significantly, these fragmented and unidentifiable remains
                    do not add any quantitative and/or qualitative information to the dataset for
                    these kinds of context.

                Most of the deposits in Area B can be assigned to domestic
                    contexts, including built features (e.g., floor preparations and walls) and
                    fills deposited between different phases of occupation, post-abandonment layers,
                    and burials. These layers are characterized by a very high proportion of older
                    residual ceramics (Ferrandes, this volume) and a great density of building
                    material. In keeping with the observations made above, a blanket sampling
                    strategy and total screening were not deemed appropriate. Instead, flotation
                    samples have been taken from specific contexts following a well-judged sampling
                    strategy based on prior knowledge of urban deposits in general and at Gabii in
                    particular. Sampled SUs have been selected according to their composition and
                    stratigraphic position to further test the suitability of such deposits for the
                    recovery of archaeobotanical material and to provide a control sample for small
                    animal bones. Only sediments from the burials have been dry screened with a 5 mm
                    mesh to provide a total recovery of body parts and possible grave goods.

                The majority of the ecofacts from the Tincu House have thus been
                    hand collected during the excavation of the deposits. Excavators were
                    specifically instructed to pay particular attention to botanical and faunal
                    remains and to collect any wood charcoal bigger than the little fingernail, as
                    well as any animal bone fragment or anatomical piece regardless of size.
                    Although visual recovery is regarded as unreliable because heavily biased toward
                    larger remains and potentially spatially uneven, it could be the most
                    cost-effective method for obtaining a representative assemblage of ecofacts when
                    dealing with these kinds of deposit. Especially when charred plant remains are
                    few and far apart or very fragmented, carefully handpicked charcoals increase
                    the number of identifiable taxa compared to that retrieved with flotation (see
                    below). Furthermore, the range and occurrence of small faunal remains, including
                    mollusks, fish, birds, and small mammal bones, turned out to be similar to that
                    in the floated samples. Only microfauna such as small rodents (mice) are
                    underrepresented in the handpicked remains. As a result, the hand-collected bone
                    assemblage is characterized by a good recovery rate and can be considered to be
                    largely representative (Alhaique, this volume).

                Thirty-two samples have been collected from general fill layers
                    and dumps between floors of the Tincu House. For each SU, 20 L of sediment have
                    been processed with a machine-assisted flotation system. A standard sample size,
                    rather than a standard sample fraction, has been implemented, for practical
                    reasons and to assure better comparability of the remains (Pearsall 2015, 75-76;
                    Lee 2012). Prior experience in urban central Italian stratigraphy, together with
                    the evaluation of the average quantity of charred material recovered in other
                    contexts at Gabii, determined the appropriate sample size (Motta 2011).

                Flotation was carried out on site with a machine built by the
                    project. High-pressure tap water from the main water line supplies the flotation
                    tank through a showerhead at the bottom of the tub. Geological and
                    archaeological material is collected in a removable 1 mm inside screen, while
                    floating remains overflow in an external geological 0.25 mm sieve. The heavy
                    fraction has been sorted in the field during the excavation season. It included
                    fragments of charcoal and microfauna bones. Light fractions have been analyzed
                    in the archaeobotany lab at the University of Michigan, using a stereozoom
                    microscope 10–100x. In the flots, charred plant remains are scarce and very
                    small: in particular, carpological remains have been found in sixteen samples
                    only (including SUs 1168, 1169, 1277, 1300, 1341) and six flots did not contain any archaeobotanical material at
                    all. The great majority of charcoal and almost all the charred seeds are not
                    identifiable at any taxonomic level, due to fragmentation and preservation
                    issues. Densities are also extremely low: the richest sample (SU 1300) contained 50 items.

                No significant results can be presented for the carpological
                    analysis: a handful of cereal crops (Triticum dicoccum, Hordeum
                        vulgare and Panicum miliaceum) have been retrieved together
                    with few fava bean seeds (Table 0). One caryopsis of Triticum can be
                    very tentatively identified as free threshing wheat while all barley grains show
                    morphological traits of the hulled type. Some of them are also twisted
                    indicating the cultivation of the six-row variety. This lack of data is a
                    further strong indication of what was argued above. In a Roman urban context for
                    the Late Republican and Imperial periods, this kind of mixed tertiary deposit,
                    extremely rich in building and residual material, is not a good candidate for
                    the collection of flotation samples aimed at the analysis of archaeobotanical
                    remains. Wood charcoal is still under study by R. Veal: it is worth noting that
                    only four samples (SUs 1168, 1320, 1327, 1385) contained fragments
                    big enough to be identifiable, in contrast with the handpicked charcoal
                    collected from 26 different SUs. Microfauna description is included in the
                    following discussion of faunal remains.

                
                    Table 0: Tincu house, charred
                        archaeobotanical remains from floated samples. [View HTML version of Table 0] [Download Table 0 data]
                    [image: ]
                
            

        
    


Zooarchaeological remains from the Tincu House at Gabii – —by Francesca Alhaique


Introduction: Character of the assemblage

A total of 3,891 faunal remains was recovered in the SUs of the different phases of the Area B House. The distribution of the findings does not appear to be uniform (Figure 1). Rather, it is strictly correlated to the number of SUs that yielded animal remains in each phase (Figure 2). The preservation of the specimens is not optimal, but the condition of bone surfaces allowed for the observation and identification of human, animal, and other natural modifications, and all specimens, including the unidentifiable ones, were inspected for such modifications.

[image: ]
Figure 1: The quantity of zooarchaeological remains per phase. Clearly, the distribution is quite uneven and skewed toward the abandonment phases.
[image: ]
Figure 2: The percentage of SUs from each phase containing zooarchaeological remains is correlated with the overall amount of zooarchaeological remains in each phase.



Introduction: Terms and Methods

The assemblage is very fragmented in general, resulting in a high number of unidentifiable remains, in addition to specimens that could only be attributed to more general size categories (i.e., small mammal, medium mammal, large ungulate). This is especially true for the SUs where flotation samples were collected and included in the analysis. In discussing the species identifications, we use the category “small mammal” to comprise rabbit, cat, fox, and other animals of similar size; sheep, goat, pig, and dog are considered “medium mammal”; and cattle, horse, donkey, and red deer are categorized as “large ungulate.”

The age of the domestic species identified was calculated on the basis of archaeozoological literature (Barone 1981, 1995; Bull and Payne 1982; Grigson 1982; Payne 1973; Silver 1969). Withers height was estimated using Teichert’s method (1969) for pig and Matolcsi’s (1970) for cattle. The moray body length was assessed employing comparative modern material. Meat yield for the main domestic taxa was based on Flannery 1969. For the calculation of minimum number of individuals (MNI) and minimum number of elements, the different SUs were considered separately.




Phase B-0

Only six bone specimens were collected belonging to Phase B-0, all from SU 1416: five were completely unidentifiable, and one was a lumbar vertebra fragment attributable to a medium mammal.




Phase B-1: Assemblage

The faunal sample belonging to Phase B-1 includes a total of 773 fragments. The distribution of the specimens is not uniform across the SUs (Figure 3, Table 1), and over half of the assemblage comes from SU 1279 (= 1385).

[image: ]
Figure 3: In Phase B-1, the distribution of faunal remains is decidedly uneven.
    
        Table 1: The uneven distribution of faunal remains in Phase B-1 SUs. [Download Table 1 data]
        	Phase 1

        
            	
            	N
            	%
        

        
            	SU 1173*
            	114
            	14.7
        

        
            	SU 1180
            	6
            	0.8
        

        
            	SU 1181*
            	89
            	11.5
        

        
            	SU 1204
            	1
            	0.1
        

        
            	SU 1205
            	15
            	1.9
        

        
            	SU 1279=1385*
            	431
            	55.8
        

        
            	SU 1399
            	35
            	4.5
        

        
            	SU 1410
            	1
            	0.1
        

        
            	SU 1424
            	11
            	1.4
        

        
            	SU 1428
            	69
            	8.9
        

        
            	SU 1440
            	1
            	0.1
        

        
            	TOTAL
            	773
            	100
        

    




Phase B-1: Common Domestic Species

Within the assemblage of domestic livestock, pig is the most common species, followed by ovicaprines (among which only sheep can be identified with certainty) and then by cattle (Figure 4, Table 2). The relative proportions of the domestic species are also evident when the MNI for each species is calculated (Figure 5, Table 3). Pig dominates the assemblage, but when meat yield is taken into account, cattle becomes the most important food source (Figure 6).

    
        Table 2: Proportions of all taxa present in Phase B-1. [Download Table 2 data]
        
            	SPECIES
            	TOTAL Phase 1
        

        
            	N
            	%
        

        
            	Terrestrial Gastropoda
            	9
            	1.2
        

        
            	Fresh water Bivalvia
            	2
            	0.3
        

        
            	Marine Bivalvia
            	3
            	0.4
        

        
            	Pisces
            	2
            	0.3
        

        
            	Aves
            	13
            	1.7
        

        
            	Columba palumbus
            	1
            	0.1
        

        
            	Corvus corone
            	1
            	0.1
        

        
            	Gallus gallus
            	5
            	0.6
        

        
            	Microfauna
            	17
            	2.2
        

        
            	Homo sapiens
            	1
            	0.1
        

        
            	Canis familiaris
            	4
            	0.5
        

        
            	Equus caballus
            	2
            	0.3
        

        
            	Sus domesticus
            	67
            	8.7
        

        
            	Ovis aries
            	1
            	0.1
        

        
            	Ovis vel Capra
            	54
            	7.0
        

        
            	Bos taurus
            	50
            	6.5
        

        
            	Medium Mammal
            	41
            	5.3
        

        
            	Large Ungulate
            	8
            	1.0
        

        
            	Unidentifiable
            	492
            	63.6
        

        
            	TOTAL
            	773
            	100
        

    


[image: ]
Figure 4: The relative proportions of the taxa present in the Phase B-1 assemblage.

    
        Table 3: Proportions of individuals, as encapsulated by MNI counts, of the taxa present in the Phase B-1 assemblage. [View HTML version of Table 3] [Download Table 3 data]
        [image: ]
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Figure 5: Proportions of individuals, as encapsulated by MNI counts, of the taxa present in the Phase B-1 assemblage.
[image: ]
Figure 6: Proportions of meat yield in Phase B-1, suggesting that beef played the largest role in the local diet, followed by pork.
Within the assemblage of domestic species, almost all the skeletal elements have been identified (Table 4). Only the vertebrae are largely absent. This may be explained by the relative fragility of vertebrae and the difficulty of identifying species, especially on the basis of fragmented specimens.


    Table 4: Skeletal elements present for the three main domestic species present in Phase B-1. [View HTML version of Table 4] [Download Table 4 data]
    [image: ]

The age at death of the domestic animals (Table 5) suggests that piglets and young pigs were consumed relatively often, in addition to adult specimens. The consumption of young pigs may suggest elite consumption. A similar pattern is presented by ovicaprines, although it may, in this case, simply be evidence for the consumption of milk, in addition to meat. We have little data on the age of the cattle at death, but the specimens studied suggest their use as a source of meat, although some slight exostosis and robust tendon attachments on a first phalanx may indicate that they were also used as work animals, likely in an agricultural or transport context. While age could be determined for a number of the specimens studied, sex could be ascertained only in the case of the pigs. Within this assemblage three male individuals and a single female were identified. Given the paucity of data, we cannot yet speculate on consumption patterns based on sex. Similarly, little can be said about the health of the animals at their time of death. Dental anomalies were detected on an ovicaprine mandible with a second molar with a third pillar like a third molar and a skewed fourth premolar, but these represent the only evidence of ill health noted during the study.

    
        Table 5: Age at death of the main domestic taxa present in Phase B-1. [Download Table 5 data]
        
            	Phase 1
        

        
            	SPECIES
            	Very
Young
            	Young
            	Young-Adult
            	Prime
Adult
            	Older
Adult
            	Senile
            	Indet. Adult
            	Total
        

        
            	Sus domesticus
            	5
            	1
            	
            	4
            	4
            	2
            	2
            	18
        

        
            	Ovis vel Capra
            	3
            	1
            	
            	3
            	1
            	
            	2
            	10
        

        
            	Bos taurus
            	
            	
            	1
            	1
            	
            	
            	4
            	6
        

    

Bone modifications related to butchery are quite rare in this assemblage (3.8% of the total). However, if we focus on the main domestic species, 18% of the cattle bones, 18.2% of the ovicaprine bones, and 9% of the pig bones showed traces of human processing. Such modifications can be related to all the phases of carcass processing, from skinning to meat removal. It is likely that different tools were employed, ranging from small knives to heavier chopping implements. While cutting and chopping marks are relatively frequent on the main domestic species, burning affects merely 0.9% of the specimens, and it is probably accidental rather than directly related to cooking. This may suggest culinary practices where boiling and braising are preferred over roasting.

The domestic species assemblage also contains some indications of post-consumption modifications. Carnivore gnaw marks and punctures are quite rare (1.9%), but when they do occur, it is often together with human modifications, implying that, as expected, dogs chewed on bones discarded by humans. A further two fragments display traces of rodent teeth, likely occurring after discard. While most bones were likely discarded after the consumption of meat, some do seem to be worked and used in secondary contexts (e.g., a pin made from a fragment of bone is identified within the assemblage).




Phase B-1: Aquatic Species

The sample from this phase is very fragmented, resulting in a high number of unidentifiable remains (Table 1). The terrestrial mollusks are represented by land snails, some of which, being of small size, are certainly intrusive, though it is possible that larger edible species could have been exploited by humans. The presence of freshwater shells is more dubious, though it could be suggested by some mother-of-pearl fragments that may belong to Unionidae. Marine bivalves are represented by Cerastoderma edule and Glycymeris species. The shell of the latter species appears beach-worn and with a hole at the umbo, suggesting that the specimen was not used as food but, rather, collected, possibly for ornamental purposes. The hole may have been natural or created through intentional abrasion. Fish is extremely rare: there are just two small vertebrae. The first could be assigned to a member of the Carcharhinidae family (a variety of shark), the second to Scomber colias (Atlantic chub mackerel).




Phase B-1: Avian Species

The extreme fragmentation of the avian assemblage did not allow for the identification of many species. However, other than Columba palumbus, Corvus corone, and a very small bird, which are probably not related to human consumption, there are few remains. These remains belong mainly to the species Gallus gallus, with a smaller number belonging to small birds, possibly hens.




Phase B-1: Rare Species and microfauna

The microfauna are primarily represented by the remains of small rodents, which can be considered intrusive. A single humerus fragment of a young human was also found, probably accidentally incorporated in the sediments. The remains of dogs are very rare, as are those of horses, although the latter is represented by two individuals: a very young foal less than 12 months old and an adult animal of undetermined age.








Phase B-3: Assemblage

Phase B-3 yielded the largest faunal assemblage found in the Tincu House: 2,225 specimens collected from 37 SUs. The number of remains per SU is unevenly distributed, ranging from 1 to 400 (Figure 11, Table 12). As in the previous phases, the bone sample is very fragmented, with a high number of unidentifiable remains (Table 13).


    Table 12: Per SU counts and proportions for each SU producing faunal remains in Phase B-3. [View HTML version of Table 12] [Download Table 12 data]
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    Table 13: Counts and percentages for each SU with faunal remains from Phase B-3, abbreviated. [View HTML version of Table 13] [Download Table 13 data]
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Figure 11: Proportion of remains from each SU producing faunal evidence from Phase B-3.






The ceramic evidence: The stratigraphic deposits and their chronology—by A. Ferrandes (translated by M. Mogetta)

Introduction

The excavations carried out within the urban area of the ancient site of Gabii have uncovered a complex sequence of occupation spanning from the Mid-Republican period to the Early Imperial period. The study of the pottery assemblage recovered from these stratigraphic deposits contributes significantly to our understanding of the material culture, society, and economy of the Latin town at that time. Until recently, the only available corpora of ceramics from contemporary contexts at Gabii were those from the votive deposits at the sanctuary of Iuno (Almagro Gorbea 1982), from the extraurban “Santuario Orientale” (Musco and Pilo 2006), and from the rural shrine at Ponte di Nona (Potter 1989), which is located about three miles from the urban center and has been interpreted as a healing sanctuary (see Musco 2006, with further bibliography). In all cases, then, we are dealing with sanctuary sites, for which the particular use and function of the objects resulted in the overrepresentation of finewares and terracottas as opposed to common and coarse wares. Useful comparanda for the analysis of vessels used for food preparation, cooking, and storage, which is an underrepresented class in the published assemblages from Gabii, are provided by the finds from recent developer-driven archaeology projects in the east suburban sprawl of Rome. A number of dumping sites dating to the Mid-Republican and Late Republican periods have been identified as a result of these projects, whose timely publication (Bertoldi 2011) provides us with an updated repertoire of the main shapes and types of utilitarian pottery then common in the sector of Rome’s suburbium closer to Gabii.

The study of the materials collected from the Tincu House allows us to chart the consumption and discard patterns associated with the occupation of domestic contexts (either the house itself or the neighborhood), although nothing can be said about specific classes of materials (particularly precious materials or stones) that only rarely get lost or dumped.

Table 18 shows the distribution of pottery fragments (sherd counts) by phase. The deposits have been distinguished into occupation levels (Activity A); leveling layers whose function was to raise the surface to create new floors (Activities B, H); structural features, such as fills of foundation trenches or dumps connected with the construction of new walls (Activities C, E, I, K); floor preparations, floors, and pavements (Activities D, F, J); abandonment levels of individual features, such as drains and sewers or rooms (Activities G, L); spoliations (Activity M); natural deposits (Activity N); and layers with uncertain function (Activity O). Thus, the analysis of the materials has proceeded in parallel with the analysis of the stratigraphic sequence, emphasizing the activities associated with the stratigraphy and structure and paying particular attention to both the relative proportions and combinations of the different pottery classes. Further, the study by type of formation process has proved essential for the identification of residues or intrusions.


    Table 18: Activities associated with phases and features in the Tincu House. Discussion of the ceramics refers to these activities. [View HTML version of Table 18] [Download Table 18 data]
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In this respect, it is worth emphasizing that the assemblages assigned to Phases B-0, B-1a, and B-1b (5th–2nd c. BCE) contained a significant amount of material whose dating is contemporary with the formation of the deposits, thus providing useful data to reconstruct consumption patterns in the periods when the property was in active use. The assemblages assigned to Phases B-2 and B-3 (1st c. BCE–1st c. CE) were much less informative, despite the fact that they are quantitatively more representative (about 12,000 fragments, corresponding to 70% of the entire sample), because almost all the finds from these levels are in secondary or tertiary deposition and should be associated with the activities taking place during previous phases of occupation of the site.

The study of the ceramics is based on a general quantification of all the fragments recovered in the excavation of the Tincu House. Because of the high rate of residuality that characterizes the deposits of Phases B-2 and B-3, the estimate of the minimum number of individuals (MNI) has been attempted only for the finds from the earlier levels, where the numbers may provide meaningful information. The estimates are derived primarily based on counts of rim fragments. The analysis is based on handles and bases/floors only when these classes of materials could not otherwise be included in the assessment, and fragments of walls have been considered only when assessing pottery classes otherwise unrepresented.

The analysis presented here concentrates on the overall interpretation of the deposits and their absolute chronology, leaving the classification, detailed quantification, and description of individual ceramic classes for future study. As such, it should be considered preliminary.

Table 19 details the distribution by phase of the more than 14,000 pottery fragments collected from the stratigraphic excavation of the Tincu House.



    Table 19: Distribution by phase of the ceramic sherds, by class. [View HTML version of Table 19] [Download Table 19 data]
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Figures 26 and 27 show the distribution by phase of the more than 14,000 pottery fragments collected from the stratigraphic excavation of the Tincu House.

[image: ]
Figure 26: Ceramics counts per phase.
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Figure 27: Proportion of ceramics contributed to the total by each phase.
Because a limited number of strata belonging to Phase B-0 were revealed and excavated, only a very small number of ceramics were recovered, which may be used to characterize and suggest a chronology for this phase. Most features pre-dating the house have, in fact, only been recorded. On the basis of the few ceramic elements retrieved from these SUs (25 fragments, corresponding to a mere 0.2% of the entire sample), it has been possible to define a terminus post quem falling between the 5th and early fourth of the 4th c. BCE (perhaps more precisely between the first half or middle and the end of the 5th c. BCE) for the Phase B-0 activities.

The layers associated with Phase B-1 (and especially Phase 1b) produced a large assemblage of objects (more than 4,600 fragments, corresponding to 32.5% of the total sample), which makes it possible to date the main building activities to between the first half of the 3rd c. BCE (Phase B-1a) and the late 3rd or early 2nd c. BCE (Phase B-1b) with some confidence. This assemblage further reveals a general picture of the kinds of pottery in use in or near the habitation at that time.

The data for Phase B-2 are less robust, due to both the small quantity of sherds recovered from this stratum (1,038 sherds, about 7.3% of the total) and the high levels of residuality of materials originally associated with the stratigraphy of Phases B-1a and B-1b, which were heavily disturbed during the repurposing of the house in Phase B-2. The few diagnostic elements, combined with the stratigraphic relationships, indicate a date within the second half of the 2nd c. BCE and the early or first half of the 1st c. BCE.

Residual materials are frequent in the strata belonging to Phase B-3. Despite the large quantity of ceramics retrieved from these levels (more than 8,500 sherds, corresponding to 60% of the total sample), materials contemporary with the possible formation dates of the layers, as limited by the earlier phases of the stratigraphic sequence, are rare. Almost all the pottery from the Phase B-3 deposits are residual and have dates contemporary with the activities of Phases B-1 and B-2. Though residuality complicates the dating of this phase, ceramics that are likely contemporary with the deposit of the strata are consistent with a terminus post quem of the second quarter of the 1st c. CE for the final abandonment.






Phase B-0 (5th c. BCE)

The ceramics belonging to the Phase B-0 strata, though few (25 fragments), can be generically associated with the occupation of the area in the period pre-dating the construction of the Tincu House and provide some insights into the activities occuring at this time.Activity A1—containing the ceramics in question—was recovered from one of the few strata excavated below the Phase B-1 floors. The strata is a leveling layer, on top of which a tile structure whose function remains uncertain was constructed. This tile structure can be confidently linked with activities taking place in the area. The date of the materials from this deposit ranges between the Early Iron Age and the 5th c. BCE (Figure 28).
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Figure 28: Quantities of sherds per ware for the Phase B-0 assemblage.
   
    
        Table 20: Diagnostic elements from Phase B-0. [Download Table 20 data]
        
            	Activity
            	Class
            	Production
            	Shape
            	Type
            	Chronology
        

        
            	A1
            	ISW
            	Local (?)
            	Olla
            	non id.
            	500/450 – 250/200 BCE
        

    

    
Activity A1 is dominated by ceramic classes commonly found at sites in Tyrrhenian central Italy between the 6th and 5th c. BCE. The most common vessel types are coarse wares used for food preparation. This includes types finished with a slip on either the exterior (External Slip Ware, ESW) or the interior (Internal Slip Ware, ISW) (Table 20). The occasional presence of graffiti and the complete lack of traces of heat exposure or soot on the exterior of ESW vessels has led scholars to believe that objects of this class were used not for ordinary cooking activities but, rather, in sacred activities. A specific ritual function has also been proposed for ISW, at least during its initial phases of diffusion (i.e., assuming that this type of object was introduced into domestic contexts only at a later stage). These hypotheses, however, remain highly debated1 and are of little value for the interpretation of the deposit and associated structures found here. Rather, we must consider the possibility that both ESW and ISW are, in fact, used in domestic food production. Finewares associated with Phase B-0 activities are represented by few fragments of Bucchero and Cream ware. Based on the stratigraphic position of the SU containing the single fragment of Thin-Walled pottery recovered, it must be considered an intrusion. Similarly, a small subset of Early Iron Age and Orientalizing finds (Impasto and Impasto Rosso) pre-date the formation of the deposit and are therefore likely residual.

The most diagnostic element used in dating the deposit is a fragment of an ISW olla. There is some disagreement regarding the absolute dating of the production, especially as to when it began. Helga Di Giuseppe has recently re-examined the problem2 and has proposed attributing the earliest examples to the second half of or the late 5th c. BCE, confirming the initial chronology suggested by Leslie Murray Threipland on the basis of the finds from Veii.3 Newly published evidence from Veii4 and recent finds from Rome (most notably a Late Archaic building brought to light on the Quirinal)5 seem to indicate a slightly earlier date, between the end of the 6th and first half of the 5th c. BCE. The preliminary results of ongoing work at S. Omobono,6 the re-examination of the stratigraphy of the Regia,7 and the data gathered through current excavations by the Sapienza University of Rome on the northeastern slopes of the Palatine8 all seem to confirm the pattern. At the latter site, finds from the excavation of the Early Republican and Mid-Republican levels of a road leading to the Forum and from two early cult sites facing onto it clearly confirm that the pottery class is present in the urban layers dating from at least the first half / middle of the 5th c. BCE. Up to 360–340 BCE, however, examples are quite rare (the class represents approximately 1% of all the coarse wares in contemporary deposits). After this date, the relative frequency of ISW increases progressively, peaking between 280–260 BCE and the mid-3rd c. BCE. Based on the available sample, the production of the pottery class seems to decline sharply by the second half of the 3rd c. BCE.9

The presence of ISW in Deposit A1 suggests that these layers were formed sometime between 500/450 and 280/260 BCE (the terminus ante quem being derived from the chronology of Phase 1a). It should be noted, however, that elements that are otherwise typical in Mid-Republican assemblages in central Tyrrhenian Italy, such as Early/Mid-Republican Red Slip Ware, Red Figured pottery, and Black Gloss pottery with overpainted decoration (to mention only the main ones)10 are not found in our sample. If not entirely stochastic, this could indicate that the findings from Phase B-0 pre-date the appearance of such pottery classes, which we know occurred between the early and mid-4th c. BCE.11 This chronological bracket can be narrowed down further when one considers that the remains assigned to Phase B-0 pre-date the extensive urban redevelopment linked to the creation of the orthogonal layout of the city. This has been dated independently to the late 5th or early 4th c. BCE.12 It is therefore probable that Deposit A1 is earlier than the end of the 5th c. BCE.



Phase B-1a (ca. 280/270–265/260 BCE)

The Phase B-1a assemblage is associated with the original phase of construction at the Tincu House (Table 21, Figure 29).
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Figure 29: Proportion of the Phase B-1 assemblage coming from each activity.
Figure 29 reports on 571 pottery fragments recovered from the leveling layers pre-dating the construction of the walls (Activity B). The majority of the sherds present in the assemblage, 63.92%, were retrieved from these strata. A small subset of the assemblage (2.8% of the sample) comes from construction activities (Activity C), notably the fill of the construction cut for the drainage on the east side of the house (SU 1465) and the fill of the foundation trench for one of the main walls (SU 1440). Finally, another group of objects, corresponding to about 42% of the assemblage, is associated with floor preparations (Activity D1: 9.28%) and finished surfaces (Activity D2: 24%).

    
    
        Table 21: Quantification per ware from each of the Phase B-1 activities. [Download Table 21 data]
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Activity B1—The leveling layers (SU 1205, 1399) pre-dating the house structures have yielded 365 sherds in total (Figure 30). These deposits contain a particularly high percentage of residual sherds that may be linked with the previous occupation phases of the settlement (Impasto, Impasto Rosso, and a group of Bucchero objects, corresponding to about one-third of the entire group). This seems to indicate that earlier deposits were at least partially reworked, most likely in the context of the demolishing of pre-existing structures to make room for the new orthogonal layout in the course of the 5th c. BCE. Given the large volume of soil needed to raise the ground level, it is unlikely that the material originated entirely from the Area B site. Rather, it may have been sourced from other neighborhoods of the ancient city.
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Figure 30: Quantities of each ware associated with Activity B1.
Another substantial subset of the sample, roughly equal to one-third of the assemblage, consists of cooking wares. The recorded types are not very diagnostic, as the forms in question are in use over a long period. The same is true for the few recorded fragments of large containers (coarse ware dolia), of Impasto Chiaro Sabbioso, and of External, External/Internal, and Internal Slip Ware.

Only a small proportion of the Bucchero can be associated with the late production of the class (for general observations see Rossi 2004; Van Kampen 2004). This late production is found abundantly in Rome and its surroundings until at least the first half of the 4th c. BCE (Ferrandes 2016, Facies MR 1–2), after which this category of vessel was definitively replaced by the new finewares of the Mid-Republican period (Black Gloss and other wares with figural decoration). The two lone fragments of Black Gloss pottery—two walls belonging to open shapes—can be generically assigned, on the basis of their technical features, to types whose production began at the end of the 4th and continued throughout the 3rd c. BCE (on this point see Ferrandes 2008, 2016).

Transport containers are also found associated with this set of activities, but it is not possible to draw any detailed conclusions based on this aspect of the assemblage. The provenance can be suggested, on the basis of macroscopic observation of fabric composition, to derive generically from the Iberian Peninsula, the Tyrrhenian coast of the Italian peninsula, or the Vesuvian area, though the absence of rims, handles, and bottoms does not allow us to establish whether these elements are residues or contemporary with the formation of the deposits.

Activity C1—The materials originating from the fill (SU 1440) of the foundation trench of the ashlar wall SU 1390 yielded a small number of objects (16 fragments; Figure 31). Almost all of these are very early residuals (Impasto pottery and Impasto Rosso), once again likely derived from the first phase of the occupation of the settlement. One single fragment of Black Gloss pottery confirms the dating of these strata to the Mid-Republican Era, as suggested by the stratigraphic sequence. The Black Gloss fragment present comes from a closed shape and may be attributed to the productions at the end of the 4th through the 3rd c. CE on the basis of its technical characteristics.
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Figure 31: Quantity of sherds for each ware associated with Activity C1.
Activity D1—SU 1180, a preparation layer (SU 1180) for the cocciopesto floor (SU 1178) found within Room B1, yielded a fair number of sherds—93 fragments, representing nearly 9% of the sample. These ceramics do not, however, add useful information that might allow us to refine the terminus post quem obtained from other contexts assigned to this phase (late 4th c. BCE; Figure 32). The deposit mostly contains residual fragments dating to between the Orientalizing and Archaic periods (Impasto Bruno and Impasto Rosso) or wares and shapes that changed little over time (coarse ware dolia, Impasto Chiaro Sabbioso). The fragment of a “gray” Bucchero bowl with thickened rim finds comparanda from stratigraphic levels in Rome and neighboring sites dating to between the mid-6th and early 5th c. BCE (Van Kampen 2004). Finally, a fragment of amphora wall with very micaceous fabric could be identified with one of the productions of the Eastern Mediterranean, but it is impossible to determine its precise date.
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Figure 32: Quantity of each ware associated with Activity D1.
Activity D2—The finds from the only portion of finished floor excavated in the courtyard (SU 1173) consist of 137 fragments (Figure 33), approximately one-quarter of the entire sample for Phase 1a. Important for distinguishing this assemblage from the assemblages described above is the relative scarcity of residues, which are represented by just a few fragments of Impasto and Bucchero. While residues are rare, Impasto Chiaro Sabbioso vessels are much more common, and coarse ware cooking vessels are also well represented. Within the assemblage of coarse ware cooking vessels, the proportion of ISW ollae is noticeably greater than that of containers without a slip coating, suggesting that the context should be dated to the period in which, in the region of Rome, this pottery class became more common for the preparation and storage of food (see remarks on Activity A1, above). Unfortunately, rims are absent in this subset of the assemblage, and more detailed studies cannot be pursued.
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Figure 33: Quantities of each ware associated with Activity D2.
The specimens of Early/Mid-Republican Red Slip Ware present in the assemblage are consistent with a date in the later part of the Mid-Republican period. The only recorded rim belongs to one of the most widespread and long-lasting forms belonging to this category: bowls characterized by a rim with flat lip. This form is found almost exclusively at sites in central Tyrrhenian Italy in contexts dating between the second half of the 5th and the second quarter / middle decades of the 3rd c. BCE (Ferrandes 2016,  forthcoming).

A more precise chronological range is provided by the Black Gloss pottery in the assemblage. Present are several rim fragments of hemispherical bowls of the Morel 2783–2784 type, which appear by the end of the 4th c. BCE and whose production continued for about a century, until the late 3rd or early 2nd c. BCE. The same date can be assigned to smaller-sized bowls of the Morel 2787 type and to the bowls with concave and convex profile of the Morel 2621 type. A more refined terminus post quem is given by several floors of bowls of the Morel 2783–2784 type, featuring four stamped palmettes with the same orientation. The palmette type, the profile of the foot, and technological aspects of both fabric and gloss have good parallels in contexts from Etruria and Latium dating to the period 280/270–265/260 BCE (Ferrandes 2006, 151–157, Facies  6; Ferrandes 2016, Facies MR 7), a phase that has been described as influenced by contemporary productions of Magna Graecia (Morel 1969; Pedroni 2001, 117–129; Stanco 2005, 210; Ferrandes 2006, 153–154; Stanco 2009, 158). A single fragment of Internal Red Slip Ware may be assigned to the same period. This pottery class consists primarily of frying pans whose initial production was originally assigned to the final decades of the 3rd c. BCE (Goudineau 1970). However, this class recently has been re-dated to the first half of the 3rd c. BCE, on the basis of stratigraphic evidence from Etruria and Latium (for the earliest attestations see Ferrandes 2015, Facies MR 6–7; Ferrandes 2016a; Ferrandes, forthcoming 2). In Rome, small frying pans with a dark red slip on the interior surface similar to that used on ISW are found in deposits dating to the first quarter of the 3rd c. BCE: leveling layers for the construction of the Temple of Victoria on the southwest corner of the Palatine, at a site contracted out in 303 BCE and dedicated in 295/4 BCE (Rossi 2004), and construction levels on the north slopes of the Palatine, at a site for which Carafa, Arvanitis, and Ippoliti (2014) propose an identification with the Temple of Iuppiter Stator, vowed in 294 BCE (the finds from the latter site are discussed in Ferrandes forthcoming 1 and forthcoming 2). Examples from this early stage of their production are relatively rare, becoming more common in the next generation of the production (corresponding to the “Magna-Graecian” phase described above). At this stage, the class is present in most contexts with large pottery assemblages. The diffusion of the class peaks in the middle/third quarter of the 3rd c. BCE (Ferrandes 2016, Facies MR 7–8; Ferrandes forthcoming 1 and 2). While it may be understood in the context of a growing production and diffusion, as described above, the example from Gabii is a floor fragment and cannot be securely identified with a specific type.

The only fragment of lamp found in the deposits of Phase B-1a seems to belong to the same chronological range. The fragment is very poorly preserved, but it is possible to ascribe it to the so-called “biconico dell’Esquilino” type, whose first appearance in Rome (its likely production center) dates to the “Magna Graecian” phase (a slightly later date is suggested by Pavolini 1987, but see now Borgia 1998 and Ferrandes 2016, Facies MR 7).

A single amphora rim fragment of the “early” Greco-Italic production (as first identified in Manacorda 1986; 1989, 443 n. 1) can be generically dated from the end of the 4th c. BCE (type van der Mersch V: see van der Mersch 1994, 2001). A more detailed typology of the amphora type in question has been recently proposed (Cibecchini and Capelli 2013), distinguishing three sub-types (Va, Vb, and Vc). Our fragment has points in common with both sub-types Va and Vb. The latter seems to have been introduced only after 280/270 BCE and to have become especially common in the 260/250–220 BCE period. Unfortunately, however, the preserved portion of the container is not large enough to assign the specimen to the latter sub-type (the inclination of Vb rims does not vary significantly from that of Va rims). It is, in any case, certain that our fragment does not belong to sub-type Vc, whose diffusion dates from 225/220 BCE onward, because the profile of Vc rims is much more everted.

A series of final observations can be made on the composition of the ceramic assemblages of Phase 1a and their absolute chronology. First, it is worth noting that the leveling layers and dumps connected with the construction of the house contain a large proportion of residual pottery fragments, mostly dating to the earliest phases of the city formation, that is, pre-dating the 5th c. BCE restructuring of the urban layout. Thus, we can conclude that building activities in the Mid-Republican period involved the destruction of substantial portions of the pre-existing stratigraphic sequence through the redeposition of many of the early deposits formed within the town. This has important implications for the study of the distribution and character of the pre-5th c. BCE activities at Gabii. While the leveling activities clearly reuse materials from within the town, the floor surfaces themselves appear to be made of more carefully selected materials, as residual ceramics are minimal. The excavated portion of the floor surface in the courtyard of the house did not yield any pre-5th c. BCE ceramics, and the majority of the finds from this context can be assigned to the Mid-Republican phase.

The most diagnostic elements (Table 22) of the assemblage include both finewares (Black Gloss pottery) and utilitarian wares (Internal Slip Ware, Internal Red Slip Ware), which provide a terminus post quem of 280/270–265/250 BCE for the construction activities. Given the uncertain identification of an amphora fragment (van der Mersch / Cibecchini Va or Vb sub-type), the possibility of a slightly later date (post-260/250 BCE?) cannot be altogether excluded. Based on these elements, the earliest structures of the Tincu House were built in the period between the second quarter and middle of the 3rd c. BCE. For about half a century, the occupation of the house continued without affecting the overall layout, as this was first modified only in the late 3rd or early 2nd c. BCE.

    
    
        Table 22: Phase B-1a: Diagnostic elements. [Download Table 22 data]
        
        
            	Act.
            	Class
            	Production
            	Shape
            	Type
            	Observations
            	Chronology
        

        
            	D1
            	BG
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	Bowl
            	Stamped floor   (Morel 2783/84?)
            	Decoration: Ferrandes 2015, Style 00
            	post 280/270 – 265/260 BCE
        

        
            	D1
            	Pompeian Red Slip Ware
            	Etrusco-latial
            	Pan
            	non id.
            	
            	post 300/290 BCE
        

        
            	D1
            	Lamps
            	Etrusco-latial/ roman (?)
            	
            	Biconico dell’Esquilino
            	
            	post 280/270 – 265/260 BCE
        

        
            	D1
            	Amphorae
            	Tyrrhenian Italy(?)
            	
            	Cibecchini, Capelli 0000, Va  (or Vb?)
            	
            	Post 330/325 (or 260/250 – 225/220 BCE?)
        

    

    
Phase B-1b (late 3rd c. BCE–first quarter of 2nd c. BCE)

Only a very small proportion of the materials assigned to this phase (Table 23, Figure 34) come from construction levels (Activity E: 0.91%) and new floor preparations (Activity F: 3.72%). Almost all the evidence (95.37% of the entire sample) comes from deposits related to the obliteration (Activity G) of a drain built in Phase 1a (SU 1322). These layers yielded a significant number of diagnostic elements, which allow us to fix, with some confidence, a terminus post quem for Activities E1–G1 at the end of the 3rd c. BCE or beginning of the 2nd c. BCE. The precise dating of the stratigraphic contexts of Phase 1b has been facilitated by the availability of well-dated reference assemblages from sites in the Etrusco-Latial area (Rome, S. Omobono, post-213 BCE: Mercando 1963–1964; Ferrandes 2006, 160–161; Lucus Feroniae, post-211 BCE or 196 BCE: Stanco 2005), as well as from shipwrecks (especially the Grand Congloué 1: Benoit 1961; Long 1987).

    
    
        Table 23: Quantification of each ware in Phase B-1b. [Download Table 23 data]
        

	
	E1
	F1
	G1



	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	frr.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	frr.
	%



	Impasto
	
	
	
	2
	
	4
	
	
	16
	
	9
	1
	
	30
	



	Impasto Rosso
	1
	
	
	3
	
	1
	
	
	1
	
	
	2
	
	4
	



	Impasto Sabbioso
	
	
	
	4
	
	1
	
	
	4
	
	7
	2
	3
	75
	



	Dolia (Coarse ware)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	
	
	38
	



	Coarse Ware
	1
	1
	
	12
	
	8
	
	5
	50
	
	290
	20
	57
	2844
	



	External slip ware
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	



	Bucchero
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	5
	
	3
	1
	2
	11
	



	Red figures/silhouette
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	3
	
	2
	
	1
	2
	



	Early/Mid-Republican Red Slip
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	1
	



	Internal slip ware
	1
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	7
	
	4
	18
	



	Black Gloss
	5
	
	
	9
	
	1
	1
	
	5
	
	128
	8
	40
	382
	



	Overpainted
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	1
	



	Amphorae
	
	
	
	
	
	3
	
	
	19
	
	6
	10
	5
	173
	



	Lamps
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	1
	1
	6
	



	Impasto sabbioso/cream ware
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	
	
	16
	



	Dolia (Impasto sabbioso)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	



	Thin-walled
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	11
	
	7
	
	1
	18
	



	Cream ware
	
	
	
	5
	
	2
	4
	3
	34
	
	2
	1
	4
	206
	



	Pompeian Red Slip
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	
	4
	
	
	45
	



	Total
	
	
	
	37
	0.91%
	
	
	
	151
	3.72%
	
	
	
	3873
	95.37%
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Figure 34: Proportion of the sherds from each activity in Phase B-1b.
Activity E1—The stratigraphic levels connected with the construction of the southern addition (SU 1424 and SU 1446) contained very few ceramics (37 sherds, corresponding to about 1% of the overall Phase B-1b sample). With the exception of a small number dating to the Early Iron Age and Archaic period (Impasto and Impasto Rosso pottery), the finds can be assigned to the Early Republican and Mid-Republican periods (Figure 35).
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Figure 35: Quantification of the wares associated with Activity E1.
In addition to the ubiquitous hemispherical bowls of the Morel 2783–2784 type, the Black Gloss pottery present includes less-common types, like the small bowl with continuous profile and groove at the foot (Morel 2753). The latest element in the assemblage is a plate/patera with oblique wall and groove at the lip (Morel 2823). Notably, this type is never found in the deposits dating to the first half or middle of the 3rd c. BCE (Phase B-1a). Rather, it is systematically associated with Phase B-1b contexts (see Activity G1). The distribution of this shape at Etrusco-Latial sites dating to the late 3rd and early 2nd c. BCE (e.g., at Lucus Feroniae: Stanco 2005, 214) provides a reliable terminus post quem for the entire assemblage.

Activity F1—The deposits associated with the new floor preparations produced a relatively small number of ceramics (151 sherds, Figure 36), among which there are several diagnostic elements. Residues include both pre-5th c. BCE classes (Impasto, Impasto Rosso, and Bucchero) and Early/Mid-Republican wares (e.g., Genucilia plates, coarse ware, and ISW). However, most of the finds seem to date to the Late Republican period, to which we assign this activity.
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Figure 36: Quantification of wares associated with Activity F1.
The sample of Black Gloss pottery associated with this activity consists of fragments of walls, with the exception of one handle, so it is not possible to identify specific morphological types. While lacking the usual diagnostic elements, the technological aspects of these materials demonstrate a clear difference with the Mid-Republican productions: the latter are characterized by shiny gloss and an extremely fine fabric fracturing with clean break lines, while the former feature a coarser fabric producing irregular fractures and opaque gloss.

A more precise chronological indicator is a Thin-Walled beaker of the type Marabini I, whose earliest examples in central Italy date to ca. 200 BCE (Ferrandes 2016, Facies MR 10). Another production that first appears in the Phase B-1b contexts of the Tincu House is a Cream Ware one-handled goblet with an everted rim and slip on the upper part of the body, which is common in the Gabii area in the late 3rd and early 2nd c. BCE (e.g., Città dello Sport, Ponte di Nona: Bertoldi 2011, 85–86, Olla type 2).

The amphora sample includes fragments that can be generically attributed to Eastern Mediterranean, North African, Tyrrhenian, and perhaps Iberian productions. The Tyrrhenian amphorae, which are probably all from the Campanian region, include fragments of the “late” Greco-Italic type van der Mersch / Cibecchini VIb, dating to the first quarter of the 2nd c. BCE (Cibecchini and Capelli 2013, 443).

Activity G1—With its 3,873 fragments (Figure 37), the fill that obliterates one of the main drains of the Phase B-1 house represents the richest deposit not only from our site (the finds correspond to about 27% of the total number of sherds collected from the Tincu House) but also from contemporary sites in the broader region of Rome. Our assemblage is outstanding not only in terms of quantity and quality but also for the state of preservation (several individuals have been fully or almost fully reconstructed). This suggests that the items deposited in the drain may have been part of the pottery set in use in the house itself, not secondary refuse. It is possible that the discard of the materials happened immediately before the restructuring of the house in Phase B-2. That this was the result of a single action and not of a series of dumps over a longer period of time is indicated by the fact that most elements can be dated to the same chronological range. Residual pottery is negligible, representing less than 5% of the assemblage. We can mention fragments of Early Iron Age Impasto pottery and fragments of Impasto Bruno, Impasto Rosso, and Bucchero, dating between the 7th and 5th c. BCE. Among the cooking vessels are a few sherds of coarse ware and Internal Slip Ware, dating between the Late Archaic and the Mid-Republican periods.
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Figure 37: Quantification of wares associated with Activity G1.
Among the materials dating from the Mid-Republican period onward, two fragments can be assigned to the class of the Genucilia plates (Figure 38, no. 1), a Red Figured pottery produced in central Italy (Poulsen 2002). The state of preservation does not allow us to identify whether the motif in the central tondo was that of a female head or a geometric one. There is just one specimen of overpainted Black Gloss pottery, a jug decorated with vegetation motifs of the so-called Gnathia style (Figure 38, no. 2), which is another class produced by workshops of central Tyrrhenian Italy from the end of the 4th c. BCE until 260–240 BCE (Ferrandes 2006, 157–160; 2016a). The object is fully preserved and can be compared with the Morel 3682 form (though shoulder and rim are quite different from the published examples). The object in question might be interpreted as an heirloom, unless we admit that the production of this ware continued for a longer period than commonly thought.
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Figure 38: Illustrations of key diagnostic elements from the east drainage fill assemblage (Activity G1, SU 1279): Genucilia plates (no. 1), Gnathia ware (no. 2), and Black Gloss pottery (nos. 3–7).
Besides these sporadic attestations of figured ceramics, the most frequent fineware class is Black Gloss, which, with 382 fragments (corresponding to 10% of the sample from Phase 1b), represents almost the totality of the subset. The vessel shapes attested in the assemblage are almost exclusively open forms dating to between the end of the 4th and the first half of the 2nd c. BCE. Types appearing in the late 4th c. BCE include plates with an outcurving rim thickened on the outside (Morel 1111; Fig. 38, no. 3), rare fish plates (Morel 1124; Fig. 38, no. 4), and a bowl with concave and convex profile (Morel 2621;  Fig. 38, no. 5). Of a slightly later date (i.e., 280/270–265/260 BCE) is a bowl decorated with four stamped rosettes on the bottom. The rosettes are of a type characteristic of the phase in which the Etrusco-Latial productions were heavily influenced by contemporary styles from Magna Graecia (Ferrandes 2016, Facies MR 7). Bowls with a single stamp (mostly rosette), which are more frequent in the assemblage, date to the next phase of the Petites Estampilles production (Ferrandes 2016, Facies MR 8, mid-3rd c. BCE). Examples of Heraklesschalen characterized by a stamped figural motif surrounded by a rouletted band, in at least one case associated with a plate/patera (Morel 1534;  Fig. 38, no. 6), can be assigned to the late 3rd c. BCE (Ferrandes 2016, Facies MR 9, 240–210 BCE). Although commonly dated to the first half of the 2nd c. BCE, several examples of hemispherical bowls of the Morel 2534 type ( Fig. 38, no. 7) should be attributed to a slightly earlier period, the late 3rd or early 2nd c. BCE, due to the presence of the single central stamp (indeed, the Latial production of Black Gloss pottery featuring stamped decoration terminates at the end of the 3rd c. BCE).

Another subset of Black Gloss pottery has been identified based on both technological features (fabric, quality of the gloss) and type of decoration (impressed and rouletted). This is represented by plates/patera with everted rim and groove near the lip, Morel 1281 (Figure 39, nos. 8–9), and by deep bowls decorated with grooves on the exterior of the rim, Morel 2572 (Figure 39, no. 10) and 2573 (Figure 39, nos. 11–12). Both the Morel 1281 and the Morel 2572 pieces attested in the sample are decorated on the interior with three stamps, featuring a palmette motif surrounded by rouletted bands. While the dimensions of the stamps vary, the compositional style is very uniform. The palmettes are extremely stylized, with the leaves represented with simple oblique lines branching off from a thicker central element (Stanco 2005, 210). Perhaps slightly later in date are examples of the larger plate/patera of the Morel 2821–2823 form (Figure 39, no. 13; cf. Activity E1), which are characterized by the same kind of decoration (Figure 39, no. 14). These standardized features suggest that the vessels were produced by the same workshop, whose identification remains uncertain. A group of objects very similar in terms of shape range and decoration, however, has been documented at the sanctuary site of Lucus Feroniae and tentatively attributed to Faliscan workshops active in the second half of the 3rd c. BCE (Stanco 2005, 210–217).
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Figure 39: Illustrations of key diagnostic elements from the east drainage fill assemblage (Activity G1, SU 1279): Black Gloss pottery (nos. 8–14)
Lamps are rare in this assemblage. Three fragments of the Black Gloss type were identified. The shapes of these vessels find comparanda with Roman examples, of which the earliest examples are dated stratigraphically to the late 3rd and early 2nd c. BCE, such as the Tevere 2a biconical type with vertical rim (Borgia 1998).

To conclude our discussion of the finewares, it is worth noting the occasional presence of fragments of Thin-Walled beakers of the Marabini I type (cf. Activity F1), which is documented in stratigraphic deposits at other sites of central Italy from the late 3rd c. BCE, though only sporadically. The type becomes more common in the first half of the 2nd c. BCE.

Common wares for the preparation, consumption, and storage of food represent approximately 6% of the drainage fill deposit and can be dated generically to the second half of the 3rd c. and the 2nd c. BCE. This group of vessels includes a spouted mortarium (Figure 40, no. 15), whose shape recalls earlier examples of the Impasto Chiaro Sabbioso production (Figure 40, nos. 16–17), from which it differs in that there is significantly less augite in the fabric. Furthermore, there are at least two examples of the (one?-)handled olla with an outcurving rim and slip on the upper body (Figure 40, nos. 18–19), of the type also found in Activity F1 at Gabii.
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Figure 40: Illustrations of key diagnostic elements from the east drainage fill assemblage (Activity G1, SU 1279): Impasto Chiaro Sabbioso mortaria (nos. 15–17) and one-handled Cream Ware ollae/goblets (nos. 18–19).
Most fragments, however, belong to cooking vessels (almost 3,000 sherds, corresponding to 73% of the entire sample), whose comparanda date to the 2nd c. BCE. The most common shape is the olla, particularly the type with an outcurving and slightly pointed rim (Bertoldi 2011, 94–95, Type 4; Figure 42, nos. 20–24). Less commonly found are specimens with small thickened rims, especially the variant with a rounded lip (Bertoldi 2011, Type 1). Both types are documented elsewhere at Gabii (Temple of Juno: Vegas and Martin Lopez 1982, 453 fig. 1.7), in the east suburbium of Rome (Città dello Sport, Ponte di Nona, and Torre Spaccata: Bertoldi 2011, 91, 94–95), and at the urban site of Tusculum (Dupré I Raventós and Aquilué Abadías 2000, 34 fig. 26.14), again in deposits that have been dated to between the 3rd and 2nd c. BCE. Important for understanding the character and chronology of the assemblage is the complete absence of ovoid ollae of the type known as “orlo a mandorla,” which are ubiquitously found in contexts dating from the middle of the 2nd c. BCE onward (Bertoldi 2011, 95–97, Type 5). Lids are less numerous than the ollae; the types present can be dated to between the second half of the 3rd and the early 2nd c. BCE (Figure 42, nos. 29–32). The form identified most frequently other than the ollae and lids is the pan, of which there are examples in both coarse ware and Internal Red Slip Ware (Figure 42, nos. 33–36). The variants find comparanda with types common during the period of transition from the Mid-Republican to Late Republican periods. Finally, there are several examples of portable ovens (clibanus), which have been documented at nearby sites (e.g., Ponte di Nona) in 2nd c. BCE deposits (Bertoldi 2011, 108–109).
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Figure 41: Illustrations of key diagnostic elements from the east drainage fill assemblage (Activity G1, SU 1279): Internal Slip Ware ollae (nos. 20–28).
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Figure 42: Illustrations of key diagnostic elements from the east drainage fill assemblage (Activity G1, SU 1279): coarse ware lids (nos. 29–32), coarse ware and Pompeian Red Slip pans (nos. 33, 35–36), and a coarse ware cooking stand (no. 34).
Amphorae appear infrequently in the deposits from this phase. The assemblage includes at least two examples of the “early” Greco-Italic type van der Mersch Va (330/325–275/260 BCE) or Vb (260/250–220 BCE), whose fabric suggests a Campanian origin. Another fragment, possibly from the same production area, can be attributed to the van der Mersch / Cibeccini type Vc (last quarter of the 3rd c. BCE) or VIa (210–190 BCE: Cibecchini and Capelli 2013, 434–443). A single example of a North African amphora of the type van der Werff 3 (Figure 43, no. 39), which dates to between the late 3rd or early 2nd c. BCE, is present. Fragments of at least one other Late Punic container have been identified (Figure 43, no. 40), as well as walls of Eastern Mediterranean amphorae.
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Figure 43: Illustrations of key diagnostic elements from the east drainage fill assemblage (Activity G1, SU 1279): Amphorae (nos. 37-40).
    
    
        Table 24: Phase B-1b: Diagnostic elements. [Download Table 24 data]
        
        
            	Act.
            	Class
            	Production
            	Shape
            	Type
            	Observations
            	Chronology
        

        
            	G1
            	Black gloss
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	patera
            	Morel 1281
            	
            	post end 3rd/early 2nd c. BCE
        

        
            	G1
            	Black gloss
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	bowl
            	Morel 2572
            	
            	post end 3rd/early 2nd c. BCE
        

        
            	G1
            	Black gloss
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	bowl
            	Morel 2573
            	
            	post end 3rd/early 2nd c. BCE
        

        
            	G1
            	Black gloss
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	patera/plate
            	Morel 2821
            	
            	post end 3rd/early 2nd c. BCE
        

        
            	G1
            	Black gloss
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	patera/plate
            	Morel 2822
            	
            	post end 3rd/early 2nd c. BCE
        

        
            	E1
            	Black gloss
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	patera/plate
            	Morel 2823
            	
            	post end 3rd/early 2nd c. BCE
        

        
            	F1, G1
            	Thin wall
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	beaker
            	Marabini I
            	
            	Late 3rd/mid-1st c. BCE
        

        
            	G1
            	Lamps
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	...
            	Tevere 2a
            	
            	
        

        
            	F1, G1
            	Cream ware
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	beaker
            	Bertoldi 2011, olla type 2
            	
            	post end 3rd/early 2nd c. BCE
        

        
            	G1
            	Coarse ware
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	olla
            	Bertoldi 2011, olla type 1
            	
            	Late 3rd/2nd c. BCE
        

        
            	G1
            	Coarse ware
            	Etrusco-latial/ Local (?)
            	olla
            	Bertoldi 2011, olla type
            	
            	Late 3rd/2nd c. BCE
        

        
            	G1
            	Amphorae
            	Campania
            	...
            	van der Merch/ Cibecchini VIa
            	
            	210 – 190 BCE o right after
        

        
            	F1
            	Amphorae
            	Campania
            	...
            	van der Merch/ Cibecchini VIb
            	
            	200 – 175 BCE ca.
        

        
            	G1
            	Amphorae
            	North Africa
            	...
            	van der Werff 3
            	
            	post end 3rd/early 2nd c. BCE
        

    

    
To summarize, there are numerous diagnostic finds that allow us to date the activities of Phase B-1b (Table 24) with confidence. The Black Gloss pottery sample includes types that were introduced in Etruria and Latium during the transition from the Mid-Republican period to the Late Republican. The examples of the patera Morel 1281 form and bowls of the Morel 2572–2573 form seem to originate from a single production center, as they share similar fabric, gloss, and decorations. Further analyses are required to confirm the possible connection with Lucus Feroniae. While these productions have a limited diffusion in central Tyrrhenian Italy, the plate/patera of the Morel 2821–2823 form is widely distributed in 2nd c. BCE contexts. Another significant aspect of the character of the assemblage is the presence of Thin-Walled pottery. Most notably, the earliest beaker type, Marabini I, provides a terminus post quem of 200 BCE. The same horizon is suggested by the “late” Greco-Italic amphorae van der Mersch / Cibecchini VIa and the North African van der Werff 3 (both dating from the end of the 3rd c. BCE onward) and by the slightly later van der Mersch / Cibecchini VIb (first quarter of the 2nd c. BCE). Finally, a fixed point in the late 3rd c. BCE has been proposed for some of the common wares for food storage and consumption (the olla/beaker Bertoldi 2) and for two cooking vessels (ollae Bertoldi 1 and 4). Beyond changes in the morphology of the vessels, there are interesting technological innovations, which indicate a complete departure from the pottery traditions established in the Archaic period.

To conclude, it is possible to date the construction activities of Phase B-1b between the late 3rd c. or early 2nd c. BCE and the late 2nd or early 1st c. BCE (i.e., the terminus ante quem provided by the materials recovered from the stratigraphy of Phase B-2). The absence of finds common in central Italy during the second quarter / middle of the 2nd c. BCE is a strong indication that these activities occurred during the first quarter of the 2nd c. BCE, a period that corresponds well with the date of the latest elements of the assemblage.




Phase B-2 (late 2nd / early 1st c. BCE)

The strata associated with Phase B-2 yielded 1,038 fragments (Table 25, Figure 44), corresponding to about 7% of the entire sample from the Tincu House. The construction activities occurring during this phase have been interpreted as the result of a significant change in the function of the building, from a domestic to a utilitarian structure. The majority of the material for this phase derives from the leveling layers that raise the floors (Activity H: 75.91%). A smaller yet still significant group of objects belongs to construction features (Activity I: 20.47%), while few ceramics come from the layers used for finishing floor surfaces (Activity J: 3.62%).

    
    
        Table 25: Quantification of each ware per activity in Phase B-2. [View HTML version of Table 25] [Download Table 25 data]
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Figure 44: Proportion of sherds coming from each activity associated with Phase B-2.
Activity H1—Leveling layers that have been excavated in Room B6 (SUs 1386, 1443, 1457) contained 788 sherds (Figure 45), many of which are residual. These residual finds range from the earliest phases of occupation of the settlement, the Early Iron Age to Late Archaic period (Impasto, Impasto Bruno, Impasto Rosso, Impasto Chiaro Sabbioso, Bucchero, coarse ware dolia, ESW, and ISW), to the Mid-Republican phase (Early/Mid-Republican Red Slip; Black Gloss, including the overpainted types; coarse ware; and Cream Ware). Several diagnostic elements, however, allow us to date the building activities with some precision.
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Figure 45: Quantification of the wares associated with Activity H1.
Black Gloss pottery is again the most common fineware in the assemblage. Other than a few fragments dating to the Mid-Republican period, which can be interpreted as obvious residues from Phase B-1a–b, the diagnostic fragments suggest that the context dates to after the middle of the 2nd c. BCE. Frequent finds of pateras with everted rims (series Morel 2252–58), plates with the same profile (Morel 2283, 2286), and fragments of large plates with undulating rims (Morel 1440) characterize the assemblage. This last type may be slightly later in date (last quarter of the 2nd c. BCE).

Within these deposits, a fragment of Late Republican Red Slip Ware was recovered. Recently, this class has been identified in stratigraphic contexts from Rome dating to between the late 2nd c. BCE (e.g., at the northeast slopes of the Palatine: Ferrandes 2014a, 187 n. 94) and the middle of the 1st c. BCE (e.g., the fill of a Pozzolana quarry at the site later occupied by the Horti Lamiani on the Esquiline: Ferrandes 2014b, 360–361). This seems to be one of the many local red gloss productions that pre-date Italian sigillata. The class is characterized by an extremely fine micaceous fabric and a slip ranging in color from orange to coral red, with soapy consistency (much like the contemporary Dressel 2 and 3 lamps and the Black Gloss productions with gray fabric, also known as Roman D, both manufactured in Rome). While the morphological repertoire is still poorly known, both closed and open shapes have been documented. The Gabii example is an open form.

Fragments of Megarian bowls and Thin-Walled pottery are datable to the 2nd c. BCE generically and so are not helpful for refining the chronology. One exception to this is the ovoid beaker Ricci I/7 (Marabini III) found in the deposits, which dates to after 150 BCE (Ricci 1985, 245). A more precise terminus post quem is provided by the Cream Ware lamp of type Ricci H (usually dated from the late 2nd c. BCE onward at Delos and somewhat later in Rome, especially from the Sullan phase onward: Ricci 1973, 223–226).

About two-thirds of the sample is made up of common wares, including types whose presence has been noted in Phase B-1b. These date generically to the 2nd c. BCE, and it is uncertain whether they are residues or types in circulation for a long period. Among the cooking wares, the “orlo a mandorla” olla (Bertoldi 2011, 95–97, Type 5), which appears in the Late Republican period and becomes widespread in Etruria and Latium, contributes to establishing the chronology.

A date of 150 BCE or later is provided by rare fragments of Dressel 1 amphorae. The rim types seen at Gabii can be generically attributed to the Tyrrhenian production. The same provenance is suggested for a rim fragment relating to the more recent variants of the “late” Greco-Italic productions (van der Mersch / Cibecchini VIb) or to the transitional amphorae that precede the Dressel 1 (Cibecchini 2004, 5 n. 16). The remaining amphora fragments are not diagnostic, but the fabrics are related to Eastern Mediterranean (perhaps also Rhodian?), North African, Adriatic, and Iberian productions.

Activity I1—The fill connected with the construction of wall SU 1186 contained 30 sherds, corresponding to 2.89% of the Phase B-2 sample (Figure 46). The fill mostly contained residues (Impasto, Impasto Rosso, Bucchero, and some coarse wares). Materials generically dating to the second half of the 2nd c. BCE include Thin-Walled pottery fragments and the rim of a Dressel 1 amphora of Campanian production.
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Figure 46: Quantification of wares from the Phase B-2 assemblage.
Activity I2—The set of materials recovered from SU 1423, which is connected with the reorganization of the main access to Room B6 from the new atrium, is larger (177 fragments, at 17.1% for the phase; Figure 47). Impasto, Impasto Chiaro Sabbioso, Bucchero, almost all of the coarse ware, Cream Ware, and External Slip Ware, as well as a large proportion of the Black Gloss pottery, are residual. The diagnostic fragments, however, allow us to refine the terminus post quem provided by the finds from Activity H1. Fragments of ovoid beaker type Ricci I/7 (Marabini III), also present in the latter context, indicate a date to after the middle of the 2nd c. BCE. The Black Gloss lamp of type Ricci F, however, post-dates 130/110 BCE (Ricci 1973, 219–222). Another lamp fragment from the assemblage has been tentatively assigned to the Dressel 3A type, which is a transitional shape between the Late Republican and the Augustan productions. If the identification was confirmed, this would represent the latest find from the Phase B-2 sample, which would have to be dated to the Sullan period. The rim of the only clearly identifiable Dressel 1B amphora is consistent with a late 2nd or early 1st c. BCE horizon.
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Figure 47: Quantification of wares associated with Activity I2.
Activity I3—The fill of a foundation trench of wall SU 1435 in the southern addition contained a mere five fragments, which are either residual (Impasto Chiaro Sabbioso, Black Gloss) or of uncertain chronology (coarse ware). Therefore, little can be said about the chronology of this activity.

Activity J1—The preparation of a crushed tufo floor (SU 1455) in the courtyard / southern addition yielded 38 fragments (3.62% of the Phase B-2 sample; Figure 48). The majority of the finds are residual (Impasto, Impasto Rosso, coarse ware dolia, and Mid-Republican Black Gloss), while some coarse ware and Cream Ware fragments are of uncertain chronology. As for activity I3, little can be concluded about Activity J1.
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Figure 48: Quantification of wares associated with Activity J1.
In summary, the deposits associated with Activities H1–J1 featured a significant quantity of residual inclusions, but useful elements to define a terminus post quem for the phase are available (Table 26). The datable elements derive from ceramic classes whose diffusion started in the late 2nd c. BCE and peaked in the early 1st c. BCE. Among the finewares, the most representative class is the Late Republican Red Slip Ware, a contemporary Roman production that has been recently identified. The fragment of a Dressel 1B amphora is consistent with this chronology. The lamps seem to provide a slightly later date: the Ricci H type is common from the Sullan period onward, though earlier examples are known from Delos in the late 2nd c. BCE. The Dressel 3A variant can be securely dated to the Sullan period, but the fragment from Activity I2 can only be tentatively identified with the type.

    
    
        Table 26: Diagnostic elements associated with Phase B-2. [Download Table 26 data]
        
        
            	Act.
            	Class
            	Production
            	Shape
            	Type
            	Observations
            	Chronology
        

        
            	H1
            	Late-Republican Red Slip Ware
            	Etrusco-latial
            	open
            	non id.
            	
            	Late second/early first century BCE - 50/30 BCE (?)
        

        
            	H1
            	Lamps
            	Etrusco-latial
            	
            	Ricci H
            	
            	Afterlate second century BCE - Sullan period
        

        
            	I2
            	Lamps
            	Etrusco-latial
            	
            	Dressel 3A (?)
            	
            	80/70 BCE - Augustan period
        

        
            	I2
            	Amphorae
            	Tyrrhenian Italy
            	
            	Dressel 1B
            	
            	Late second/early first century BCE - Augustan period
        

    

    



Phase B-3 (second quarter / middle of 1st c. CE)

The contexts from the last phase of activity discussed in this volume contained the largest quantity of excavated materials (Tables 27A–B, Figure 49): 8,576 sherds, corresponding to 60% of the entire collection of finds from the Tincu House. Despite the large sample size, relatively few elements are available to fix a terminus post quem, because the assemblage is dominated by residues from earlier periods. In fact, fragments from construction levels (Activity K, Table 27A) amount to a mere 3% of the Phase B-3 sample. Most of the material comes from extensive layers that obliterate the structures of Phase B-2, marking the final abandonment of parts of the house (Activity L, Table 27B), making up 86% of the total. Anthropic activities in this phase are very limited and are related to spoliation (Activity M: 1.24%) or to cuts of uncertain function (Activity O: 0.6%). The latest levels sealing the structures are layers of colluvium of natural origin, which included a fair amount of redeposited material (Activity N: 9.18%).



    Table 27: Quantification of each ware per activity in Phase B-3. [View HTML version of Table 27] [Download Table 27 data]
    
[image: ]

    
[image: ]
Figure 49: Proportion of sherds from each activity associated with Phase B-3.
Activity K1—SU 1174, one of the fills of the courtyard connected with the construction of wall SU 1058, yielded 202 sherds (1.99% of the Phase B-3 assemblage; Figure 50). Almost all the material is residual from both Phase B-0 and Phases B-1 and B-2. The latter group includes fragments of a Genucilia plate with geometric decoration, which are found at sites in Etruria and Latium from the early 3rd c. BCE onward (Ferrandes 2016). Coarse ware and Cream Ware fragments mostly belong to types with long circulation periods, so their interpretation is uncertain. The same is true for the wall fragments of vessels from classes that were still being produced at the time of the deposit formation.
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Figure 50: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity K1.
Activity K2—SUs 1176 and 1189, which are associated with the construction of wall SU 1163 in between Rooms B1 and B2, yielded 28 fragments in total (0.33%; Figure 51). The overall composition of the assemblage is similar to that of the finds from Activity K1, as it mostly includes residual ceramics from the Archaic through the Late Republican periods. The relative distribution of the pottery classes finds a parallel with that documented for Phase B-2 contexts, suggesting that the Phase B-2 levels were extensively reworked in the context of the new construction activities. This parallels the situation we see in the transition from Phase B-0 to Phase B-1.
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Figure 51: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity K2.
Activity K3—SU 1406, a layer connected with the construction of wall SU 5146 in the southeast sector of the building, shares the same features of Activities K1–2 (Figure 52). The latest material includes Late Republican pottery classes. A unique find from this level is a very poorly preserved fragment of an Attic Black Figured kylix of uncertain production and date.

[image: ]
Figure 52: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity K3.
Activity L1—The dump SU 1401, located along the west wall of the courtyard, represents the first in a long series of accumulations, within various areas of the Tincu House, whose deposition reflects the progressive abandonment of the building. This layer contained 55 fragments (0.65% of the Phase B-3 sample), dominated by coarse ware (Figure 53; the SU also includes a high proportion of faunal remains). The material is generally residual, although types in circulation over an extended period are also present. As is the case for Activities K1–3, the latest ceramics date to between the middle and late 2nd c. BCE, thus suggesting that the material originated from the destruction and reuse of Phase B-2 strata.
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Figure 53: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity L1.
Activity L2—SU 1221, soil accumulated in the drain SU 1228 in the courtyard, included 17 fragments (0.2% of the Phase B-3 assemblage) (Figure 54). The few pottery fragments can be interpreted as residual materials. A notable inclusion is the base of a Black Gloss vessel of Arretine production featuring the attribution “Q.AF.” stamped on the floor. This is one of the most frequently recorded names for the production, appearing in the first quarter of the 1st c. BCE and becoming more common around 60/50 BCE (Morel 2009; Brecciaroli Taborelli 2013; there are references to imports in Rome in Ferrandes 2014a, 357). In light of the terminus post quem suggested for the formation of the Phase B-2 construction deposits, which is slightly earlier, the vessel in question must represent an object that was in use during the actual occupation of the building in Phase B-2.
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Figure 54: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity L2.
Activity L3—The dumping layers deposited within Room B5 (SUs 1232, 1242) yielded 300 fragments (3.5% of the Phase B-3 assemblage), thus representing one of the richest contexts (Figure 55). However, the composition of this subset of materials does not differ substantially from the typical assemblage of Phase B-2. These levels feature pottery classes dating to the Archaic through Mid-Republican periods and a smaller proportion of 2nd c. BCE objects. Present are fragments of large bowls featuring a thin coating of opaque Black Gloss, which covers the interior floor and ends irregularly just below the rim on the exterior, a class of vessel not seen elsewhere at Gabii. Recent studies of this class of ceramics in Rome, where it is found in urban contexts dating to between the late 2nd and mid-1st c. BCE, suggest, based on its limited distribution, that it is intended for local consumption (Ferrandes 2014a, 357–360 fig. 7 nos. 6–7). The presence of the same class at Gabii and the technical similarities with the Roman examples might indicate that there was a single production center whose products had a wider diffusion.
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Figure 55: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity L3.
The coins from SU 1124, two quartunciae in copper alloy, are also residual: Δ238a, dating to the late 3rd c. BCE, and Δ238b, perhaps 275–270 BCE. Pottery and coin evidence demonstrates that the soil dumped in Room B5 was quarried from the strata accumulated in the previous phase.

Activity L4—It is unclear whether SU 1222 was a layer of collapse or yet another accumulation on top of the dumps grouped under Activity L3. The sample is, in any case, of very limited value (Figure 56; 44 fragments, at 0.42%). The few datable materials are residual.
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Figure 56: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity L4.
Activity L5—The accumulations documented in Room B3 (SUs 1158, 1165, 1320, 1327, 1340) yielded the largest assemblage from the Tincu House (Figure 57): 6,336 fragments (corresponding to 73.89% of the finds from Phase B-3 levels and about 44% of the entire sample). The composition of the assemblage does not vary significantly from that of the other sets of materials described above, indicating a similar formation process: the destruction of deposits originally associated with the building activities of Phase B-2. Thanks to the larger sample size, a series of diagnostic elements have been identified, which provide a terminus post quem of the middle of the 1st c. CE.

[image: ]
Figure 57: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity L5.
The assemblage includes a group of finds dating from the Augustan period onward, most notably Italian sigillata. An important element for establishing the date of the assemblage is a carinated cylindrical cup of the type Conspectus 26.2. Dating to the slightly later Tiberian period are cups with restricted walls of the type Conspectus 32 and dishes with sloping walls of the type Conspectus 3. The element latest in date is a fragment of the hemispherical Conspectus 34 type, whose date begins around 30 CE. A generic date in the Augustan period can be proposed for fragments of lamps similar to the Bailey B type and the Camulodunum 184 amphorae from Rhodes (the earliest examples in Rome come from the Forum of Caesar, 42–29 BCE: Zampini 2014, 189–203; the diffusion picks up beginning around 20–10 BCE, as indicated by the finds from the construction levels of the Augustan Aqua Marcia: Volpe 1996, 27, Att. 5).

The stratigraphic position of a few fragments of African Red Slip A ware from one of these layers (SU 1165) is uncertain. The numerous Imperial tomb features that cut through the Phase B-3 sequence may perhaps explain the presence of what would seem to be intrusive material. The earliest sporadic examples of the class in Rome date, in fact, to 60/70 CE (e.g., from the stagnum of the Domus Aurea: Rizzo 2003, 107; recent unpublished finds from the northeastern slopes of the Palatine seem to confirm this date). The progress of excavation and study of the stratigraphic sequence in neighboring city blocks (Areas A and F) will hopefully provide more conclusive evidence.

The coins retrieved from these deposits are also uncertain or not legible (Δ150 from SU 1158, Δ143 from SU 1165) and therefore do not add useful information on the chronology of the dumps.

Activity L6—The levels obliterating the structures of Room B4 yielded 642 fragments (corresponding to 7.48% of the Phase B-3 sample; Figure 58). The overall composition of this group of materials confirms the trend identified for Activity L5: a high proportion of residual materials, including a small number of fragments related to the early phases of occupation and frequent Late Republican finds. The sample of Italian sigillata includes some significant diagnostic elements. In addition to the carinated cylindrical bowl of the Conspectus 26.2 type, already seen in the strata formed during Activity L5, we note the bowl with a sloping wall of type Conspectus 8. Broad dishes with sloping walls of the Conspectus 3 type, dating to the Tiberian Period, and the Conspectus 32 cup with a restricted wall, here in the variant 32.2, form part of the assemblage. Plates with vertical rims of the Conspectus 20.4 type provide a terminus post quem of 30 CE. As in the context described above, poorly preserved fragments of lamps can be generically assigned to the Augustan period onward. Sherds of the Camulodunum 184 amphora are also present.

Finally, two coins have been recovered from these levels: a litra dating to 270 BCE (Δ268 from SU 1275) and a late 3rd c. BCE as (203 from SU Δ1218), in copper alloy. Neither provides useful chronological information to further define the terminus post quem.

[image: ]
Figure 58: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity L6.
Activity M1—Spoliation activities of uncertain function have been documented in both Room B3 and the atrium courtyard (SUs 1260, 1270, 1271). These features yielded 107 fragments, which correspond to 1.24% of the Phase B-3 sample (Figure 59). Like other contexts from Phase B-3, the assemblage is composed of residual ceramics, in most cases pre-dating the 5th c. BCE. The most recent finds, which are represented by coarse ware types of long duration, do not seem to go beyond the Late Republican period.

[image: ]
Figure 59: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity M1.
Activity N1—Colluvial deposits have been identified within Rooms B1 and B2, the courtyard, and Road 4. These layers included a fairly large number of fragments: 1,788 sherds, about 9% of the entire assemblage of Phase B-3 (Figure 60). Residual materials are predominant, and their distribution by class is similar to that of other Phase B-3 contexts. Diagnostic elements include a lamp with volutes, close to the Bailey B type, whose production started in the Augustan period, and a dish with sloping walls, of the Conspectus 3 type, dating to the Tiberian period. Both types are also documented in Activities L5–6.

[image: ]
Figure 60: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity N1.
Activity O1—Another spoliation feature, purpose unknown, has been identified in Room B6 (SU 1422). This fill yielded 52 fragments (0.6% of the Phase B-3 assemblage). The ceramics are once again residual (Figure 61), as is the only coin retrieved in this context (a quadrans attributed to M. Aburius Geminus, dating to 132 BCE).

[image: ]
Figure 61: Quantification of the sherds per ware in the Phase B-3 assemblage associated with activity O1.
To sum up, the finds from Activities K1–O1, although quantitatively rich (more than 8,500 fragments), include only a small fraction of diagnostic materials (Table 28). A well-defined group of Italian sigillata objects, including plates with vertical rims of the Conspectus 20.4 type and hemispherical cups of the Conspectus 34 type, can be dated to 30 CE or soon after. Four fragments of African Red Slip are also attested, but their interpretation is problematic. If not intrusive, their presence would bring the terminus post quem for Phase B-3 to 60/70 CE, based on the date of the initial diffusion of the class in neighboring Rome.

    
    
        Table 28: Diagnostic elements from Phase B-3. [Download Table 28 data]
        
        
            	Act.
            	Class
            	Production
            	Shape
            	Type
            	Observations
            	Chronology
        

        
            	L6
            	TSI
            	Italian peninsula
            	plate
            	Conspectus 20.4
            	
            	30 – 96 CE
        

        
            	L5 - L6
            	TSI
            	Italian peninsula
            	bowl
            	Conspectus 34
            	
            	30 – 96 CE
        

        
            	L5
            	ARS
            	A1
            	closed
            	non id.
            	
            	60/70 – mid-2nd c. CE
        

        
            	L5
            	ARS
            	A1
            	open
            	non id.
            	
            	60/70 – mid-2nd c. CE
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            Table 0: Tincu house, charred archaeobotanical remains from floated samples. [Return to text] [Download Table 0 data]
            
                
                    	SU
                    	Vol.liter
                    	charcoal > 2mm
                    	charcoal not id
                    	Cereals
                    	Triticum sp.
                    	Triticum dicoccum
                    	Hordeum vulgare
                    	Panicum miliaceum
                    	Fabaceae
                    	Vicia fava
                    	Lolium sp.
                

                
                    	1156
                    	20
                    	x
                    	xx
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1158
                    	23
                    	xx
                    	xxxx
                    	1
                    	
                    	2
                    	1
                    	
                    	1
                    	
                    	1
                

                
                    	1165
                    	20
                    	x
                    	xxx
                    	1
                    	
                    	2
                    	
                    	
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1168
                    	20
                    	xx
                    	xxxx
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1169
                    	20
                    	x
                    	xxxx
                    	2
                    	
                    	
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1173
                    	20
                    	x
                    	xx
                    	6
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1177
                    	26
                    	xxx
                    	xxx
                    	2
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1181
                    	20
                    	xx
                    	xxx
                    	6
                    	
                    	
                    	2
                    	
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1189
                    	10
                    	
                    	x
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1199
                    	20
                    	xx
                    	xxxx
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1221
                    	15
                    	x
                    	xx
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1227
                    	13
                    	xx
                    	xxxx
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1242
                    	20
                    	x
                    	xxx
                    	2
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1277
                    	15
                    	xx
                    	xxxx
                    	15
                    	
                    	9
                    	4
                    	1
                    	
                    	2
                    	
                

                
                    	1279
                    	1
                    	
                    	x
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1300
                    	20
                    	xx
                    	xxx
                    	1
                    	
                    	2
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                    	1
                    	
                

                
                    	1385
                    	20
                    	xxx
                    	xxxx
                    	22
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1423
                    	13
                    	x
                    	xx
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                
                    	1428
                    	20
                    	x
                    	xxx
                    	1
                    	
                    	
                    	3
                    	
                    	
                    	
                    	
                

                        
        

        Charcoal is divided in potentially identifiable (>2mm) and not identifiable remains.
 X <10 fragments; XX 10-20 fragments; XXX 20-50 fragments; XXXX >50 fragments. 
Cereals include mostly distorted and fragmented remains of cultivated grasses that cannot be identified at the genus level.

    

    Table 12: Per SU counts and proportions for each SU producing faunal remains in Phase B-3. [Return to text] [Download Table 12 data]

	SPECIES
	SU 1135=1163
	SU 1156*
	SU 1158*
	SU 1162
	SU 1165*



	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%



	Terrestrial Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	3
	1.3
	
	
	1
	0.3



	Fresh water Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	0.7



	Marine Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	2
	0.9
	
	
	1
	0.3



	Marine Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	1
	0.4
	
	
	
	



	Amphibia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	0.7



	Aves
	
	
	1
	1.7
	1
	0.4
	
	
	3
	1.0



	Anas platyrhyncos
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba livia/oenas
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba palumbus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vanellus vanellus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	3
	1.3
	
	
	
	



	Microfauna
	
	
	
	
	13
	5.6
	
	
	2
	0.7



	Homo sapiens
	
	
	
	
	1
	0.4
	
	
	
	



	Vulpes vulpes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	0.7



	Canis familiaris
	
	
	
	
	1
	0.4
	
	
	24
	8.2



	Equus asinus
	1
	3.0
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	3
	9.1
	12
	20.7
	18
	7.8
	
	
	24
	8.2



	Cervus elaphus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis aries
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	2
	6.1
	4
	6.9
	4
	1.7
	
	
	13
	4.5



	Bos taurus
	
	
	2
	3.4
	1
	0.4
	
	
	6
	2.1



	Small Mammal
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Medium Mammal
	8
	24.2
	3
	5.2
	
	
	1
	50.0
	7
	2.4



	Large Ungulate
	2
	6.1
	1.0
	1.7
	
	
	1
	50.0
	2
	0.7



	Unidentifiable
	17
	51.5
	35.0
	60.3
	183
	79.2
	
	
	202
	69.4



	TOTAL
	33
	100
	58
	100
	231
	100
	2
	100
	291
	100





Table 12: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1168*
	SU 1169*
	SU 1174
	SU 1177*
	SU 1190



	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%




	Terrestrial Gastropoda
	2
	1.5
	1
	0.9
	6
	18.8
	
	
	
	



	Fresh water Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	0.9
	
	



	Marine Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Amphibia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Aves
	
	
	1
	0.9
	
	
	2
	1.8
	
	



	Anas platyrhyncos
	
	
	1
	0.9
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba livia/oenas
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba palumbus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vanellus vanellus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	1
	3.1
	
	
	
	



	Microfauna
	6
	4.4
	2
	1.8
	
	
	2
	1.8
	
	



	Homo sapiens
	1
	0.7
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vulpes vulpes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Canis familiaris
	
	
	2
	1.8
	
	
	1
	0.9
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	3
	2.2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	6
	4.4
	6
	5.3
	2
	6.3
	5
	4.6
	
	



	Cervus elaphus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis aries
	1
	0.7
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	6
	4.4
	4
	3.5
	
	
	3
	2.8
	
	



	Bos taurus
	2
	1.5
	
	
	1
	3.1
	2
	1.8
	
	



	Small Mammal
	1
	0.7
	
	
	
	
	1
	0.9
	
	



	Medium Mammal
	6
	4.4
	6
	5.3
	2
	6.3
	2
	1.8
	
	



	Large Ungulate
	1
	0.7
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Unidentifiable
	100
	74.1
	91
	79.8
	20
	62.5
	90
	82.6
	2
	100.0



	TOTAL
	135
	100
	114
	100
	32
	100
	109
	100
	2
	100





Table 12: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1199*
	SU 1203
	SU 1211
	SU 1214
	SU 1218



	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%



	Terrestrial Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Fresh water Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Amphibia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Aves
	1
	1.1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	7
	10.4



	Anas platyrhyncos
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba livia/oenas
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba palumbus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	1.5



	Vanellus vanellus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	1.5



	Gallus gallus
	2
	2.3
	
	
	
	
	3
	23.1
	6
	9.0



	Microfauna
	3
	3.4
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo sapiens
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vulpes vulpes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Canis familiaris
	
	
	1
	9.1
	
	
	
	
	1
	1.5



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	1
	1.1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	4
	4.5
	3
	27.3
	
	
	2
	15.4
	13
	19.4



	Cervus elaphus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis aries
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	5
	5.7
	1
	9.1
	
	
	2
	15.4
	9
	13.4



	Bos taurus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	3.0



	Small Mammal
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Medium Mammal
	1
	1.1
	2
	18.2
	2
	100.0
	1
	7.7
	4
	6.0



	Large Ungulate
	1
	1.1
	1
	9.1
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Unidentifiable
	70
	79.5
	3
	27.3
	
	
	5
	38.5
	23
	34.3



	TOTAL
	88
	100
	11
	100
	2
	100
	13
	100
	67
	100





Table 12: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1221*
	SU 1222
	SU 1227*
	SU 1232
	SU 1242*



	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%



	Terrestrial Gastropoda
	1
	2.3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3
	5.9



	Fresh water Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	1
	1.8
	
	
	
	



	Marine Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Amphibia
	
	
	
	
	1
	1.8
	1
	5.3
	
	



	Aves
	
	
	2
	10.0
	2
	3.5
	1
	5.3
	
	



	Anas platyrhyncos
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba livia/oenas
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	2.0



	Columba palumbus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vanellus vanellus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Microfauna
	1
	2.3
	2
	10.0
	
	
	
	
	5
	9.8



	Homo sapiens
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vulpes vulpes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Canis familiaris
	1
	2.3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	1
	2.3
	3
	15.0
	1
	1.8
	2
	10.5
	
	



	Cervus elaphus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis aries
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	5.3
	
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	
	
	7
	35.0
	1
	1.8
	6
	31.6
	1
	2.0



	Bos taurus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	10.5
	1
	2.0



	Small Mammal
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Medium Mammal
	
	
	1
	5.0
	1
	1.8
	1
	5.3
	7
	13.7



	Large Ungulate
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Unidentifiable
	40
	90.9
	5
	25.0
	50
	87.7
	5
	26.3
	33
	64.7



	TOTAL
	44
	100
	20
	100
	57
	100
	19
	100
	51
	100





Table 12: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1260
	SU 1270
	SU 1271
	SU 1273
	SU 1275



	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%



	Terrestrial Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	5.6
	
	



	Fresh water Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Amphibia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Aves
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	5.6
	
	



	Anas platyrhyncos
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba livia/oenas
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba palumbus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vanellus vanellus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Microfauna
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo sapiens
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vulpes vulpes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Canis familiaris
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	
	
	1
	20.0
	1
	100.0
	5
	27.8
	1
	11.1



	Cervus elaphus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis aries
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	5.6
	
	



	Bos taurus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	22.2
	
	



	Small Mammal
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	5.6
	
	



	Medium Mammal
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	11.1
	4
	44.4



	Large Ungulate
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Unidentifiable
	3
	100.0
	4
	80.0
	
	
	3
	16.7
	4
	44.4



	TOTAL
	3
	100
	5
	100
	1
	100
	18
	100
	9
	100





Table 12: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1320
	SU 1327
	SU 1330
	SU 1340
	SU 1384



	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%



	Terrestrial Gastropoda
	2
	1.2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Fresh water Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Bivalvia
	
	
	3
	0.8
	
	
	2
	1.6
	
	



	Marine Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Amphibia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Aves
	3
	1.7
	4
	1.0
	
	
	4
	3.1
	
	



	Anas platyrhyncos
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba livia/oenas
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba palumbus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vanellus vanellus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Gallus gallus
	1
	0.6
	5
	1.3
	
	
	3
	2.3
	
	



	Microfauna
	2
	1.2
	2
	0.5
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo sapiens
	
	
	3
	0.8
	
	
	1
	0.8
	
	



	Vulpes vulpes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Canis familiaris
	2
	1.2
	1
	0.3
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	0.8
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	14
	8.1
	94
	23.5
	
	
	23
	18.0
	
	



	Cervus elaphus
	
	
	1
	0.3
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis aries
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	36
	20.9
	58
	14.5
	
	
	15
	11.7
	2
	50.0



	Bos taurus
	4
	2.3
	13
	3.3
	
	
	6
	4.7
	
	



	Small Mammal
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3
	2.3
	
	



	Medium Mammal
	12
	7.0
	16
	4.0
	
	
	
	
	2
	50.0



	Large Ungulate
	5
	2.9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Unidentifiable
	91
	52.9
	200
	50.0
	1
	100.0
	70
	54.7
	
	



	TOTAL
	172
	100
	400
	100
	1
	100
	128
	100
	4
	100





Table 12: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1388
	SU 1401
	SU 1405
	SU 1406
	SU 1412



	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%



	Terrestrial Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Fresh water Bivalvia
	1
	5.9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Amphibia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Aves
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	6.3
	2
	6.1 



	Anas platyrhyncos
	
	
	
	
	1
	11.1 
	
	
	
	



	Columba livia/oenas
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba palumbus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vanellus vanellus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	6.3
	
	



	Microfauna
	1
	5.9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo sapiens
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vulpes vulpes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Canis familiaris
	
	
	1
	5.9
	
	
	1
	6.3
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	2
	11.8
	1
	5.9
	2
	22.2
	2
	12.5
	14
	42.4



	Cervus elaphus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis aries
	1
	5.9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	3
	17.6
	
	
	
	
	2
	12.5
	4
	12.1



	Bos taurus
	
	
	1
	5.9
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Small Mammal
	1
	5.9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Medium Mammal
	2
	11.8
	
	
	4
	44.4
	3
	18.8
	2
	6.1



	Large Ungulate
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	12.5
	
	



	Unidentifiable
	6
	35.3
	14
	82.4
	2
	22.2
	4
	25.0
	11
	33.3



	TOTAL
	17
	100
	17
	100
	9
	100
	16
	100
	33
	100





Table 12: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1422
	SU 1465
	SU 1304
	SU 1408
	SU 1459*



	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%
	N
	%



	Terrestrial Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Fresh water Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Bivalvia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Marine Gastropoda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Amphibia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Aves
	
	
	
	
	1
	5.9
	
	
	
	



	Anas platyrhyncos
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba livia/oenas
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Columba palumbus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Vanellus vanellus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	1
	5.9
	
	
	
	



	Microfauna
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo sapiens
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	8.9



	Vulpes vulpes
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Canis familiaris
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	1
	9.1
	
	
	2
	11.8
	
	
	
	



	Cervus elaphus
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis aries
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	
	
	
	
	3
	17.6
	
	
	
	



	Bos taurus
	1
	9.1
	2
	100.0
	1
	5.9
	1
	25
	
	



	Small Mammal
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Medium Mammal
	
	
	
	
	1
	5.9
	2
	50
	
	



	Large Ungulate
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Unidentifiable
	9
	81.8
	
	
	8
	47.1
	1
	25
	41
	91.1



	TOTAL
	11
	100
	2
	100
	17
	100.1
	4
	100
	45
	100





Table 12: Continued....

	SPECIES
	TOTAL Phase 3 



	N
	%



	Terrestrial Gastropoda
	20
	0.90



	Fresh water Bivalvia
	4
	0.18



	Marine Bivalvia
	9
	0.40



	Marine Gastropoda
	1
	0.04



	Amphibia
	4
	0.18



	Aves
	36
	1.62



	Anas platyrhyncos
	2
	0.09



	Columba livia/oenas
	1
	0.04



	Columba palumbus
	1
	0.04



	Vanellus vanellus
	1
	0.04



	Gallus gallus
	25
	1.12



	Microfauna
	41
	1.84



	Homo sapiens
	6
	0.27



	Vulpes vulpes
	2
	0.09



	Canis familiaris
	36
	1.62



	Equus asinus
	1
	0.04



	Equus caballus
	5
	0.22



	Sus domesticus
	266
	11.96



	Cervus elaphus
	1
	0.04



	Ovis aries
	3
	0.13



	Ovis vel Capra
	189
	8.49



	Bos taurus
	50
	2.25



	Small Mammal
	7
	0.31



	Medium Mammal
	102
	4.58



	Large Ungulate
	16
	0.72



	Unidentifiable
	1396
	62.74



	TOTAL
	2225
	100




    Table 12: Per SU counts and proportions for each SU producing faunal remains in Phase B-3. [Return to text] [Download Table 12 data]



    Table 13: Counts and percentages for each SU with faunal remains from Phase B-3, abbreviated. [Return to text] [Download Table 13 data]

	SPECIES
	SU 1135=1163
	SU 1156*
	SU 1158*
	SU 1162
	SU 1165*



	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI



	Canis familiaris
	
	
	1
	
	1



	Equus asinus
	1
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	1
	5
	4
	
	4



	Ovis vel Capra
	1
	2
	1
	
	4



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo Sapiens
	
	
	
	
	



	Bos taurus
	
	1
	1
	
	2



	TOTAL
	3
	8
	7
	0
	11





Table 13: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1168*
	SU 1169*
	SU 1174
	SU 1177*
	SU 1190



	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI



	Canis familiaris
	
	1
	
	1
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	1
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	2
	2
	1
	1
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	2
	2
	
	1
	



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo Sapiens
	
	
	
	
	



	Bos taurus
	1
	
	1
	1
	



	TOTAL
	6
	5
	2
	4
	0





Table 13: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1199*
	SU 1203
	SU 1211
	SU 1214
	SU 1218



	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI



	Canis familiaris
	
	1
	
	
	1



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	1
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	1
	2
	
	1
	3



	Ovis vel Capra
	1
	1
	
	2
	1



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo Sapiens
	
	
	
	
	



	Bos taurus
	
	
	
	
	1



	TOTAL
	3
	4
	0
	3
	6





Table 13: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1221*
	SU 1222
	SU 1227*
	SU 1232
	SU 1242*



	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI



	Canis familiaris
	1
	
	
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	1
	2
	1
	1
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	
	2
	1
	1
	1



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo Sapiens
	
	
	
	
	



	Bos taurus
	
	
	
	1
	1



	TOTAL
	2
	4
	2
	3
	2





Table 13: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1260
	SU 1270
	SU 1271
	SU 1273
	SU 1275



	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI



	Canis familiaris
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	
	1
	1
	2
	1



	Ovis vel Capra
	
	
	
	1
	



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo Sapiens
	
	
	
	
	



	Bos taurus
	
	
	
	1
	



	TOTAL
	0
	1
	1
	4
	1





Table 13: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1320
	SU 1327
	SU 1330
	SU 1340
	SU 1384



	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI



	Canis familiaris
	1
	1
	
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	1
	



	Sus domesticus
	5
	5
	
	4
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	4
	7
	
	2
	1



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo Sapiens
	
	
	
	
	



	Bos taurus
	1
	2
	
	1
	



	TOTAL
	11
	15
	0
	8
	1





Table 13: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1388
	SU 1401
	SU 1405
	SU 1406
	SU 1412



	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI



	Canis familiaris
	
	1
	
	1
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	2
	1
	2
	1
	4



	Ovis vel Capra
	1
	
	
	1
	1



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	
	
	



	Homo Sapiens
	
	
	
	
	



	Bos taurus
	
	1
	
	
	



	TOTAL
	3
	3
	2
	3
	5





Table 13: Continued....

	SPECIES
	SU 1422
	SU 1465
	SU 1304
	SU 1408
	SU 1459*



	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI
	MNI



	Canis familiaris
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus asinus
	
	
	
	
	



	Equus caballus
	
	
	
	
	



	Sus domesticus
	1
	
	1
	
	



	Ovis vel Capra
	
	
	1
	
	



	Gallus gallus
	
	
	1
	
	



	Homo Sapiens
	
	
	
	
	1



	Bos taurus
	1
	1
	1
	1
	



	TOTAL
	2
	1
	
	
	





Table 13: Continued....

	SPECIES
	TOTAL Phase 3



	MNI
	%



	Canis familiaris
	11
	8.1



	Equus asinus
	1
	0.7



	Equus caballus
	3
	2.2



	Sus domesticus
	63
	46.3



	Ovis vel Capra
	42
	30.9



	Gallus gallus
	1
	0.7



	Homo Sapiens
	1
	0.7



	Bos taurus
	20
	14.7



	TOTAL
	142
	104.4117647




    Table 13: Counts and percentages for each SU with faunal remains from Phase B-3, abbreviated. [Return to text] [Download Table 13 data]



    Table 19: Distribution by phase of the ceramic sherds, by class. [Return to text] [Download Table 19 data]
    

	
	0
	1A
	1B
	2
	3



	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%



	Impasto
	2
	
	
	3
	
	19
	4
	4
	88
	
	13
	1
	
	48
	
	2
	
	2
	28
	
	20
	7
	2
	173
	



	Impasto Bruno
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	6
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	
	
	
	
	2
	



	Impasto Rosso
	1
	
	
	3
	
	1
	2
	
	77
	
	2
	2
	
	8
	
	1
	
	1
	12
	
	12
	5
	3
	156
	



	Red-on-white
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	



	Impasto Sabbioso
	
	
	
	
	
	5
	1
	4
	28
	
	8
	2
	3
	83
	
	7
	2
	5
	38
	
	25
	7
	15
	388
	



	Dolia (Coarse ware)
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	31
	
	4
	
	
	38
	
	
	
	
	15
	
	1
	
	
	65
	



	Coarse ware
	2
	
	
	7
	
	38
	
	14
	239
	
	299
	21
	62
	2907
	
	57
	2
	23
	445
	
	601
	45
	190
	3840
	



	External slip ware
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	1
	3
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	1
	
	
	5
	
	4
	
	
	15
	



	External/Internal slip ware
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	4
	



	Bucchero
	1
	
	1
	2
	
	2
	1
	
	14
	
	3
	1
	2
	16
	
	6
	
	4
	32
	
	18
	5
	9
	94
	



	Black figures
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	



	Red figures/silhouette
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	
	3
	5
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	6
	



	Early/Mid-Republican red slip ware
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	3
	
	1
	
	
	2
	
	1
	
	
	1
	
	7
	
	6
	38
	



	Internal slip ware
	
	
	
	1
	
	3
	
	
	8
	
	8
	
	4
	20
	
	2
	
	3
	7
	
	12
	
	4
	53
	



	Black Gloss
	
	
	
	
	
	7
	1
	2
	34
	
	134
	9
	40
	396
	
	11
	1
	7
	52
	
	112
	10
	51
	845
	



	Overpainted
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	
	
	
	
	4
	



	Amphorae
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	19
	
	9
	10
	5
	192
	
	6
	4
	4
	104
	
	12
	10
	11
	665
	



	Lamps
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	1
	1
	1
	6
	
	
	
	3
	8
	
	2
	1
	7
	47
	



	Iberian 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	



	Impasto sabbioso/cream ware
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	
	
	16
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Unguentaria
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	5
	26
	



	Dolia (Impasto sabbioso)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	



	Megarian
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3
	6
	
	3
	
	7
	31
	



	Thin-walled
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	7
	2
	1
	29
	
	9
	
	5
	73
	
	43
	
	18
	501
	



	Eastern Sigillata A
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	



	Late-Republican red slip ware
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	2
	
	2
	18
	



	Italic Sigillata
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	19
	
	12
	48
	



	African Sigillata
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	4
	



	Cream ware
	1
	
	
	7
	
	2
	
	1
	17
	
	4
	5
	7
	245
	
	13
	5
	13
	203
	
	129
	46
	67
	1527
	



	Pompeian red slip ware
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	4
	
	
	47
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	5
	
	
	13
	



	Mortaria
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	



	Glass
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	



	Cooking stand
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	



	Thread spool
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Total
	
	
	
	25
	0.20%
	
	
	
	571
	4%
	
	
	
	4061
	28.50%
	
	
	
	1038
	7.30%
	
	
	
	8576
	60%






    Table 25: Quantification of each ware per activity in Phase B-2. [Return to text] [Download Table 25 data]

	
	H1
	I1
	I2
	I3
	J1



	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%
	R
	H
	F
	tot.
	%



	Impasto
	1
	
	
	14
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	2
	
	9
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	4
	



	Impasto Bruno
	
	
	
	4
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Impasto Rosso
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	3
	
	1
	
	
	4
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	
	
	4
	



	Impasto Sabbioso
	5
	2
	4
	31
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	
	
	4
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	1
	2
	



	Dolia (Coarse ware)
	
	
	
	13
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	



	Coarse Ware
	35
	
	15
	340
	
	2
	1
	
	13
	
	14
	1
	5
	67
	
	
	
	
	3
	
	6
	
	3
	22
	



	External slip ware
	
	
	
	3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Bucchero
	5
	
	4
	30
	
	1
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Early/Mid-Republican Red Slip
	1
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Internal slip ware
	2
	
	3
	7
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Black Gloss
	10
	1
	7
	34
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	15
	
	1
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	2
	



	Overpainted
	
	
	
	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Amphorae
	5
	4
	4
	87
	
	
	
	
	3
	
	1
	
	
	14
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Lamps
	
	
	3
	6
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Megarian
	
	
	3
	6
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Thin-walled
	8
	
	5
	50
	
	
	
	
	4
	
	1
	
	
	19
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Late-Republican Red Slip
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Cream ware
	10
	4
	8
	157
	
	1
	
	1
	5
	
	2
	1
	4
	39
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	



	Pompeian Red Slip
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Thread spool
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



	Total
	
	
	
	788
	75.91%
	
	
	
	30
	2.89%
	
	
	
	177
	17.10%
	
	
	
	5
	0.48%
	
	
	
	38
	3.62%
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B1 c1 D1 D2

R H F fm % R H F fr % RHF fir % R HF fr %
Impasto 19 4 4 76 10 2
Impasto Bruno 6
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Impasto Sabbioso 1 1|3 11 4 12 24
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Black Gloss 2 1 7 [1 |23
Amphorae 11 1 1 7
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R HF tot % R HF tot. % R HF tot. % R H F tot. % R H F tot. %
Impasto 1 14 1 2 9 1 4
Impasto Bruno 4

Impasto Rosso 1 3 1 4 2 4
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Coarse Ware 35 15 340 2z | 13 14 15 67 3 6 3|22
External slip ware 3 1 2

Bucchero 5 4 30 1 1 1

Early/Mid-Republican Red Slip 1 1

Internal slip ware 2 3 |7

Black Gloss 0 (1|7 |34 15 1 1 2
Overpainted 2

Amphorae 5 4 4 87 3 1 14

Lamps 3 |6 2

Megarian 3 |6

Thin-walled 8 5 50 4 1 19

Late-Republican Red Slip 1

Creamware 10 4 8 157 1 1|s 2 1.4 39 2
Pompeian Red Slip 1

Thread spool 1 1

Total 788 75.91% 30 289% 177 17.10% 5  048% 38 362%
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