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Ceramic building materials such as bricks,
pipes and roof tiles are commonly found on
Jordanian archaeological sites, yet generally
these materials have generated very little
interest from archaeologists!. This lack of study
is unfortunate given that, just like any other
artifacts, the appearance of ceramic building
materials varies in relation to their time and
place of manufacture. This article presents the
current state of a project, begun by the authors,
to analyze the ceramic building materials
(henceforth referred to as CBM) from Wadi
Ramm and al-Humayma (FIG. 1). The selection
of these two sites for study was based both on
the availability of the material and the important
fact that the material from these two sites spans
the Nabataean, Roman, Byzantine and perhaps
Umayyad periods in southern Jordan.

The CBM from Wadi Ramm comes from the
bathing suite in a Nabataean villa (the ‘Eastern
Complex’) located near to the Nabataean temple
(FIG. 2). Evidence from excavation, carried out
by M. B. Reeves and D. Dudley in 1996 and
1997 suggests the building was constructed in
the first century BC or first century AD (Dudley
and Reeves 1997, 2007, 2013).

In contrast, the bathhouse at al-Humayma
was built in the second century AD to service
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the soldiers stationed at Roman fort built
immediately after the Roman annexation of
the Nabataean kingdom. The bathhouse at al-
Humayma, partly excavated in 1989 by J. P.
Oleson (Oleson 1990, 2010), has been recently
excavated further by M. B. Reeves (Reeves et
al. 2009, 2013). These recent excavations have
determined that there were two main phases in
the bathhouse’s design with many sub-phases
in each. The first major phase (FIG. 3) dates
to the Roman period (i.e. the second and third
centuries AD) when a large Roman garrison was
stationed at the site. The second major phase
(FIG. 4) dates to the Byzantine period (fourth to
seventh centuries) and coincides with a reduced
garrison stationed at al-Humayma.

Also of interest at al-Humayma is a heated
room in the praetorium (commanding officer’s
house) of the Roman fort (FIG. 5). This room
was added during a renovation in the later
second or early third century AD (Oleson ef al.
2008: 318-24; Reeves et al. 2013).

Dating all of these structures has proven
difficult as foundation probes typically contain
no diagnostic artifacts and the fill in structures
only reveals when they went out of use.
Moreover, in the case of both the al-Humayma
and Wadi Ramm baths, this fill was disturbed

1 Notable exceptions include El-Gohary and Al-Naddaf 2009;
Hamari 2008; Kehrberg 2009; Vriezen and Mulder 1997.
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1. Location of al-Humayma and Wadi Ramm.

—444 —



THE NABATAEAN, ROMAN AND BYZANTINE CERAMIC BUILDING MATERIALS AT AL-HUMAYMA AND WADI RAMM

THE WADI RAMM RECOVERY PROJECT:
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2. Eastern Complex at Wadi Ramm with bathing suite outlined at lower right.

in the twentieth century before systematic
excavations and therefore cannot be used to
determine when the baths went out of use.

The disturbance at Wadi Ramm came from
a Department of Antiquities clearance project
in the 1960s, from which no records survive
except a couple of photographs and the objects
stored in the Aqaba Museum. The disturbance
at al-Humayma came from the reuse of parts of
the bathhouse as a domestic structure between
the late 1940s and the mid-1960s (Oleson 1990;
Reeves et al. 2013).

As a result of these disturbances, dating by
traditional means has proven rather difficult,
yet at both sites excavation had uncovered a
great deal of CBM both in situ and from ancient
dump contexts. In 2011, the authors therefore

undertook a study season to analyze all the
CBM that had been kept from excavations at
these two sites.

As a result of this study, it became clear
that all classes of this CBM showed distinct
variations in form and fabric indicative of
distinct subtypes. As a result of this realization,
the 2012 excavation strategy at al-Humayma
was changed so that all of the CBM found in
soil strata would be collected and studied. In
addition, during the 2012 excavations at al-
Humayma several previously excavated areas
were reopened in order to sample the CBM that
was still in situ.

To make the study reported here more
manageable, sampling focused primarily on the
material associated with hypocausts (FIG. 6).
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3. E077 Bathhouse at al-Humayma with three Roman phases indicated.
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4. E077 Bathhouse at al-Humayma with two Byzantine or post-Byzantine phases indicated.
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5. E116 Praetorium Room J hypocaust at al-Humayma after excavation.
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