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The ambition of the Swedish Pompeii Project has been 
to arialyse a whoie of Insula V i in order to study the 
interaction over time between the plots and houses. The 
reaiity of the project has been somewhat different. At the 
start it was decided that the responsibility for publication 
should be distributed between the collaborators, each of 
who would undertake a distinct part of the whoie project. 
As these separate projects were made to coincide with the 
properties that made up the parcellation of the insula 
in 79 (Fig. 1), the division of labour has been a factor 
that has tended to accentuate, rather than diminish, the 
impression that these houses were solitary enclaves. This 
presentation is the first attempt to make an evaluation of 
more generai bearing on the insula as a whole. 

It should be borne in mmd that the investigations hither -
to carried out have primarily concerned the northern part 
of the insula. South of the House of Caecihus Iucundus, 
work has only just begun. Most effort has been invested 
in wall-studies and in clearing and cleaning the houses 
down to the floors of A.D. 79. Beneath this level, exca-
vations have only been carried out selectively (Fig. 2), 
except for the comprehensive investigation of the garden 
in the peristyle area of the House of the Greek Epigrams. 1  
Examinatiori in progress of the abundant ceramic mate-
rial and the smail finds recovered indicates that occu-
pation in this area (of historic as opposed to prehistoric 
date) hardiy antedates the second century B.C. 2  

The study of interaction within the insula staied as a review 
of such structures as potentially could be expected to consti-
tute bonds between houses. The faades towards the street, 
the boundary-walls between the plots and the devices used 
for water supply and drainage were examined with the aim 
offinding out 9 theyhadbeen conceived as sharedstructures 

and, if so,what the sharing of a structure couid reveal about 
the interreiation between houses. It emerged that only the 
wails were totaliy of relevance to this aim of the study and 
we wili retum to them after a bief report ori the conclusions 
relating to the study of structures which from our point of 
view, are less rewarding. 

Inno case, can it be shown that awater conduit or a cistern 
was intended to serve more than one property. A series of 
orifices, situated at different depths, observed in the draw-
shafts of cistern-mouths were the only featurs that could 
be interpreted as examples of one property's profiting from 
communal sources of water. This feature tucurs in the 
draw-shafts below theputeal in the garden ofV 1,23 and in 
the one, of greater reievance for the purpose of the present 
study, located in the rear (rooin d) of the narrow tu berna, 
V 1,20-21 (Fig. 3).  These orifices were first uhderstood as 
irilets for water from all the surroundirìg open areas. In the 
case of the draft-shaft in V 1,20-21, these areas would in-
clude the atrium of the neighbouring House of the Greek 
Epigrams to the north. 3  However, the depth and the position 
of the holes, sornetimes ahgned one above thè other (Fig. 
4), suggest that they could have been intended for other 
kinds of use. As it cannot be proved that they perforate the 
wail (the draw-shafts have been emptied, but not excavated 
from the outside, it could just as well be that at least some 
of them were intended as aids for servants climbing down 
to clean the cistem. If they are true perforations, the ap-
parent random positioning of most of them suggests that 
their function was rather to assure slow evacuation ofwater 
rising within the cistem than to provide a new supply. In 
fact, severai other observations combine to demonstrate that 
drainage was a matter of serious concern to the inhabitants 
of these houses. An experirnent carried out by Arja Karivieri 
in the neighbouringatriurn house, V 1,23, has demonstrat- 
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