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From. 19-:)0 onwards th!n:e have been excavations at Sherborne Old 

Castle, in the parish of Castleton, on the edge of Sheroorne (NGR:srG48167). 

Thie work has produced le.rge qu,c;.'ltitics of Medieval coarse liares, particularly 

from the most recent eyc;:;.vations conducted by Peter \-{tute, Inspector of Ancient 

}lonuments, for the Department of the fuYironment. fU'1d has proYi.ded = opportunity 

to further pursue the que~~ieB of R.A .. H. }P...rrox s l/ho discussed the pottery froill 

the Old Castle and Durrclt Close, Shorl>:>rI\e ~ recovered in ooth cases by C.E • 

. :Bean l'SA. At the same time it seelll3 reasonable to describe the mea.'1s by "hich 

this pottery study has been lmdertaken. 

The surYiying remai.'1S of Sheroo=e Old Castle originate in the 

tl<elfth centur.f, but there is scattered evidence of ea:dier acti Yity on the site, 

notably a gravey=d distlU'bed by a rock cut ditch and by the building of the 

c;'stle-palace3• The earliest groups of pottery occlU'ring on the sHe date from 

the twelfth centll..''Y. although there haYe been a few sherds of what appe=s to 

be grass tempered "are, from the area of the North Gate. The castle was bllil t 

by Bishop Roger of SaTUrn, 1107 - 1139. C~~'1cellor of Henry I, who oft~~'acted as 

viceroy when Hen;f'Y was a'.'ay on freq),/mt lonE;' yi8i ts to his French possessions. 

Roger SIlpported Stephen, when he was cro;med king in 1136, but Roger's pOlier 

"as curtailed in 1139 and Sherbo~:'I1e 'was confiscated with HDger's other castles 

at :f}~vizes, Halmesbury and Sa... ... 'm. Thu'jng the Cro;,'l1 'e Occup2.tion Sheroorne was 

garrisoned from time to time and it was durinG t~is period that major additions 

Were made. L'1 1354 Bishop \{Y"ille regained the Ca,;;;;le fcr the See of Salisbury 

from the Earl of )/JOnta,s'Ue, who held the Castle at the time. Trle castle vas used 

and maintained by the bishops of Salisbury until 1542. It I;as again held by 

the Crovn ........ , 
.Llu.l.. '-':.L f5.l.1 .J.Ll J.. j 7 c. ~ 

it "as in need of too much attention D.ncl fell ont. of x'e£U~.ar uee whe.'1 he moved 

to the Lodgo t no~: t.he l~ew Castle(> 'l)he last major pe:-iod of use rlEW Cl!I'i::lg the 
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Civil \J .......... 
"~, in 1645, 

after which it was slie;:hted, '11
1"18 pottery. sequence 0'£ the site fu10\vS tr.is ge::seral 

conti~nuity J rd th dirrupt.ion caused. LV redeposited. material4 
(I 

" series of 12th to 16th centlLry sherds was submitted to Dr Williams 

from the most recent excavations. which fo:rm the basis for this study, although 

sherds from the Castle also match pot.tery from the town of Sher1x>me and its 

illD18diate district 5. 'The main pro tlem in the Sherlx>me area is that tbere has been 

little \lork undertaken on mediev2.1 lX),ttery types and th~ clays used in their 

production, in consequence any ru'1aJ,ysis at this stage must be regar(led in 

isolation. It mJst be st:!.'essed that this is only the begi!1l1ing off. a necessarily 

wider study of medieval pottery in the North Dorset area. 'rhe large quantity of 

pottery from the Old Castle flite h'ls made it. difficult to do n.."lyi:hing other than 

select a group of the most obvious types for thill sectioni..'1g 8...'1d heavY mineral 

analysis, thus ommiss1ons are inevitable, especially,with regard to the les8 

frequent fabrics. 

Tne pottery was sorted through on a 
'. (.d. 
very general ~ noting the va:dous 

in·clusions in the s..;'erds and groUpi11g on this basis. At the same time the vessel 

types were defined wherever possible, this was made easier by the colrlCidence 

o£ pottery fabrics with certain vessel types, but this was not totally reliable. 
/) 

(Reference is made'to the list of vessel types and the fabrics used to p~~duce them 

at the end <iI:f this paper.) As examples of each' type were found, oome sberds were 

kept as a control and some were put aside for fu"lalysis. In the early stages 

reassessment was frequently necessary. Details were made clearer by use of a 

magnifying glass, but otherwise initial assesa~ent was visual. 

At the sarne time &'1)1 ptiblished material on the pottery from other excavatons 

in the area was consul ted, and considered in the light of the likely Ulffect on 

Sherborne. Generally there are very few si tea noted in the Sherborne area. 'l'here 

is only one excavated kiln site at liermiteV!' 6, justover 5 miles to the south of 



Sherbarne <~d thiE hE.s beell C0r::!:ide;"~ed J.:K:1 btt£fal.:;r.i.c a.sse-sement. ~ehEre have been 

.j • 7 8 
excavations in S:luth lli"sct F..t v\h~" .",d Corfe Castle , "hicb have prod.uced 

WF..res which have already been col!tf'iU'ed vi .. h. Sh~rbo,,"e pottery reg-a.rcl..L'1g shape only9. 

Ma.teria~ from Lav-erstock seemed ti.milar and was taken into consideration .. Wherever 

similarities were seen saIT.ples \iere -roken for COmpaTioon10fO 

By the time thin sectiO:ling and heavy mineral analysis WaS considered 

for the Sherb:Jrne pottery. a Very aefi.'1ate set of questions had been formulated, 

so that direct co:r.parisons could be made "here necessary. £ind fabrics defined wi thin 

a pre-existing fr~uework. 

1) \vbat is the precise petrology of tl,e fabri'cs Pabric types A, D, C, D end 

It? 
2) How do these fabrics compn-re ,,!ith pottery sc:::lplcs fro;n: lIenrtittLg'8, Laverstock, 

Cerfe Castle and Wareham? 

The petrolc\lY repoJ?t of Dr Williams is the reply to these questions, l:Jl).t as will be 

seen the answers are also of use to other researchers, since the samples >!ere taken 

from a >!ide area. Future research on similar lines should also be facilitated by 

a readily accessible group of identified fabrics. 

~~IC A}~ALYSIS inFW) 

Introduction 
;, 

A range 'of 11e die val sherds f~'Om Sh€rb:J~ne Old Castle. and other sites, 

were submitted for petrological analysis. As a 'first step all the sherds were 

examined with a bbocular microscope (x 20). Tnis was followed by selo.ctive thin 

sectioning and heavy mineral separation (Table 1) to allow study in polarized light 

under the petrological microscope. As a result of this a number of fabric divisions 

could be made on the basis of the aplastic inclusions p~esent in 'the'potter~. These 

are listed below followiLg the description of the sherds. Munsell colour charts 

are re ferred to together with free descriptive tel.'[J]s. 

The Hetbods. 

For thin section =ination a «mall sample of pottery (c. lCXrun x lCXrun) 
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is t;:-:iUno d~Hn u:-:;til the majority of non-pl,astic .1IiclueioDs present in the clay 

EL."""'2 ~ran5~aI'8n.t t an';l ca.Y). be identified by thEir o]J~ical properties irl polarized 

li.~t under the petrological microscope • This method of fabric analYEis i.B ext.remely 

valu=.ble for characterization t for pottEry made in a cimilar \Yay from the same 

materials v{ill apiJear alike under the microscope , \lnen frasments of rOCKS or 

certain tU1iq<.l€ .miiierals' are :present in the clay it is frequently y;)ssi111e to 

dete~L~e the so~ce of the raw mate~ials t thereby ~~dicaiing·~he area of origin 

of the pottel~y-mak.i..l1C; S-"1Q the area of distribution achieved. 

Howev-er , much medieval pottery contains a range of common i.rlClusions , 

such as flint a....l1d qu..a.rtz Ba:.~d , the tLin sectioning of which does not allow the 

same degree of precisipn i..7) suggestinG l.il:::ely· origirls • I..TJ. cases such as these the 

technique C<:J1 still be USE-d profitatly , for it "l1o;.'s a textural analysis to be 

made, ",'here not only the t;ype of inclusion, but .also the latter's size, shape 

and relative frequency ca~ be considered. A comparison of the texture of different 

sherds can often provide evidence for suggesting a common source. or alternatively 

several different ones • 

When dealinG ",ith very sandy fabrics ,heavy mineral separation , a 

much under-used teclh~ique·. Ca~ often provide a useful mea~s of classifying the 

sand present in the pottery , as distinctive hea'J mineral assemblages ca~ uS\llilly 

be assibDed to a specific geological source • For this Olethod a comparatively 

large aml1l0U;,t of sample is required ( 17 - 20 grus ) , ",hich is crJ.shed and floated 

in a heavy liQuid such as bromoform , allowinil the heavy minerals to be siphoned 

off • These oan be mounted on a glass slide and studied under the petrological 

microscope • allowing identificaticn a~d counting of individual grains • 

'rhe }'abric Groups. 

Fabric A (Coarse flint ware ) -----
Hard,harsh fabric, the E:urface colour varies from light red (2.5YR 6/8 ) to 

dark grey (2.5Y 1'4/ ) , .it); a light to dark grey core. Flint and quartz sand 

are normally cl<;!aTly visible throughout the fabric 

I'et ro 10 e;y 

Inclufiions of flint are l?ol!L'TJon , average Bize i. 5:'1Ill~ across t tOB,ether with fre-luent 



ill-sorted Bubane:ular quartz gTiiL'1s J ranGinc in size f::-o:n 0.20 - 1.00~. , 

and a little limeston.e • 

Fabric B 

The descli'iption of Fabric Ii could almost equa11y be applied to "the sherds in this 

group , the only difference bei:!~ the ","aller size of the iLint present , up to 

a maxim~ll of 1.5mm. across~~c the fact that it appears to be less frequent in 

the paste than for Pabric A 

Pabrics A alld B , representing the majority of pottery Irom the site , 

have been grouped ve;:y tente.tively on the basis of the presence of two ex-tremely 

common inclusions 1..."1 much medieval potte;r.·y J flint and fl.~equent Quartz g.rains • 

It, is possible trJ.f1t careful study may reveal several subdivisions of this pottery 

by making a detailed text·".Tal analysis of the .maL'l constituents present. 

However , to obtain meaningful results such work is best done by incorporat.inG" 

the Sherbome. pottery L'1 a general review' of meqieval fl.i.nt tempered ware fro:n 

several.local sites, and as such this l.i.es outside the scope of the present work 

Due to the common nature of the inclusions, therefore, it is difficult to be 

precise about possible origins , though given the large qu~ntity of pottery involved 

a fairly local sOurce seem's likely. 

Sherborne is s.i.tuated on Upper lullers Earth and flinty clay levels • 

Both deposits contain frequent fragments of fli:lt • which would be present in the 

clay if th.i.s was used for pottery-making, even if an attempt was made to refine 

the clay somewhat • A heavy mineral separat.i.o!1 on a sherd from Fabric B (~'able I) 

produced a fairly wide ra.'1ge of minerals , but as these are all· common types and 

little s.i.milar WO~K has been done in the area , it has not been possible to be 

precise about origins However • at this stage there is nothing in the thin sectio!1 

Or heavy mineral results to sugGest a non-local som'ce for either of these fabric 

groups • 

Fabric C (Coarse qu:a.....-tz ware ) 

Very hard , rOUGh fabric • [;rey or black outside ourface , sorrJetimes with a 

dull olive-green'glaze • nonnally with a dark grey core ant creamy i:1site surface 

Nu;nerous quartz grain? protrude t}u'oueh the surfaces S-ivi"'16 the fab:ric a 'pimply' 



texture • 

Pet. rol 0J:f.. 

up to 2.0Omm ~cross , ar.d a little f~ir.t 

from this Group , 81C als,) ip~ ~F£.bric n 'belo~w •. i."1 both c::>.ses pr::>G.uceG too few 

grains to Give a IT,eanin£:ful reS"\ll t .. 

Fabric D ( Yine quart, z ware ) 

Hard s~ooth fabric m6ttled olive-&-.reen glaze ",ith a '~'hite COre and L.'1.sic1e sUTface. 

Frequent inclusions of' sub~'Jgu1a.r quartz grains t average size 0.20 .... C.4Omm. • 

F'abr ic E ('i:1er.ni tage-'llype' ware ) 

Hard fairly rouGh saIldy fabric, surfaces tend to be lif;ht :r'eo (2. SYR 6/8) f 

with traces of' an olive-creaD blaze , and a lightish grey core • 

Petrolof:'( 

Abunda. .. ·1t ~"1clusions of subangular quartz , avera.ge size 0.20 - O.5Qnrn. 

Also present are frequent f2.irly well-rotmo.ed light crm:n g:-ains of limonite 

(altered glauconite ) , and some colloph~~e • 

Tbe presence L"1 some nlli~bers of glauconite sugeests an origin in the 

Greensa!1d and Gault Beds, of which the nearest Qeposits to Sherborne lie 

some six miles to the south • Close to these deposits is situated a thirteenth 

centllTj' kiln at Hermitage \,rhose ~rod.ucts a?pear fairly simil~ in the hand

specimen to those 8.t Sherborne
11 

.• Thin sectioning of waste material from 

the Hermitage kiln revealed a similar range of inclusions tD the Sherborne 

pottery including the t;lauconite· grains • A heavy mineral separation on 

samples from Sherborne ~~d wasters from He=m~tage also displayed points of 

similarity , nbteably in the comparatively hiGh percentaGe of rutile , 

contrasting "Eh a separation on a shere frorr. Sherborne Fabric B (Table I). 

It seems quite possible.therefore ~ that thiR fRbt'.1(! £T011}1 : Tpngint; :in 

date from the thirteenth century to 1450 plus ,. was made in the general area 



or lJe:c"_itnge • Indeed •. GODe of the thirteent):l ce"tury eXa,';]ples froOl Sherbo 

may e'\Ten be products of tho Her.::itage kiln it-Delf ' .. 

~c.verstock-Ty~e ware 

T\,o sherds froOl Sherborne Cid Castle appea:r- similar to certain jug types 

frotn th'e Laverstock kilr.s near Sali.sbu.J:'y 12 • Th.in sectioning of the Sherborne 

sberds reveals .frequent s'Ub? __ ~guJ.ar quartz grains, ave1:'age size O.2On:n - O.3Cm.1l , 

,s'ld II ecks of mica • trhis ao .... ees quite well \.,rith sirr.ilax B...l1alyses of jugs from 

the Laverstock kilns , aJod the Sherbo:::":le jubS may well come from there , though 

thi_s Ca.l1"ot as yet be conclush-ely demonstrated . Heavy mineral analysis on 

two products of the La.verstock kilns· , a tile a:ld COarse jug, produced too 

f'e-w grains for a meanir.tfful assemblaGe • Ho ..... ever , one .L"'1teresting 'poi.'1t did arise 

.from thiI1 sectioni...."'1g , nz..,'1lely that a f:'ection from a Laverstock cooking-pot differed 

from the jug sample tested. The former oontained only a scatter of SUba!1gdar 

quaxtz grains , ~~d these were a size grade higher t~~ those in the jug , average 

size 0.40- 0.60m0 • Either a slightly coarser clay was used for cooking-pots 

Hv.' 
as opposed to jugs , or else the adde" sa!1d was gently crushed for I\jugs • The 

coarser text=e of the cook'ng-pots was :;crobably deliberate , adding refractciry 

qlld'Hies to the vessels • 

fuuth D:Jrset \JJares 

A ~all ~~o~~t of oomparative material from Wareham (~~glazed) and Corfe 

Castle (both giazed aIld unglazed) was ['.lso examined, to see if South Dorset 
<,'w' 

h'ares were :cepresented at Sherborne • The Wareham samples contained little else 

but quartz graL~s , average size 0.30- O.4Omm. A heavy mineral sepa~ation 

on one of these sherds (Tablel)produoed a tou-~aline-rich assembly recalling 

that found in the pottery of the Roma.~o-Eritish black-burnished industry centred 

13 
around the -,.;estern shores of Poole Harbour and on the heathlands south of Wareham 

1ill origin L~ this area may also be likely for the Wareham sherds , the medieval 

• 

potters utilizing roughJy the· same clay beds as were L~ use during the Roman period • 

Sherborne s~Dples studied • 



Th.i.'1 sectioninG of the Corfe Castle ,sherci2 showed a ECG.tt.e:!' of . 

Bubangu.lar quart Z &rains f ave:-a~e si ze O~ 80 .~ 1. OWm-l ~ \o.."i th r- :i t tJ e fJ jni:. a..nd 

iron ore • Text'..UCilly , these sherc.s appear t;o be slightly c~iffereni to those 

so.:nples from Sherborne F'abrics A , ]J , and C conj;2.hling less ~uart z than the 

latter, a.YlC so BU£&BSt:L.."1g the ~ossibility of a d.ifferent origin, though it is 

difficult to be precise on this point • 
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Sherborne Old 71.0 13.4 2.8 1.4 4·3 1.4 269 4.3 1.4 Castle • lr'abric B 

Sherborne Old 
83.6 4.2 8.8 1.3 1.4 0.7 277 .. Castle. Fabric E· 

llennitage Kiln 80.6 2.5 11.2 2.1 2.1 1.5 397 
Wareham ·40.8 51.9 0.9 0.9 3.7 0.9 0.9 308 



Tl\3LE II. 
I 

II C '~ D E : 1 Specific W£-.2:'es Lei.yer 11 : : -
31 

33 

34 
j 

31 1 16 9 .4 1 0 

33 1 2 10 3 0 0 
,,' 

th , <~-'-t-{J,:'~~J. 

34 
.-.:......-,-~ No P:>tt~1 present /rN(.J ..: 

35 
35 4 17 I 2 4 2 0 

I 

36 
i 

36 0 1 1 4 0 0 
-.-~-. . _----- --_ .. ~--- ----~-~~ _._--- ------~-- --- --

38 
38 (4 sherds 0 0 1 1 0 0 

39 
39 0 6 7 11 I 1 (llinyatt) 

49 43 , :; , It:) 
6 2 0 0 43 J, "I-!';' , k, 0 3 -......~- I "=.:~ , 

45 49 3 13 9 1 4 1 (llinyatt) 

46 
45 0 6 2 1 5 0 

- ~--- ----- ---- -------- --.---_. -_ .. 
47 

46 1 6 1 0 0 0 

48 (:"2. A 
47 

i '",-)}':~\ 
4 16 5 0 0 0 ,I,'::;: 

55 54 
48 5 11 3 2 0 0 

56 --~------- --- -- ---- ------- -----~-

54 9 22 4 4 0 0 (j /) 
0 7 (Early sand 55 . i .. <"-,· "'\ 11 15 5 2 '-'-

ware) 
56 (bunted as part of 55. 

--

Ga.:!:'dero bee - eea led contents. 

Structure YC: ( 12th C. ) 3 2 1 0 0 0 

Structure VI: .( 14th C. ) 0 1 1 1 16 0 

structure R: ( 15th C. ) 0 1.1 1 0 a 7 plus 0 

For this jlable one area was taken as an example and an assessment !!lade of the 

n~~ber of vessels represented in each layer. In some cases the vessels represented 

are, identified by no more than one sherd, whereas in other layers one vessel 

may be comp~et". Nevertheless this tends to be more reliable i.ll a sh'erd coun\t 

, in indict bing the occurrence of fabrics at certain. dates. 



5herb::rne is situated on the Lbrset side of. the Somerset a...,d J);)rset cou.--'1ty 

oorder, well inland from the coast. One can see from the vessels illustrate"' at 

the end'cf the paper, that the general trad.ition of Ylest Coill1try pottery shapes 

is followed, as evident among examples fOill1d at Eu,rrow Hump 14, CaEtle Heroche 15, 

16 ')17 18 Ilchester • Portland (S~uthHell • and to a lesser extent at Shaftesbury '. 

This si.'llilari ty is no m?TO th&'1 a ver'.f general ini'.i.cation of BQUTCe, whereas 

knowled"" of the petrology of the clays used can supply a closer ind.ication of 

the origins of the vessels. The pottery from the Old Ca,stle can be d.i vided into 

two major groupL."1gc: wares with larb" flint inclusions and wares with a large 

ql.artz sand content. The precise origins of either of these tyPes must still be 

based on assessment of the OCCUl'Tence of the 'w"ares on the site .. The A and :B flint 

wares appeal.' ,to OCCllI' in grEater abu..'1d.ancc thnr the C Xld D qur~t2. wares i p"pn 

the general' occurrence of similar Hares throughout the wider area on initial 

'examinatina./·'O/l suggests a more local source for the flint "'ares. In this case 

the petrological analysis can only imply that the source is not rMed out as being 

local. Converse ly it can be said that the same would a.pply to the q"O-c1;!< wares. 

In the period from the 12th to early 14th Century the mab pottery 

ty!!'8 is the flint .. 'are, A and B wares in the fabric analYsis. A looal source for 

this "are is 'suggested by the large quantity of pottery of A or B type recovered 
h 

from lay€~s of the appropriate date. Similarly large quantities of this type of 

pottery have been recovered from excava.tions 'in ,he 1;0= of Ilchester, aod the few 

scattered eramp1es of pottery from the to\{» of Yeovil 19, also have a larger 

proportion of this ware, The co=n facto4cOU~d be the valley of , the River Yeo 

flowing tlL.-ough all three tOlIDB al1.<i through several !u:eas of flbty clay. On 

16 
present evidence there was a base for the· production of these ",ares in Dchester 

but it. has not been proved that Ilchester was the only base for such an bdustry, 

8S it is evi<ient that A Fabric, ~~d especially B Fabric pottery was b use at 

Sherborne Old Castle after the mid-13th Century when Ilchester was no longer a 

trade centre. Nevertheless Ilchester may have started as the centre a~d further 



11., 

kiJnB developed away from the town at a later date, along the 1'..i ver Yeo valley. 

The p:roportion of quartz sanded waxes is =ller than thai of ihe Dint 

warcs'in the early period of the Castle,. 'ftith an. increase of relative OCCUI'I'P..;).ce 

from the 13th Century onwards, yet these are more complex tQ identifY bein& f~m 

more than one soUX'ce. It appears to be a more sat.,isfactory ware for product.ion, 

especially for jugs, and at Sherborne Old Castle it is apparent that it has beeh 

mOb'!1 transported over greater clistanc8s than A and B wares. The neares; /50=oe of 

. aa."1ded vares would be the ki.ln at Hermitage, Pl."'OdUCLTlg the ware classed as E \/arC!"-

,Hermitagegtype. It should be noted in studying the products of this kiln in relation 

to Sherborne Old Castle pottery, that Hermitage may be the centre for a more 

extensi'i>'e industry siarling in the 13th century HDd continuing into the late 

15th or 16th ccntnries. ffilerds of a later date from Sherbo~~e, were suhuitted 

for study and they comp<.red with ,rasters from the HeI'lllita'ge kiln, de5})ite the 

disparity of dates. 'There is a fll-~her suggestjnn of the continuation of an area 

industry by the reference, in the records of the Consistory Court ill 1617 20, 

when a potter a.t Rolnest, 2 miles eistant fmljl EeDllitage, was granted fuel gathering 

rights. Vessels of E ware-t~~e bear a marked stylistic resembeence to the pottery 

excavated from the kiln site, as seen by cookpoj; number 14 and jug number 22 in 

the illustrations, compared with the earlier pots illusi7ated in the He~~e 

21 rep:n:t • Thin section and heavy ~'le=l 'a.'1alysBa have a.lso revealed a few sherds 
;, 

~~parable with LaverBtock kiln wasters. Laverstock pottery, especially the 

pitchers, is of a fine quality and already accepted as being transported over a 

wide area 22. 'l'he kiln supplied the Royal Palace at Clarendon 23 and it is possible 

that ,;hen Sherbome was in Royal hands during the same period, the chances of 

vcssels travelling to Sherborne would be increased. Without petrological 

analysis such specific wares would be missed and simply classed as' C or D wares. 
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Research into ceramic so=celj; \:i= C<)1Itinued after the petrological 

analysis, especially in attempting to d ... £ine the £ber 'sandy wares. lnHial 

assess:nent of possible sources has been p?_sed on Bimilarity of form and decoration 

followed by comparison under a mae"Olifying glass, with types alreaGy identified 

i;: the initial study. In consequence. there bas been noticable similarity a:!; 

Sherbcrne with pottery from the follo\{ing sources: 

llinyatt (near Ilroi..~ster) 24 

Bristol, Redcliffe 25; 

26 
Bristol, llaill Green ; 

18 
Shaft e s 1r.rry; 

. 27 
Kington Hagna; 

S:mth liJ.ltshil:e 28; 

Poole Harbour 29~ 

The funystt kiln is accepted as being of ill&.jOJ: importance in the area to 

the North of Sherborne and it appears to bave been brought to the Castle from the 

mid-13th century onwards. There are fine examples of wares from tbi.s kiln occurring 

allover the site, although the largest group is that dated in the Givil War 

perind, which tends to be the case with most sites where thla ware occurs, for 

example: Ilchester. Pottery from the Bristol, Redeliffe ~~ has already ,been 

found at Castle Cary, in the form of a fairly s~ple jug 3D
, therefore it was no 

/.> 

suprise to find a very fine example of decOration from a jug assumed to come from 

this kiln (illustrated No: 25), very like that of an exa;llple in the British Huseum ;11. 

With the occurrence of this "'are it was also possible SIld in fact proved to be the 

case that there was a market for Ham Green Ware. as several sherds have been 

identified am8ng pottery from the Bite, Eoth of the Bristol wares were initially 

classed as cln und D Wares, dependent u:pon the quality of the fabrle, 

'The C and D quartz wares are also Been to compare visually \lith.pottery 

from ShaftesbuTy and from a village mid-way betveel'l Sherborne and Shaftesbury, 

Kington Haena. In the Case of Kington Haena thel'e is also the occurrence of A 



nn:. :8 wares, likelY to come :from the Sher~1.ne directiml and a th.:{b;;:id I fabric f 

which is f:. :'"1inty c/n ware 2..TlQ possibly local to the Kington Nagne. "area. It appears 
tJ':"f"~ 

that ma.'1Y of the quartzl-nmst be- coming from the Stuo.ftesbuxy area, or that the two 

towns are £having fro:J. the same sour~e,. with 8ha.fteBbury being the closer to this 

sou:res.' There is cloas comparison of the fabric fu'1d glaze of illustrated vessel No3 

wj.tb a 14th ce .... ltu....ry skillet excavated in ShaftesblU~y. Thel'e are other sucb si.r.u.ilaritie 

which ar"e at prese:Jt ba.sed on visu?-l factors. 

The difficulty m def.L.'1ing many of these y"ares has led to confusion over 

the precise oxigin" especially as a suggested SOUTce ,has been the Poole Harbou:r 

area. so far unproven by petrological examin8:tion. A:lother suggested origi..."1 is 

the South Wiltshire area, and there is no ~lay at present by which one can differentiate 

between potte~ fI'9ill the Poole Harbour area or sOuth wn tshire by Bimpleuse of a 

magnifying glass. }\lrlher research has led to questions which will ,have to 

be answered at some stage ;n the future: Is there an identifiable difference betweeen 

from the Poole Harbour area 8..'ld that of Salisbury PIa;',? If 80. what is it? 

How comparable ue the A elld B WaTeS of Sherborne comparable ~,ith 

tljose fOUlld at Ilchester - also largely mOlm as 1l wares? 

Stylistically wares compare with pottery from Eristal and Donyatt, 

is this proven by the petrology? 

Conclusions. CEPE) 

The petrological analysis of material from Sherborne Old Castle has 

been the import8..'lt start~g point io what has developed into a study taking in 

North Dorset and parts of Somerset. Questions have also been posed on matters 

such as the similarity of pot fabrics found in the Poole Bai-bour and South Wiltshire 

areae. The petrology report has not proven any link wit-b' the Poole Harbou:r source 

yet on visual examination in, several caSBS, sioce pottery vas sent for analysis. ' 

this has been the l3u;;g~stcd area of o:d,gin. With .. ex&mioation it 

also appears dii'ficul t, if not impo osi bl'o, to diffErentiate betwee!1 this ware 



and that from South Vlilts.'1ire. Further consideratio!1 of this "ill have to take 

thin sectioning and beavy mineral analysis int.o aCCDU.:1t In orce:!." to G.C':-=-:lC &"J.Y 

differences. 

A fairly simple site like Sherborne Old Castele has prove!1 itself to be 

at the centre 01 a camplex :pattern of trade, of \t~bich ceramics will be a very 

small part. It seems possible that mate~ial5 Bl~e being traded from ~~ far 

away as 50 n:;{les, <~S in the case of Lave:::-stock in the 13th c~ .... "1tury, ~Bri8tol .L."1 

the 14th century and llinyatt from the 13th to the 17th C8!1tUry. The closer a 

source "'"as to the sit!} the mpre regular it appears tbat the supply 'tlolud have 

been • 

B.P.H. June 1980 
---------------



1- Grass tempered W2xe: Total of 5 she::-d.s ::-ecoveredc. None III ustrated. B. 

2. Hac'1d tin'OI<'rl cooL70ts. None III us-;. m:t cd. A, B, C. 

,. izld thro.,:n. \,'rw"cl fir,ished cool.-pots. NOB: 1, " ~, 10, 120. As 13, C. 

4. Wheel made coarse c"okpots 
1 largest , group. Nos: 11, 12a, c, d, 16. A, E , C. 

5. Pans, shallow bowls, rL1Jls like class 4 
1 Noe: 4, 5. As B. • 

6. Handled pa...iS, also some withol.:t handles (a a.'1d b r~spectivelY) 

a. No: l' b. No: $ A, ll. 

7. Tripod Pitchers. Green glazed, glo:oular. Nos:l7,18, 19, 20. B, C. 

8. Heavy couse pi ichers , sometimes confused with 

class 7, glazed, thick walls. None illustrated. .IJ., B, C. 

9. Lighter fine jugs. Glazed a'1d painted. 

Includes ilzports. Nos:2l; 23, 24. 25. (B) C, D,E. 

10. Large late medieval· to 16t.h century round jugs. Glazed with 

accurate combing marks round the girth. No: 22. E. 

11. Large cookpots, same tradition as class 10. No:14b. E. 

11a. I,ids for the same type of vessel identified above. No: 14a. E. 

12. Late medieval straight sided pa'1s. Nos: 6,7. 13. B, E. 

13. Utilitaria!l vessels: like salt ce~.0ars. lliish dishes, lamps. 

None Illustrated. 

Further work will certainly extend this range of suggest.ed vessel tY?¥s , 

with &Teater accuracy of dates than = be suggested at "resent. 



16. 
llLUs:rHfi.~:TDNS .. 

l. Early cookpot. Not snth'ely t;rpical of the'area. ungla2ec.. }'';;.bric: A tc II 

ware, with Borne noticable Bu'Da;1g.uar quartz i.'1 the fabric. unstratified. 

2. Class 3 cookpot, light brown to orange colour th:rou";"out. Ur:.;;la.zed. Fabric: 

C VaTe. 12th century. 

3. Class 4 cookpot, siIr.ilar colour to 1'0:2 ab)Y6. Glazed insi:ie. (Oamparatitrc 

with 8:'12..ftesbury vessel.) Shallow scratch marks around the girth. Fabric: 

4. 'I'ypical shallo,; bowl. or pan, class 5. Unglazed. ,Fabric: B "'are. From 13th 

centlLry context" 

5. lillother shallow, class 5. bold, al tilt:mgh slightly deeper than 4. There are 

traces of food remai.'1ing in the bottc"" \Ihii:h is largely cereal. Fabric: B 

ware. 13th centu-~ context. 

6. Class 12 later pan in a harder fabric, ,dth some gritty glaze inside aroun:i 

the base. Slight lip at one point of ths'rim. Fabric E ware, with some flint. 

15th century context. 

7. Smaller class 12 pan • Some internal glazing', Fabric: E ware with some fljnt. 

15t.h century context. 

8. Small class 6b pan • Completely ungla~ed grey ware ,ii 1.h blL"Ylilig traces. 

Fabric: A Wal"e. (From C.E.:Bean excavated material) Late 12th century. 
), 

9. Small class 6a handled pan. Unglazed dark grey exterior, with a bright orange 

interior. Fabric: A ware. Same context as No :4. Very coarse, hand finished. 

10. Small claBB 4 cookpot from amongst the CE Bean material. Unglazed, ",ith soot 

on the outer surfaces. Fabric: B ware. 13th' cent\~y. 

11. Class 4 oookpot :r.im. with possible lid aeating. Generally geey to brown 

appearance. Fabric: B ware. Later 12th to 13th century. 

12. C-eneral examples of different cookpot rinifJ, with diameters similar to that of 

No :11. 

a. Late 12th to 13th century G~BJJ1ple. Fabric: B ware. 



. 17. 

IlhlBtrations - cont. 

c. C ware, with Borne fli..""11.o 12th -t.o early .:!..3th century date e 

d. E ware, hard fabric. Late 13iJ:l to 14th centUJey date. 

13. Very.small class 12 vessel. Fabric: E ... are, with vcr; little flint. 14th to 

l;,th century. 

14.a. Class 11a lid. Fabric: E ware, very ~ucb of a layered terture, with ~~l 

holee. 2 at least .fcund on the site in 14th to 15th century contexts. 

b. Class II ccckpot, ... hich matches 148. ab:>ve in diameter and fabric, E 

liermi"tage.,.type; both are clearly marke.d with accurate combing. 

15, Small pet, within the classll group, being of the sa.me tra.dition, Fabric: 

E ware. ProbablY 15th century. 

16. Section of class 3 cookpot.·Fabric: A ware, wiih applied strips. Fbod traces 

inside. 12th centur; • . 
17. Section of class 7 tripod pitcher. Light green glazed ware. Fabric: B ware. 

Early 13th centur; daie. 

18. Upper part of class 7 pitcher. Olive green g1azed. ~'rom C.E. Bean excavations 

f1~m a. late 12th centur; context. B ware, with applied strips and vertical 

combing marks. 

19. Upper section of class 7 pitcher. Lig.lJ.t green glazed. Fabric'~ B ware. Combed 
h 

decoration; Late 12th centur; contelrl. 

20. Tripod pitcher spout. Olive green glaze. Fabric:C ware. Late 12th to 13th 

centur;. 

21. ClaSB 9 fille jug. Decorated with horiwnt.ally combed lines, just below the 

neck; >!hi te paint lines at various points, a thumbed strip around the top 

of the neck and glaze pmbo.ble applied with a brush. Rather globular 

appearance, with a flat baae. FaiJ1?ic: E ware. Late 14th century to 15th Century. 

22. Very le.:rge cle.t>s 10 jug. Very little splashed g1a7.e. l;'abr.i.c: E ware. 15th 

century. 



leo 

Illu8tra~ion8 - continuedo 

23. Class 9 jug ,dth pa.int decoration, glazed over the top. Fabric: E ware. 

14tl: , century. 

24. Neck frae;nent of a class 9 funyatt ware jug. Very hard fabric. Late 13th; but 

more likely to be 14th centU17. 

25. Frae;nent. o·f 14th cent=y decoration, possibly from around the neck. Light grelm 

glaze. l1ith red clay used for some of the decoration. Assllilled to be Bristol 

Redcliffe ware. 

J; 
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