'

Cgwkper S6C

SESRBORNE Q0D CASTLE, IORSET.  METRTETAT, POTTIRY FPALRICS,
' - 1
By RB.P. Harzison BA, &nd D.F. ﬁ:}llam Pr1,

Intreduction.  (BPE)

From 190C onwards ithere have been excavations at Sherborme 01a

Castle, in the parish of Csstleton, on the edge of Sherhorne (NGR:ST648167),

This work has prcduced larée quant;ties of Medieval coarse wares, particularly
from the most recent excavations conducied by Peter Wnite, Inspector of Ancient
Monuments, fox the Depariment of the Eavironment, and has provided an opporiunity
to furiher pursue the queries of R;A,H. Farrar; who éiscusSed the potiery from

the 01d Castle and Durreat Close, Sherborne ? recovered in both cases by C.E.

‘Bean FSA. Al the same time il seems reasonable to describe the means by which

T

this pottery study has been underiaken.

The surviving remaing of Sherborne Qld Castle originate in the

twelfih century, but there is scattered evidence of eerijer activity cn the site,

notably a graveysrd disturbed by a xrock cut ditch and by the building of the

oaatlewpalaces. The earltiest groups of potiery cccurring on the site date from

the twelfth century, although there have been a few sherds of what appears to

be grass tempered ware, from the area of ihe North Gite. The castle was built
by Bishop Roger of Sarum, 1107 - 1139, Chanceilor of Henry I, who often acted as
viceroy vhen chxy was away on Ireg L’nt long vieits to his French possessionse.
Roger supported Stephen, when he was crowned king in 11%6, but Roger's power
was curtailed in 1139 and Sherborne was confiscated with'Hoger's other castles
at Bevizes, Malmesbury and Sexum. During the Crown's occupation Sherborne ?as
garrisoﬁed from time to time and it was during this period that.major additions
were made. In 1354 Bishop Wyville regained the Cawile for the See of Salisbury
frow ihe Earl of Monlague, who held the Caatle”at the time. The castle was used
and mainiained by the bishops of Salisbury until 1542, It was again held by
the Crown until Wrigaheth T tranefewrnd 3% <2 0Ir Vadtesr fuledlgls o 1552, bul
it was in need of too much attention snd fell owt of regular uwse when he moved

10 the Lodge, novw the Hew Castle. The last major period of use was during the
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1la esieged ivice, once in 1642 azd agein in 1645,

=

the las Was

after which it was elighted. "The potiery sequence of the site shoews ihis general

4

ith disruption caused by redeposited material ™.

continuity,

& geries of 12th to 16tk century sherds was sulmitied to Dr Willisms
from the most receni excavations, which form the Pasis for this study, although
sherds from the Castle also maitch pottery from the town of Sherborne znd its
immediate district5.'The mzin problem in the Sherborne area is thal there has been
little work undertzken on medieval poitery types and the clays used in their
production, in consequenoé any anzlysis at this stzge must belregarégd in
isolation. It must be stressed that this is only the beginning of a necessarily
wider study of medieval ﬁoitery in the‘Norih Lorset area, The large quantity of
other then

An  sns

pottery from ihe 014 Castle site has made it difficult to deo anything
select a group of the most obvious types for thin sectioning and heavy mineral
analysis, thus omnmissions are inevitable, especially-with regerd to the leas

freguent fabrics.

. 5 B au;(, . )
Tne pottery was sorted ithrough on a2 very general bawy noting the various

inclusions in the sherds and grouping on this basis. At the pame time the vessel

types were
¢ pottery
(Reference

at the end

defined wherever possibie, this was made easier by the coincidence
fabrics with certain vessel types, but this was not totally reliable.

' 5
is made to the list of vessel types and the faebrics used to produce them

&L this

paper. ) As examples of each'type‘were found, some sherds vere
kept as a control and some were put aside for analysis. in the early stages
reassessnent was fregquently necesssry. Details Qerp made clearer by use of a
magnifying glass, but ofherwise initial assesgment was visual.

it the game time anyg published material on the poitery from other excavatons
in the area was consultea, and considered in ihe light of the likely uffect on
Shervorne. Generally ihere are very few sites noted in the Sherborne area. There

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



Shérbcrne and this has been considered im flz€ fabric assessment. There have been
excavations in South Ibrset ai %hf@hﬂﬁ«? end Corfe &astlea, which have produced
weres which have already been compared with Sherborne poitery regarding shape onlygﬁ
Materiel from laverstock meemed similar end was taken into consideration. Wherever

. ca s - .10
similarities were seen samples vere taken for comparison” .

By the iime thin sectioning and heavy mineral analysis was considered
for the Sherhorne pottery, a very definale set of guestions had been formulated,
so thal direct comparisons could be made where neceesary &snd fabrics defined within
B prewexisting'framework,
1) What is the precise peirology of the fabries : .. Fakhric types &, B, C, D and

g

2) How do these fabrics compare with pottery samples from: Heimiiage, Laverstock,
Corfe Captle and Wareham?

The petrolégy repopt of Dr Williams is the reply to these guestions, btul as will be

seen the answers are also of use to other researchers, since the samples were taken

from & wide area. Fﬁtﬁre %esearch on similar lines should also be facilitated by

a readily aécessible group of identified fabrics.

FARRIC ANALYSIS (DFW)

Introduction

A range of Medieval sherds f;;m Sherborne 074 Castle, and other sites,
were pubmitted for peitrological analysig. As a first step all the sherds were |
exaiined with a binocular microscope {x 2C), This was followed by selective thin
sectioning and heavy mineral separation (Table i)'to gllow study in polérized light
under the petrological microscope. As a regult of this a number of fabric divisions

could be made on the basis of the aplastic inclusions present in the potterm. These

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

are referred to together with free descrirtive terms.

The Meithods.

For thin section examination a small sample of pottery (c. 10mz x 10mm)
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is ground down witil the majority of non-plastic inclusions present in the clay

are transparent , and can be Ideniified by'their optical properiies in polariged
1izbt under the peirological microscope . This method of fabric analyeis is extremely
valusble for characterization , for pottiery maée in g similar way from ihe same
materials will appear alike under the microscope . Wnen fragments of Tocks or

ceriain uniguve swifierals  are present in the clay it is frequenkly possible to
determine the source of ithe raw malerials , thereby indicating the area of origin

of the poitery-meking and ihe area of distribution achieved .

However , much medieval potiery comtains a range of commen inclusions ,
such as {lint and quartz saznd , the tnin sectioning of which does not allow the
same degree of precision in suggesting iiﬁeiy'origins « In cases such a&s these the
téchnique cen still be used profitavly , for it allows a textural aralysis to be
made , where not only the type of inclusion , but also the lattert's size , shape
and relative fregusncy can be considéred « A colRparison of the texture of different
sherds can often provide evidénce for guggesting a common source , Or alternativeiy

severai different ones .

When dealing with very sandy fabrics , heavy mineral separaticn ; a
much under-used technigue , can often provide a useful means of classifying the
sand present in the pottery , as distinctive heavy mineral sssemblages can usually
be assigned to a specific geological source . For this method & comparatively
large ammouwnt of sample is reguired (17 - 20 éms ) , which is crushed and floated
in a heavy liquid such as bromoferm , allowiﬁg'the heavy minerals to be siphoned
off . These can be mounted on a glass slide and studied under the petrclogical

microscope , allowing identification and counting of individual grains .

The ¥Fabric Crouns,

Fabric 4 (Coarse £lint ware )

Rard,harsh fabric , the surface colour vaxieslfrom light red ( 2.5YR 6/8 ) to
dark grey (2.5Y N4/ ) , with a light to dark grey core . Fliﬁt and gquartz sand
are normally clearly visible throughout the fabtric .

Peirologx

Inclusions of flint are common , average size 2,5mm. across , together with freguent

B o S, -
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illegorted subangular guartz grains ranging in pize from 0.20 - 1.00 zu,
& i ] 3

and a little limestone .

Fabric B { Fine flint were )

The description of Fabric 4 could almost equally be applied to the sherds in this
group , the only difference being tbe‘amaller gize of the flint present , up to
a maximum of l.Dmm. acroSs, znd the fact ithat it appears to be less frequent in
the paste than for Fabric A .

Fabrics 4 and B , representing the majority of pottery from the site ,
have been grouped very.tentatively on the basis of the presence cf two extiremely
common inclusions in much medieval pettery , flint and fregquent guariz grains .

It is poseible that careful study may reveal éeveral subdivisiong of this poitery
by ﬁaking a detailed textural analysis of the main constituents present .
However , to obtain meaningful results such work is best done by incorporating
ihe Sherborne. pottery in a general revieW'qf medieval flint tempered ware from
several local sites , and as such this lies outgide the scope of the present work .
Due to ihe common nature of the inclusions ; thérefore s it is difficuit to be
precise about possible origins , though given the large quantity of pottery involved-
a fairly loczl source seems likely .

Sherborne is pituated on Upper Tullers Earth and flinty ciay levels .
Both deposits contain frequent fragments of flini , which would be present in the
clay if this was used for pottery—making‘, even if an'éttempt vas made to refine
the clay somewhat . A heavy minefél seperation on a sherd from Fabric B (Téblei)
rroduced a fairly wide range of minerals P bgt as these are all common types and
little similar work has been done in the aréa , it has not been possible to be
precise about origins . However , at ihis stagé there is nothing in the thin section

or heavy minerzl resulis to suggest a non-local source for either of these fabric

Eroups .

Fabric ¢ (Coarse quartz ware )
Very hard , rough fabrie , grey or black outside purface , sometimes with a

dull olive-green glaze nornzlly with a dark ey core anc creamy insice surface .
8 & ’ y grey Y ,

Kumerous quartz grains protrude through the surfaces giving the fabric a 'pimply!




Petrology

Freguent subangulaer quariz grains , «verage size 0.60 - 1.00mm , ihougn some zre
up to 2.00mm across , and a litile flint , A heavy miners]l separation on a sample
from this group , ané also froz Febric B 'below , in beih cases produced oo few

greing to give a meaningful resali .

z2bric D ( ¥ine guartz ware )

xf

2

e

Hard smooth fabric , mottlied clive-green glaze with a white core and inside suxfa

{

Freguent inclusions of subangular quartz grains , average size 0.20 « C.40mm

Fabric E (tHermitage-Type' ware )
Haré lairly rough sandy fabric , surfaces tend to be light red (2.5YR 6/8) ;

with traces of an clive-green glaze , and a lightish grey core .

Petrclogy

Abunéant inclusions of subangular guartz , average size 0,20 - 0,50am,
Also preseni are freguent fairly well-rounded light trown grainé of limonite
(altered glauconite ) , and some collophane .
The presence in some numbers of glauconiie guggests an origin in the
Greensand and Cault Beds , of which the nearest deposits to Sherborne lie
some six miies to ihe south . Close to these deposits is situaied a thHirteenth
century kiln at Hermitage whose products appesr fairly similar in the hand-

specimen to those ot Sberbornel o Thin sectioning of waste material fromb
the Hermitage kiln reveazled & aimilar range of inclusions to the Sherborne
poitery including the glauconite grains . A.heavy mineral separation on
samples from Sherborne and wasters from Hermitage also displayed points of
similarity , nbieably in the comparatiQely high percentage of rutile ,
contrasting with a separation on a sherd from SherbornerFabric B (Tablei);

It seems gquite possitle,iherefore . that this fabric group , renging in

cdale from the thirteenth century to 1450 plus , was made in the general area
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of Bermitage « Indeed ; some of the Xhirteenth century examples from Sherbo:

may even be products of ithe Barmitage kiln itselfl .

Two sherds from Sherborne Q1d Castle appear similar to certain jug types

. . . 12 s C
frvon the Laversiock kilns near Salisbury » Thin sectioning ¢f the Sherborne
sherds reveals frequent subanguwlar guartz grains , average size 0,20mm - 0.30um ,
z2d flecks of mica . This agrees quite well with similar analyses of jugs from
the Laverstock kilns , and the Sherborne Jugs may well come from ithere , though

this cannot as yet be conclusively demonsirated . Heavy mineral analysis on

" iwo products of ithe Laverstock kilns , a tile and coarse jug., produced too

few greins for z me

from thin sectioning , namely

from the jug sample tested . The former contained only a scatier of subangular

guartz grains , and these were a size grade higher than those in the jug , average

pize 0.40.—-0.60mm s Bither & slightly coarner clay was used for cooking-pots
. - . r{“r

s or else the addeé sznd was gently crushed forﬂ;ugs ¢ The-

as opposed to Jjugs

cozrser texture of the cooking-pois was probably deliberate adding refractaér
g ' g 5

gunlities to the vessels ,

South Dorset Wares

A gmall amount of comparetive materizl from Warsham (gnglazed) and Corfe

Castle (both glazed and unglazed) was ilso examined , to see if South Dorset

¥ores were gopresenied at Sherborne . The Wareham szamples contained litile else .

but quarty grains , average size 0.30 ~ 0.40mm. A heavy mineral_se;aration

on one of these sherds (Tablel)produced a tourmaline-rich assembly reczlling
that founa in the p;ttery of the Fomano-British black~burnished ihduétry centred
around the wesiern shores of Poole Harbour and on the heathlands south of Wareham

4n origin in this area may also be likely for the Wareham  sherds , the medieval

potters utilizing roughly the same clay beds zs were in use during the Roman peried .

nge 0f the

Neither ihin sections noy the heavy mineral sseemblage prreed with th

Sherborne Bamplea‘studied a

that a section from a Laverstock cooking-pot differed

13




Thin sectioning of the Corfe Casile , sherds showed a scatler of -

subangular quariz grains ; average size 0,80 - 1,00mn , with = Zitile {1int ang

iron ore . Texiurzlly , these sherds appear to be slightly cifferent to those

sampies from Sherborne Fabrics & 4 B, and ¢ confeining less guartz ithan the

latter , and s0 suggesting the sossibility of a different origin y though it is

[

gifficult to be precise on this point .

TAELE T

FZRCIENTAGE OF NON' =0PAGUE MINFRALS

Site

No. of graine counted .

Tourmaline
Rutile
Kyanite
Andalusiie
Stavrolite _

Zircqn
Carnet
Apatite

i o 1 1 L . {
| I 1 i - 1 R f

71,0 13.4 2.8 1.4 4.3 1.4 4.3 1.4 269

Sherborne Qld

Castle . Fabric B

Sherborne 014

-

. _ 5 |
83.6 4.2 8.8 o5 - < 1.4 0.7 277 |
Castle. Fabric E- : ' ' J

|

Hermitage Kiln 80.6 2,5 1:1.2 2.1 - = 2.1 1.5 397

Wareham . 40.8 51.9 0.9 0.9 3.7 0.9 - 0.9 |309
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- MARLE TI, (BPH)
Layer & = B : €-¢ D t E :f Specific wares.
L 31 1 4 16 9 4 1 o
53 33 1 2 10 3 o 0
4 34 ﬁ%i;:{tﬁJ' No pottiery present
5 35 4 |17 |2 | 4 2 0
35 36 0 1 1 4 0 0
5L 38 (4 sherds) O 0 1 1 0 0
' %9 39 . 0 6 7 11 1 1 (Donyatt)
Y S . ]".“J' .
gl Y \L 1 "‘
L4 o 33 R o 3. 6 2 0 0
4 49 3 13- 9 1 4 1 (oryatt)
46 45 ) 6 2 1 5. 0
AT 46 1 6 11 0 0 0
Jd;:;:]]
48 47 éa_¥.”‘;~\ & 16 5 G . 0 0
56 ' — T — -
- 24 . 9 22 4 4 0 0
- fern
55 C’" o 11 15 5 2 0 7 (Barly sandy
e ) ware)
56 Counted as part of 55.
Ga&derobes ~ =ealed contents, ,
Structure YC: (12th C.) 3 2 1 0 0 0
Structure W:  (14th C.) 0 1 1 1 16 0
' j;
Structure H:  (15th C,) 0 1 0 6 7 plus O

For this pable one area was taken as an example egnd an assebsment rade of the

number 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

nay be complete. Nevertheless this tends to be more relisble in a gherd cound

in indic: ting the occurrence of fabrics at certain dates.
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Medleval Ceramic Influences in Sherborne,

Sherborpe is situated on the Iorset side of ithe Somerset and Iorpet county
border, well inltand from the cozst. One can see from the vessele 3llustrated ét
the end’'ef the paper, that the general iradifion of West Country pottery shapes
is folloved, as evideni among examnples found al Burrow Mump 14, Cagtle Keroche 15,
Ilchester 16,.Portiand (Southwell)l7, and to a lesser extent at Shaftesbury 189
This gimilarity is no more.than a very general indication of source, whereas
knowledge of the petrology of the clays used can supply a closer indication of
fhe crigins of the vessele. The poitery from the 014 Cagtle can be divided into
two ﬁajox groupings: wares ﬁith large flint inclusions and waies with a large
gquartz sand content. The precige origins of gither of these types must etill be
based on assessment of the occurrenceiof the wares on the site. The A and B flint
wares appear b0 occur in greater abundance than the C and D quartz wares, and

the general occurrence of aimilar wares throughout the wider area on initial

‘examinatinahiea suggests a more local source for the flint wares. In this case

the petrologicel analysis can only imply that the source is not ruled cut as being

local, Conversely it can be said that the same would apply to the quartz wares.

in the period from the 12th to early 14th Century the ﬁain pottery
type is the flint ware, & and B wéres iﬁ the febric anal;sis. A local sourcerfor
this warve is -suggested by the large gquantiiy of poftery of A ox B type recovered
from layers of tﬁe eppropriate date, glmilarly large guantities of this type of
pottery have been recovered from excayations in the ioen of Ilchestexr, and the few

19

scattered examples of poitery from the town of Yeovil s also have a larger
proportion of this ware. The common facto%couid be the valley of the River Yeo
flowing thréugh all ibree towns and through several areas of flin{y clay. On

present evidence there was a base for the production of these wares in Tlchester 1 s
but it has not been proved that Ilchester was the only base for guch an industry,-
es it is evident that A Fabric, and especially B Fabric pottery was in use at

Sherborne 01d Castle after the mid-13th Cebtury when Ilchester was no longer a

trade centre. Keveriheless Ilchester may have started as the centre and further



11,

: 1}
kiins developed away Ifrom itbe town at a later date, along the Eiver Yeo valley.

The proportien of quartz sanded wares is smaller than thal of the f1int
vares ‘in the early pericd of the Casgile, with an increase of relative occurrence
from the 13ih Century onwards, yet these are more complex 16 identify beiﬁg'fﬁﬂm
mere than cone source. It aﬁpears to be & more gatisfactory ware for production,
especially for jugs, end at Sherborme 031d Castle it is apparent that it bas beeh

transported over grealer distances than A and B wares. The neares??ggﬁ:ce of

kn)]

" panded wares would be the kiln at Hermitage; producing the ware classzed as E Ware-

_Hexﬁitage=typea It should he noted in studying the products of this kiln in relation

to Shertorne 0ld Castle pottery, that Hermitage may be the centre for a more
extensive industry starting in the 13th century and continuing into the late
15th ¢r 15ih centuries. Sherds of a later date from Sherborne, were submitted

for study and they compeared with wasters from the Hermitage kiln, despite the

- digparity of dates.'There is a further sugzestion of the continuation of an area

industry by the referenpe, in the‘records of the Consistory Court in 1617 20,

vhen a potiter at Holnest, 2Amilés ¢istani from Hermitage, was granied fuel gathering
rights. Vesselé of E ware-type bear a marked stylistic resembkence to the pottery
excavated from the kiln site, as seen by cookpod number 14 end jug number 22 in

the illustraﬁions,\compared with ihe eaﬁlier pots illustated in the Eexrmifage

reprrt 21. Thin pection and beavy mineral ‘analyses have also re%ealed a few sherds
comparable with Laverstock kiin wastej;. Laverstock pottery, especially the
pitchers, is of a fine quality and already acﬁepte& as being transporied over a-
wide area 220 The kiln supplied the Royal Palace at Clarendon 23 and it is possible
that when Sherborne was in Royal hends during fhe seme period, the chances of

vegsels traﬁelling to Sherborne would be increased. Without petxological

enalysis such specific wares would be missed and simply classed ss C or D wares,
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Research into ceramic sources hes cpatimued after the petrological
analyeis, especizlly in stiempiing to define the finer ‘mandy ﬁares. initial
assesguent of possible sourcee has been based on similszrity of form and decoration
followed by comparison under a magzifying glass, with iypes alrealy identified
iz the initisl study. In constquence, there has been noticable similarity ak
Sherborne with potiery from ihe following sources:

ITonyatt (near Ilminster) 24

Bristol, Redcliffe°”;

Bristol, Haﬁ Green 26;
Shaf%esbury;la
Kington Ha@na;zY

South Wilishire 20;

Poole Harbour 29?

The Donyatt kiln is accepted as being of major importasnce in the area to
the North of Sherborrne and it appeérs to have been brought to the Castle from the
mid-13th century chwards. There ere fine examp}es of wares from this kiln occurring
ell over the siie, although the largest group is that dated in the Civil Wer
périad, which tends to be the case with most sites where this ware occurs, for
example: Ilchester. Poitery from the Eristol, Redcliffe kiln has already been
found at Castle Cary, in ihe form of ajfairly simple jug 30, the¥efore it was no

g

suprise to find aivery'fine pexample of decoration from a jug assumed to come from
this kiln (illustrated No: 25), very like that of an example in the British Masewn %,
With the occurrence of this ware it was also possible and in fact proved to be the
case thaf'there was a market for Ham Green Ware, as several sherds havelbeen

identified ameng potiery from the site. Both of the Bristol wares were initially

classed as C/D and D Wares, dependent upon the quality of the fabric.

"The C and D quartz wares are also seen io compare visually with pottexy
from Shafiesbury end from a villsge mid-way betveen Sherborne and Shaftesbury,

¥ington Magna. In the case of Kington Magna there 1s also the cceurrence of A



and B wares, likely to come from the Sherbornme direction and a 'hybrid! fabric,

which ig & Ilinty C/D ware and possibly lockl To ithe Kinglon HMagne area, It appears
. Gares
that many of ihe qu&r»szust be coming from the Shaflesbury area, or that the two

towns are drawing from the same source, with Shaftesbury being the closer to this

source. There is close comparison of the febric and glaze of illustirated vessel No3
with a 14tk century skillel exczvated in Shaftesbury. There are other such similaritic

which are at present based on visual faclors.

The aif 1culty‘1ﬂ defining many of these wares has led to confusion over
the precige origin, especially as & suggested source has been the Poole Harnohr

area, so far unproven by petrolegical examination. Another suggesied origin is

" the South Wiltshire area, and ihere is no way et present by which one can differentiate

between potte% frem the Poole Harbour area or South Wiltshize by eimple use of a
magnifying glass; Further research has led to  “o-¢ miestions which will have to
be answered at some stage in the future: Is there an identifiable difference betweeen
from the Poole Harbour mrea and that of Selisbury Plain? If so, what is it?

| How comparable are the & and B wares of Sherborne comparable with
those found at Ilchester - also largely known as B wares?

Stylistically wares compare with potiery from Bristdél and Ionyait,

is this proven by ihe petrcélogy?

Conclusions. (BPE)

The petrologicel &nelysis of material from Sherborne 014 Castle has
been ithe important Btart%ng point in wnat bas developed into a study tzking in
Nﬁrih Dorset and parte of Somerset. Questions have also been posed on matiers
such a3 the similarity of pot fabrics found in thé Poole Harbour and South Wiltshire
areas, The petrology report has not proven any link witly tﬁe Poole Harbour source
Yet on visual examination 1n peveral cases, since potiery was sent for analyeis.
this has been the puggested area of oxdgine With - viSvAL excmination it

&leo appears dlfflcult, if not lmp0851b1e, 1o dlffernnt¢ate between {this ware
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sngd that fromlSouth Wiltshiré. Farther consi@eration of this will have to take
iﬁin sectioning and heavy mineral analysis inito écqount inﬂordar 10 cocliac any
differences.

‘A fairly simple site like Sherborne 01d Castle has proven itself to;be
at the centre of a complex pattern of irade, of which ceramics will be a very
small part. It seems possible.that mgierials axve being iraded from as far
away a3 50 miles, as in the case of Laverstock in the 172ih century, Bristél in
the 14th century and Donyatt from the 13th to the 17th century, The closer a
sourpe‘wés to ithe siiec the more reguiar it appears that‘the supply would have

been .

BE.P.H., June 1980
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Medirkal Potiery Fahrice linked do vesye]l types = as delined at Sherporne

Oid C&StIEQ

1. Grass tempered ware: Total of 5 sherds =escovered, Hone Illustrated. B,
2+ Hand thrown cookpois. None Illusiz=ied. iy, B, C,
3. znd thrown, whneel finished cookpots., Noe: 1, 2, 10, 12%L. A, B, C.

4., Wheel made coarse cookpots 1, largest group. Nos; 11, 12a, ¢, 4, 16, | A, E, C.
5. Pans, shallow bosls; rims like c¢lass 4 10 Nos: 4, 5. A; B.
-'6. Haﬁdied paﬁs, also some yithout handles (a and b réspectively)
 a. ¥o: g b, No: g ' A, B

7. Tripod Pitchers. Green glazed, gicbular. Nes:17,18, 19, 20, B, C.
B, Eeavy coarse pitcheré , sometimes confused ;ith |

class 7, glazed, thick walls. Nome illustrated. A, B, C.
g, Lighter.*ine jugs. (lazed and painted, ‘

Includes imports. Nos:2l, 23, 24, 25. (8) €, D,E.

10. Large late medievel 1o 16th century round jugs. Glazed with

accurate combing marks rcund the girth. No: é2.A E.
11, Large cookpots, same tracdition as class 10, Noilib. ‘ E,
ila. Lids for the same type of vessel identified above. No: l4a. E.
12, Late medieval straight sided pans. Nos: 6,7, 1%, ' ‘ " B, E.

13, Utilitarian vessels: like salt cellars, #iish dishes, lamps.

None Illusirated. 4,B,C,ID,E,

Further work will ceriainly extend this range of suggested vessel iypss ,

with grester accuracy of dates than wan be suggested at present. -



LLUSTRATIONS,

1. Early cookpot. Not entirely typical of ihe area. Unglazed., Fabric: A to B
ware, with some noticable subangular guartz in the fabric. Unstratified.

2o Class 3 cockpot, light brown to orange colour throughoui. Unglazed. Fabric:
C ware., 12th century.

3. Class 4 cookpot, similar colour to Ne:?2 above. Giazed inside, {Comparative
with Shaftesbury vessel.) Shallow scratch marks around the girth, Fabric:

C ware. 14ih century context.

4. Typicsl shellow bowl, or pan, clazs 5, Unglazed. Fabric: & ware. From 13ih

century context. '
5. finother shailow, class 5, bowl, although slighily deeper than 4, There are
traces of food reméining in the bottom, whigh is largely cereal. Fabric: 3B

ware, 13tk century context.

6. Class 12 later pan in a harder fabric, with some gritiy glaze inside around

the base. Slight iip at one point &f the rim., Fabric E ware, with some flint.

15th century context.

7. Smaller class 12 pan . Some internal glazing. Fabric: E ware with some f{lint.

15th century context.

8. S8mall class 6b pau . Completély unglazed grey ware wiih btumihg traces.

Fabric: A ware, (From C.E.Bean excavated ma.terial) Late 12th century.
) b

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

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

10. Small class 4 cookpot from amongst the CE Bean material. Unglazed, with scoi

on the'outer surfacea, Fabric: B ware. 13th century,

5).%!.. Class 4 cookpot xim, with possidble 1lid peating. Generally geey to brown
appearance, Fabric: B were. Later 12th 1o 13th eentury;

12, Cf:neral examples 635‘ different cookpot rims, with diameiers similar to thai of

No:ll,

a. Late 12th to 13th century emample. Fabric: B wexe.
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Ellustrations ~ cont.
12b. C ware rim. 12th to early 13th ceniuy iate,
¢. C ware, with pome flint, 12th to early 13ih century date.

d. E ware, hard fabric. Late 13th to 14tk century date.

13. Very small class 12 vessel. Faubric: E ware, with very litile flint. ldthfto
15th century,

l4.e2. Class 1la lid. Fabric: B ware; very much of a layered texture, with emall
holee, 2 at least found on the site in 14th to 15th century contexts.

b, Class 11 cookpot, which matches l4a sbove in diameter and fabric, E
Hermitage~types “h are clearly marked with accurate combing,

15: Spall pot, within the classll group, being of the same tradition, Fabrics
E ware. Probably 15th century.

16, Section of class 3 cookpoi. Febric: A ware, with applied strips. Food traces
ingide. 12th century.

17, Section of class 7 tripod pitcner. Lighi green glazed ware, Fabric: B ware.
Early 13th century date.

18, Upper part of class 7 pitcher. Olive green glazed. from C.E. Bean excavations
from a laie 1lZih ceniury context., B ware, with applied strips and vertical
combing marks.

19, Upper section of class 7 pitcher. %gght green glazed. Fabric: B ware, Combed
decoration; Late 12th century context,

20. Tripoéd pitcher epout. Olive green glaze.‘Fahridé'C vare, Late 12th to 13th
centuxy.

21, Clasp 9 fine jug. Decorated with horizontally combed lines, just below the
neck; white paint lines et various poinis, a thumbed strip around the top

of the neck and gleze probable applied with a brush., Rather globular

appearance, with a flat base. Fabeic: B were. Late 14th century to 15th Century.

22, Very large cless 10 jug. Very little apiaahed glage, Fabric: B ware. 15th

centm e



18.

Illustrations - continued. _ . )
25, Ciass 9 jug with paint decoration, glezed ovexr the top. Fabric: E ware.
14tk century,.

24. Neck fregment of a class 9 Donyatt vare Jug. very hard febric., Late 13th, but

more likely to be 14th centuxy.

25. Fragment of l4th century decoratiah, possitly from around the neck. Light gremn
glaze, with red clay used for some of ihe decoraiion. Assumed to be Eristol

Redcliffe ware.

§
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