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In !The Montague Close Delftw are factory  p r io r  to 1969Tl a group of 
m ate ria l recovered  when a hole was dug for an unexploded bomb east of 
Southwark C athedral in 1947 was published. In the sam e a rtic le , a Spouted 
P edesta lled  V essel Type 2 was published, which was thought to have been 
an iso lated  find in 1911. It was subsequently discovered, however, that th is 
in fact also  belonged to the group found in 1947.2
The ’v a se1 that was actually found in 1911 (TQ 3272/8028) is  now described 
and illu s tra ted  (No. 1). It is  a type of v esse l which is v e ry  r a re  and no o ther 
exam ple appears to have been published from  England.
No. 1 (Cuming Museum 58/2/42). This v e sse l is  in a pink b iscu it and has 
a hollow pedestal with a kicked base and two qu arte r-ro un d  mouldings on 
its  edge. The body sw ells out so that its  g rea te s t g irth  is at the shoulder 
which itse lf  is  fa irly  fla t leading to an everted neck. The rim  does not 
survive. T here  a re  s c a rs  for two handles on the edge of the shoulder which 
a re  not exactly opposite each o ther. The diagnostic featu re  of th is  v esse l, 
however, is  the constric tion  around the m iddle of the body.

A very  s im ila r  v esse l in b iscuit, No. 2, w as also found in Southwark but no 
m ore p rec ise  provenance is  known. It was in the Guildhall Museum co llec 
tion3 but in 1959 was tra n s fe rre d  to the Cuming Museum on perm anent 
loan (C.M. 59/2). Its only difference from  the f ir s t  exam ple is that it is  
slightly ta l le r  and the body is  much narrow er. It is  im possib le to say 
w hether the edge of the pedestal base was moulded because it does not s u r 
vive, but the base itse lf is  fla tte r  and has a sp ira l m ark  on it. Once again 
the rim  does not survive but th e re  a re  s c a rs  for two handles on the shoulder.
The th ird  exam ple ,N o .3 ,was only found in 1973 and unlike the o ther two is  
glazed and decorated. Unfortunately it is  an unstra tified  find from  the 
no rthern  p a rt of Montague Close (TQ 3272/8036). It is  sfnaller than the 
o ther two but in proportion  is  close to No. 2, though its  base is  like that of 
No. 1 (it has a moulded edge like No. 1 too but the glaze has obscured th is  
in p laces). In th is  exam ple, a little  of the rim  surv ives, which shows that it 
had a wavy edge, in one p a rt at leas t. It appears to differ from  the o ther 
two in only having one handle. It has a s c a r  on the opposite side but th is  is  
too low to be the base of the handle (being on the side of the pot ra th e r  than 
on the shou lder),besides w hich ,it would have obscured the decoration.
T here is  p a r t of the shoulder m issing w here a second handle could have 
been, but in that case the two handles would have been close togther not 
nearly  opposite as in the other two. The decoration is  in th ree  co lours.
The principa l p a r t, on the body, is  in blue and com prises the in itia ls  ’IW’
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and 1663 below, surrounded by a sym m etrica l re cu rrin g  pa tte rn  of th ree  
dots and a half-filled trian g le  with lines p a ra lle l to two of its  sides. Round 
the stem  of the pedestal is  a blue band and below th is an ir re g u la r  band of 
purp le and light green. The la tte r  is  also used in a band round the in ternal 
edge of the rim . Only p a r t of the underside of the base is glazed.

The glazed exam ple is  the only one with f irm  dating evidence for th is type, 
for even the fact that the o thers a re  delftw are has been doubted and No. 2 
was in fact attributed to the early  2nd century by the Guildhall Museum. 
Although it is  ra sh  to assum e that the date on a pot is  n ece ssa rily  the date 
it was m ade, it seem s safe to assum e tha t No. 3 was made som etim e in the 
middle of the seventeenth century and since the type is  r a r e ,  which suggests 
a sho rt life for it, the other two a re  probably of much the sam e date. A l
though No. 1 was an iso lated find in 1911, it was found very  close to the 
1947 group and could w ell belong to it. Since th is group has been dated 
independently to the m id-seventeen th century, these two suggestions support 
each o ther. T here is no independent way of dating No. 2 at a ll. The fact 
that a ll the evidence points to th is  type being m id-seventeenth century in 
England is  significant because the only p a ra lle l to the shape appears to be 
Italian and m id-eighteenth cen tu ry .4 T hese a re  very  s im ila r in form  to 
No. 2 but appear to lack handles. It is  difficult to see how these a re  con
nected with the English exam ples, though the close s im ila rity  in form , but 
not in decoration, is perhaps unlikely to be due entirely  to coincidence.

T here  can be little  doubt that a ll th ree  w ere made at the Montague Close 
factory  since two w ere found in its  im m ediate vicinity and the th ird  could 
have been, and they a re  all w as te rs . With the two biscuit exam ples, th is  is  
obvious but the glazed exam ple m ust also be a w aster because its  d eco ra 
tion has been ruined by another pot adhering to it in the kiln and th is  
decoration was c learly  one of the m ost im portant aspects of the pot which, 
with a date and an in itia l, m ust be com m em orative. T hese fea tu res , and 
the fact that all th ree  exam ples of th is  type a re  differen t, suggests that 
these a re  bespoke pots, one-off productions to specia l o rd e rs .
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Since the Spouted P edestailed  V essel Type 2 m ust now be included with the 
1947 group, it can thereby be assigned to the sam e date as that group, that 
is  the m id-seventeenth century. The Spouted P edestalled  V essel Type 2 
is  much com m oner than the constric ted  vase , but s ti ll  r a re  com pared with 
the common products of the delftw are k iln s. Two in fact have been illu 
s tra ted . G arner published one in his book on English D elftw are5 and A rcher 
a second in the Catalogue of the English D elftw are Exhibition at the R ijk s- 
m useum , A m sterdam , 1973 (No. 56). In teresting ly ,bo th  a re  decorated in a 
very  s im ila r  m anner and m ust be the product of the sam e factory , if not 
the sam e pain ter. Note especially  the identical decoration of the foot and 
pedestal. Yet though the shape is  very  s im ila r , in one detail it is  differen t, 
the la tte r  example has a wavy rim  while the fo rm er has a plain one. The 
la t te r , which is  in the F itzw illiam  M useum, is  also dated (1683) and has a 
se t of in itia ls . Another exam ple in the F itzw illiam  Museum (G laisher 
Catalogue No. 1314) is  dated 1650, again with in itia ls , but here, ap a rt from  
a fram e for these , th ere  is  no decoration.



However, these v e sse ls  a re  m ore common without any decoration at a ll.
The exam ple illu stra ted  here  (No. 4) is  a chance find of 1865 from  M oor- 
fields (unnumbered in Cuming Collection). B esides th is , th e re  a re  two in 
the B ritish  Museum (E3_and ano ther),one in the London Museum (A12200) 
and one has been published6 from  Ingledew & Davenport (Southwark).
No, 4. The v esse l is  com pletely glazed except for the underneath of the 
base. It has a flaring  kicked base, a lm ost no pedestal, a squat globular 
body, a ridge at the base of the neck and a flange ju st below the r im . It has 
th ree  spouts whose lips touch the flange and the stubs of th ree  ’ram s horn 
fin ia ls’ one of which surv ives up to the flange (but oddly w here one of the 
o thers  would have touched the flange th e re  is  no sca r).

The flange ju st below the rim  on th is exam ple is  not known to occur on 
any other v esse l but ce rta in  of its  ch a ra c te rs  can be detected elsew here.
Its squat globular body with no re a l pedestal and spouts ris in g  up to touch 
the rim  (or flange) re c u rs  on the 1650 exam ple in the F itzw illiam , on an 
unglazed exam ple in the B ritish  Museum (E4), and on the exam ple from  
Ingledew & Davenport’s w here it is  associated  with an A lberello Type Con
ta in e r Type 3, a plate Type lb  and a pipe, a ll of which could date to c l6 50 - 
70. T here  seem s to be another type with a round globular body, a pedestal, 
and spouts stopping below the r im , and all these  ch a ra c te rs  occur on the 
exam ple illu stra ted  by G arner, the 1683 exam ple in the F itzw illiam , an 
exam ple from  a plantation site  at Som erville, South C arolina, w here it m ust 
be before 1715 and on a b iscu it exam ple from  Lam beth High S tree t which 
is  alm ost certa in ly  afte r c l 670 (when delftw are productioh in Lam beth 
s ta r ts )  but probably not much a fte r 1680. If these  two types rea lly  a re  
d isc re te , and the sam ple size  is  not very  la rg e , it would seem  that the f ir s t  
group is  e a r lie r  than the second. All the dating evidence given above would 
place the production of th is  v e sse l type in the period c. 1650-85. The fact 
that it does not occur in any of the la te r  groups at Lam beth High S tree t or 
in any of the groups from  Norfolk House, though a glazed ’ra m ’s horn f in ia l’ 
from  th is  type of v esse l was found unstra tified , o r in any of the very  la rg e  
groups of c. 1730-50 from  Montague C lose m ust m ean that its  production 
did not go on long afte r c. 1680. In the absence of published groups from  
before 1650, it is  le s s  easy to be confident about that being its  in itia l date.

The p resence  of biscuit exam ples at Lam beth High S tree t and St. Saviours 
47 shows that at le a s t two fac to rie s  in London produced it. It is  not known 
w hether w aster exam ples have been found in o ther c itie s , but that Archei* 
a ttrib u tes  the 1683 exam ple to London or B risling ton would imply that they 
w ere m ade in B ris to l too. The exam ple from  the St. Saviours group fits  
neither of the types exactly but has the squat globular body and lack of 
pedesta l of the fo rm er though fhe spouts do not come up to the r im . Some 
c h a ra c te rs  seem  to occur in both groups such as  the wavy o r plain r im  
and the ridge on the neck.
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