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THE ESSENTIAL feature of the Montague Close 
pottery was that it manufactured delftware as its 
sole product throughout the 150 year period of its 
existence. 

In the excavations, we have found one stoneware 
waster, and there can be no doubt that it was a was- 
ter since the broken section was glazed, and its occur- 
rence is certainly peculiar. But, compared with the 
quantities involved, it is irrelevant and there can be 
no doubt that stoneware or any type of coarseware 
were not made here. This is a point of some import- 
ance, since there are dumps of kiln waste material in 
South London which suggest that both stoneware 
and delftware were being made on the same site, 
though presumably not in the same kilns. However, 
this may be due to a mixing of layers especially since 
most of these sites were not excavated. I t  would 
seem rather odd that manufacture of stoneware and 

delftware should go together since the origins, and 
presumably their kiln types and technology, are so 
different. 

It  is difficult to discuss the pottery from Montague 
Close since the processing of it is at such a very early 
stage, but it seems worthwhile to say a few words 
about how we are studying the material. Large com- 
plete samples have now been collected from three 
places on the site, all from the filling-in of parts of 
the kilns, and also smaller, but still complete, samples 
from stratified deposits from within the kilns and 
kilnhouse. This means that everything was collected, 
except, in the demolition layers, pieces of the kiln 
itself. This is important for a study of where each 
type of pottery comes from, since it seems unlikely 
that any type is exclusive to a particular pottery, but 
each may produce the whole range in significantly 
different proportions. Only one of these large dumps 
has yet been analysed at all so that it is impossible 
to make comparisons within the site. But Mr. Bloice 
has kindly produced a histogram comparing this 
dump with a layer at Lambeth High Street and one 
at Potters Fields. 

This analysis brings out how "clean" this dump is, 
consisting almost entirely of kiln waste, with very 
little other pottery at all, and even this is distorted 
by the one large stoneware waster, since the analysis 
is by weight. Comparatively, the Potters Fields dump 
is also clean by the Lambeth High Street layer con- 
tains a somewhat larger admixture of other pottery. 

Proportions by Weight In the Montague Close dump there is also little other 
domestic refuse such as clay pipes and bones. This 

Kiln Furniture is clearly a function of its nearness to the kiln; it had 
Biscuit obviously not been lying around the pottery yard 
Tinglazed for long before it was dumped. Even more striking, 

however, is the vast amount of kiln furniture in the 
Other Glazed Montague Close dump compared with both the other 

Note: Not absolute weights two. This makes this dump stand out from all the 
rest, and probably from the other dumps at Mon- 
tague Close too, though the significance of this is 
not yet clear. One possible explanation is that it rep- 
resents a terminal deposit in which all the kiln furni- 
ture, and not just the broken ones, was thrown away 
since it was no longer needed. However, there are 
stratigraphic problems in regarding this dump as ter- m minal, which it is not possible to discuss here. 

Besides analysing the dump this way, the biscuit 
has also been divided up into broad types though this 
classification will probably be abandoned in the light 
of further work. Two methods of quantifying the 
different types present has been used. One was a 
simple sherd count, and the other was based on the 
probable number of vessels of each type present (not 
minimum numbers) in an attempt to circumvent the 

o problem of the over-representation of large vessels in 
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sherd counts. The one significant change between 
F2 T2 ~5 T B I  L I O S  these two methods is that in the first, "chamber pots" 



are considerably more common than "drug jars" 
while in the second the position is reversed. Both 
methods, however, show a rarity of tiles, mugs and 
cups. 

It is hoped that by these analyses, it will be pos- 
sible to work out what sorts of pots the kiln was 
making and in what proportions, but it should be 
remembered that what is being analysed is a sample 
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of its products at only one point in time, though 
with luck some of the other groups will give it at 
other points in time. But features of any dump might 
be explicable as a function of its date rather than of 
the products of the kiln. Thus the lack of chargers 
in this dump can be explained by its date while the 
scarcity of tiles would seem to be a function of the 
kiln's range of products. 
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THE TWO HISTOGRAMS showing the frequency of 
vessel types in F2 are both based on exactly the same 
sample but arc attempt to express the frequency with 
which the vessel types occur in the sample based on two 
different methods. The first is based on a simple count of 
the basc sherds of each type present. The second histogram 
is  based on the folowing method. 
1. Measure diameter of each base sherd. 
2. Measure surviving circumference. 
3. Calculate for each sherd that fraction of the circum- 
ference of the whole vessel, which it represents. 

The h~stogram is then drawn showing the numbers and 
fractions of vessels in each type. 

This method does not give the probably or minimum 

number of vessels present but enables a more accurate com- 
parison of the frequencies of each vessel type without being 
weighted in favour of large vessels which produces a 
larger number of sherds per vessel than small vessels, (e.g. 
chamberpots versa drug-jars). The method is based on the 
assumption that in a large sample differences in the chance 
loss of sherds or parts of vessels between types is evened 
out. 

A classification defining classes of vessels in tin-glazed 
earthenware will be published in the final report on Norfolk 
House, Lambeth. The term "drug-jar" has now been aban- 
doned in favour of "albarello and cauldron type con- 
tainers." 

BRIAN BLOICE 

25 1 


	vol1_no11_p12
	vol1_no11_p13

