is some evidence for plles of three as the mug with the secar
anothar on its bese is itself unglaszed internally. That
placed on top of each other indicates that saggers were
s of solving the problem of stacking.
e or oval discs (5randhilfen) were used
kiln st Raeren(Von Bockl1371 plate 3288
developed above. However,
xplalin why scar n 1e undersides of mug hases are so
rcbiem is how th alt manages to penetraste to the under-
base to glaze them, which hsppens in nesrly every case
the upper row is placed partly over two muys
their Brandhilfen - Von Bock 1971 p.2C) and
en them would allow the salt in, but this does not
explaln hov the lower row were glazcd,

The distribution of brown and greys is also peculiar. Tt
if the brown is csused by sn epplied iron wash, that
18 would be grey internslly and on the underside of
they d1d not bother to cover those parts which

o

those glazed grey externelly would be grey

deed th: cese with the undersides of the

bases, where the five which are glazed grey externally ore also grey

® §

under the basce. But internally therc are nineteen which are brown
(compsred to 32 grey) even if the brown/greys are ignored. 1In
fact the breakdown s similar to the mugs glazad btrown externally

where 33 are grey internally (compared te 34 brown). It is
indeed etrange that the ineide should be covered in an iron wash
where it could not be scen while the outslide was left grey .t is

interesting that slmost exsctly the same number were brown externally

ag grey and likewise intsrnsily (1f the grey/browns are ignored).

This mey @ndicate that the iron wash was applied for scme reason

other then apprarance, The recessing of the rims, which ig so common,




technical function since it would reduce to a
a2 of contact with the brandhilfen or pot above,
he handlcs on the Raeren mugs &re applicd by being gripped at
between the finger and thumb (which leave their marks on
1dle) and pressed onto the side without, apparently, causing
any distortion to 1it.
OTHER' IMPOXTS (uhet follows is partly bas=d on notes supplied by
rst and Pamela Clarke).
The other most importasnt group of pottery described
imports is the group of yellcw glazed ware mainly
published as Reauvais products (Furst 1971a)
ie this scem less likely. Beauvais, in the
v, is largely a stoneware preducing sres (see partic=—
ularly kiln st Savignies, Chapelot pers.comm,) and white wares of
any kind are very rore (thus the 15th and 16th century layers from
the excavoations Gelerie Nationale de la Tapisserie contained little
white ware none which was yellow glazed, Chepelot pers.comm.). The
kiln st La Detroite also produced mainly stoneware
little white ware gls green or yellow
pparently yellow on its own (Cartier pers.comms)
ry different from the Cuy's types. Likewise
are no yellow glazed Jugs on display in the Museum at Beauvals
enquiries elicited nc information eout eny being in the collection.
It therefore secems very unlikely that these Jugs were made at
is but at the moment no alternative source can be suggested
for them. Yellow glazed at Cheam I but in a
sandy febvric (Mershsll 1924) and th are rare cutside the kiln
slte. Likewise a few cooking pots occur with yellow glaze on rim

and base internally (see two sherds probably from Cauldron Lype

Cooking Pot here and complete ceuldron type cocking pot from London

Pridge 1967 (Beeby pers.comm.)) but these again ere sandy fabrics,

-




Farnborough Hill, even though this was making similsr wares with

There appears to be no yellow glezed wares in the early kiln at

laze, Nevertheless, Surrey must remain a strong contender

for there are undoubte many kilns

+3
the e

source of 8,

not been fou
est Surrey. Tholr distribution at Guy's would suggest
for a short period for they are all in L10-=5
in L3/4 which is probably residual. They would
ir floruit i ] wo decades the 15t}
first

other Beauvals

ap
not like the common
out (1971a p.6) that
is different to th
tribution ies very concentrat
amples) 1 the others ore very
ind Belgium), but
130 very
arly 16th
that they pre-date 1539, The
Cagtle from o
nerally the dating evidence
though not precise enough to show
by Guy's io Justified.

arly l1l7th century p»it but

South

nt in form being 1¢ squat and globular. By

that perind Surrey otters were cert: y producing yellow glazed

warase anyway (thou;h no. certainly




TEE POST-#EDIAEVAL CERAMIC REVOLUTION

f ¢cf the fifteenth century, it is now generally

(=]

In the sccond }ta
recognised, a radical change occurred in the ceramic industry in
ngland, so radical indecd that *he term revolution is often applied

to ite There cen be little argument thai it was a period of very

far reeching and rapid change which was net, of course, confined to
pettery. The question is do all the changes occur at exactly the

nmg time or is it that a series of changes occurred which ars so
lose topgether that they have been conflated into one ev o
an be seen by comparing groups such
as Kennington Palace Group 3 F77 (Dewson 1973 pel34=~6) which seems to
ccumulate within the period ¢l36Q/70=-cil75 (4bid p.112) end contains
clmost exclusively sandy Surrey Wares with cuoking pots (i.e. the
jiseval type of globular vessel without handles or feet) and jugs
ing the only vessel forms present and Trench 1 L10=3/L here, if one
eg the sandy Surray Usres as residual, The changes can be
rouped inte two categories, fabric and vesocel types. Of the former,
the most obvious changes are the, at least relative, decliine of
prey Warcs which have altered to become the largely untempered
surrey white Wwares and the replacement of them as the commonest type
by red ress The second most obvious change, fabric wise, is the
ydvent of impurts on a lorge scale, particularly Raeren stonewares
nd Cistercian Ware, Of the vessel types, the cocking pot has gone,
to be replaced by the cauldron type cocking pot, Jjugs have declined
in importance, smaller individual drinking vessels (both Surrey White
Ware and Qistercisn Ware cups and Reer=n mugs) and larger pit:hers
having largely replaced them and a wholc new range of vessel types
heve been introduced (frying pans, dripping pans, watering cans,
chafing dishes, condiment dishes, costrels, moneyboxes, “oitles, Jars
and dishes of various sorts) while bowls which do occur occasionally

in Surrey Ware groups in the later ¥idile Ages have pow become falirly




common. ©Some of these changes are linked togetherj for example
Surrey Wares have moved up=-market to use a modern term and are
producing the more expenslve types for the table and not the cooking
pote and pltchers for the kitchen,

There 1s certainly sn horizon in this period marked by the
appearance of hasren stoneware, Cistercian ware, and South Netherlands
Yaiolica which seem to occur in all groups of this period which are
of any sizes. Thic horizon occurs in Treach 1 ot L10 where all three
of these occur for the first time. The problem is in dsfining what

sdiately before cspeclally since the sandy Surrey Wares in
1 and 2 have been shown to be probebly cumulative. DBut already
there are certain cecurrences of red ware pltchers and wall
iishes and possibly of unglazed cauldron type cooking pots.
The L6=4 grcup in Trench 2 which is thought to be contemporary
with L12, alsn hag pitchers, flanged bowls and probably unglazed
and brown glazed cauldion type cooking pots. Thus 1t does seem
1ikely that red ware pitchers =2nd couldron type cooking pots (unglazed
and oerasionally brosn lazed), wall sided dishes snd flanged bowls
begin before that horizom Tlirre is some evidenca too that cooking
nots may go out orf use in °cm: contexts while Surrey Wares are still
dominsnt (i.e. in the mid 15tu century) evidenced by Group 1Vh st
159 Borough High Street (Turner 1y71) where cooking poets do not ocour
(though a veviunt of ceuld-on type cocking pote degoccur in this
particular group) though therec is some ev.dence that the flanged Lowls
wers uged for cooking sinc: a number ~eve areas of snoke blackening
on theome A similer disuse of cucking pots has bzan noted in the

kast #idlands at this period too (Moorhcuse 1974)« However, cooking

1
pOts #ere being made at Chear I and Farnborough Hill kilrs (thouon

at the latter site often with strap handles) wHch balong to thi
period too and later still at Fareplein in Kent so there may be

regional Alfferences. Surrey White Wares alse occur, on occasions,




in these groups (L12 here, Farnborough Mill) but is often sbsent
(in T.2 LG=3 group only one example possibly contaminant, none in
199 Borough Eigh Street group 1Vb).

for the first time in L10O are also Oreen @Glazed
Cauldreon Type Cooking Pots, possibly red were pipkins, everted rim
bowls and a 1id., Though 'Unglazed' Cauldron Type Cooking Pot's are

coamoner in L10, the green glazed vsriety becomes commoner

' after it. T important inrovation in LS is the appearance of Guy's
re in which hafing dish, 11 sided dish and probabiy Jugs an
pip;l:h occur and which certsinly do in the next layer (6) along

ith flanged bowls. In the red wares, there sppear jugs (with frilled
bascs) ,vertical m bowls (only to disappesr again), flanged bowls and

flar ] dishese Changes continue in the rest of the seguence but

layers C and 5 have too few sherds in them to be good evidence and

7 seem very similer., osverted rim bowls die out after L6
(in which only, one example occure), while flanged bowls increase
slowly in L6 and 7 but dramatically in L3/4 (where 1L occur comparead

h 3, 3 and 1 in Layers 7, 6 and 9 respectively). Flanged dishes

w i+
hibw - P - | g i =

remain fairly constant. Though always rare, pipkins become commoner.

particularly in L%3/4 (counting only handles, their distri-

bution i= 1, 1, 1 and & in 19,6, 7and 3/4 respectively). L6 alro

se the first dripping pans beth flenged and unflanged and also

ps in Cisztercian VWare, These latter items

s vatering esns and Type 4 cup t
Hﬂ are 80 rare, however, that their absence from esrlier lsyers may not
;r be significant and the same spplies to the frying pan which first
@ ppears in LZ/4 but the flanged chafing dishes and sgrafitto decoration
which occurs there too, may be more significant (see above p.!"."ifor
L 4 other differenes in L3/4).

There is some ovidence that méany of theselnngvations did not




last vary long though this is difficult to prove because of the
dearth of late 16th and early 17th century groups. The increase in
the popularity of pipkine vis a vis cauldron type cooking pots
cartainly continues and the pipkin becomes the standard 17th century
cooking pot. At somec point the cauldron type cooking pot disappears
but when precisely this happens is not known. At Southampton twelve
cauldron type cooking nots were published with a 16th century date
(Platt et £1.1y75) and only twe with a 17th century date (Ibid. Nos.756
nd 759) both from the same pit whose upper rill (from whence they
umably came) ls dated rather earlier elsewhere (Ibid.p.206-late
16th = early 17th century)e This would certainly sugcest (if the
selection of published materisl is representative) that cauldron

type cooking pots were rare, 1if not unknown, in 17th century Southampton

nd the same may apply to London though it has been sugrested that
they survive till the late 17th century (Merrifield ;c:s.rcmm.). It

scems more likely, howcver, that in the 17th century their place was
taken by Domestic Vussels which may be a development from them (losing

o 3 \ o N 3
the feet and one¢ handle) 2nd by the pipkin both of which are common

typess Drippdng pans are slso far commoner in the 16th century than
later. For cxample at Southampton therc are 8 or § published from
the 16t! tury (Platt et 2l.1975 pagein) but conly one 17th century
mple and thet of a rather Jifferent form, while from Sewardstone
itreet, VWigltham Abbey (Yugr-ins 1965 passim) twe or possibly three are
published, 211 of which nr: 16th century or earlier (but for 17tb
sentury drip ing pans in Essez (un{'nged) see Newton 1958 and

Blake et.al. 1961)s The smme may also apply to frying ponse Thie 1is

not to say that these vessel types never occur except in the 16th century

ut they are certainly far commoncr then than at any other time,

™

Other changes have certainly taken place by the later 16th
century. The Surrey Ware potters seem to have extended their range

back to the kitchen and are making cooking utensils again in the




hape of pipkins. The 'Tudeor Green' types have also declined or

- v -

digappeared and the common cup form ic now the horizontal lcop
handled cup (Folling 1971 passim). It seems likely thet Cistercian
‘ar:s «re no longer imported in the second half of the 16th century

nd Yarjoram 1572 pe.81) and Reeren likewise in the later

-
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Thus the 'revolution' cun be seen guite clesrly to occur in

tages, even if one ignores the evidence of the less common types,

but instead of merely belng an episode chanring the mediaseval pottery
r ry into the post-med) 1 pott lustry, 11,

ly chaniing
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1. this the potiery industry is a mirror to its
¢e Iowever, thils ascceleration does ostart off with a peridd of very
0-1520 or even perhaps ¢!480-1500,
iain symptomatic of the period. However, the recovery of large
closely dateé groups of the mil 15th ceniury may show that some of

these changee do start earller, particulsrly the introduction of the

FOREIGR
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scussed

The guestion of how —~uch _hke changes which have becen
bove were due to the influcnce of forelgn pot‘ers has been auch
us ed by archaeclogriste in recenl years though 1ittle has appecred
out it. Basically, crlaims have been made thet the changes
occur bhecause of strong influcnce from the pottery industriec of the
Netherlands and Northern France, so strony in some people's eyes as
te laply act.al movement of potters.

As has been stated above, in the Mldile Ages the pottery industry
in Zrgland waa lergely concerned with producing Jugs and cooking pots.
In this 1¢ was the western end of a continuum which stretched across
the North Sea to the Netherlends and Rhineland, The cooking pot types

of Forthern France seem to be lalgely unknown though a few are known




from Rouen Barton 1965) and Pilcardy (Barton 1974) which could be
regarded as belonging to this classof globular cooking pots. However,
vher<=as in “ngland globular cooking pots lasted, at least in some
parts, to beyond thes end of “he Middle Ages, in the Netherlands and
ineland kogelpots and kXoyeltopfEnde not. At Aardenburg they
'iseppear in the midile of the 1l4th century (Trimpe-Burger 1964 B22)
and are replaced by cauldron type cooking pots (grape - ibid.DS) and
the changcover seems to occur #t the same time in the Upper Meuse

'alley (Andenne in Period 111b - Dorremans and Werginelrel966). In

tl n ! reas, however, ldron type cocking pots appear
airlisr, €120 t Siegburg (Beckmann 1974 types 18-20) and in the

12th centur’ i Limburg (Bruijn 1964 Feriod 1). They do occur

in Plecardy \ on 1974 ¥e.28) bdbut not apparently further south.

Other elements discussed in the last seetion can also be
jeLected in the late middle ages in the Netherlands. Dripping pans
gbrnauslade) occur commonly in 14th century contexts at Aardenburg
(Mdmpe-Burger 1964 C4) and frying pans (braadpan) in the late 13th
century as well (Ibid B2S). In this the English pottery seems to
be conservative especially since prape wer: aprarently being imported

early as the esrly 1l4th century (Moorhouse 1572a No.23). However,
many of the torms concerned in the Poet=Medlaeval Revolution were
made occesionally in Zngland in the Middle Ages. Zor example at
laverstock (Musiy ct al. 1962), which sppears to be 13th century in
te, flangeZ bowls (including some with vertical loop handles on
the rim like No.107 here), possible dripping pans (No.59), cauldron
type cooking pots (No.48), pipkins (No.46), frying pans (o.49) end
roney boxes all oeccur, though they would appear to be fairly uncommon.

Thus ther: can be 1little doubt that these forms were known to
ingllish potters in the lete Middie Ages but they chose not to make
them, at least on a large scale, till the last twvo decades of the
15th century. This does not apply, however, to pltchers and flanged

vowls whose large acale production starts carlier and for which




Two possible causeés
immigration of potters
orts forcing
survive, The former
There is no deocumentsry evidence for
14808 when indeed thz Low Countriecs
ir prospority (emigrZtion and prosperity
;n, hovever, go together, us in 13th century ©Britain)e.
However, it can also be excludec un intrinsic grounds for the

similar *¢ ! » in the Yetherlands, are

new pottery types, though
have rouna bottoms but all

re1 48
£lis

he For example, Duteh Grape

-

cocking pots from v's (with perhsps one exception
& } S o P X P

ally English sagging bass

is more difficult to prove or disprove. Theoretlcally

sorts of evidence. Firstly,it should be possible

assive ir yorts which were then copied and
copying taking place.

the early 17th

of Chinese porecelain sre generally agreed to have

»ed the changeover amongst maiolica potters to delftware.

not rank lar.;e in the srchaeological record in

rge amount of paterial
are only smell sherds from two porcelain
hirteen years excavations in Southsmpton apparently

r than the 18th century (Platt et al 1975

alriisci

second point is that meiolica type decoration continued
E JP

produced for olxty y side by silde with the new delftwares.

Mowever, it should be remembered that this change inveolved no

by the potter nor did it require any change 1in

technicel inovation




arrangements, merely a change in negsthetic fashion,

the late 15th century there is one certaln import vhich occurs

in the archaeological record, Raeren stonewsre mugs. So
uoiguitous are these that thelr sbsence has been used as an indica-
tion of date (Moorhouse 15722 pe24)e hai are coples of them do
ceccur in red wares (in Trench 1 two examples and three at Biddenden)

in Cistercian Ware (Vayes et al 1566) =nd in Surrey White Ware (base

fragment from Trench 1 - this however is more likely to be copying

- —
h' iegburg)e. But nowhere are they common snd they have no lasting
7 f: et on the Inglish pottery industry. This would seem to make it
= ] likely *that th ompar-tively few imports of Duteh red warcs
hould ] ach ramatic effects Likewlse t} comnon occurrence
of Soutl therlan Malglica, if usually in smell quantities, does

tha 171¢] ntury, the documentary evidence for late 16th centu
3 ion nct yet being matched ‘chaceologically.
It could therefore be that these changes should be regarded as
imilar respor to milaz timuli but that tl stimull canme
rathe later iz nsland than in Nortl rope. Tt is perhaps
( :n forgotten that pottery is, on th hole, not produced st
! hi the potter but in respon the needs of societ] é
these necds crange, so will the pottery. ‘fscertaining what the
hang=2s ar hicl ight lie behir the 41 rnible chenges in the
- £ . T &8&\
. ol ” N 5. W L R Y. e /
- of t} "eatures of the esuldron type cool g pots, besides
he g« 1l form, sug ts direct copying from metel prototypes. The
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period of Dutch imports of this type of vessel occurs alter, not

before, these changes have taken place., This might be weakly
evidenced in F5 where no certain Dutch imports of this type
ocour., However, it can be more clearly seen 1n the group from
Wharf (Sheldon, 1974 ) which ig domin-
her cooking pots (as demonstrated
be contemporary with or later
afitto, Colorne stoneware and
ston produced two possible round
xts of 1531/2 (Dawson 1573 fig.15
residual, of course, ss much in
though both are associated with Raeren
hell 1532 pit group, there are
Duteh imports, a round based cauldron
er of dishes with sgraffito decoration
of which only one possible example occurs at
use of sgraffito was a borrowing
e -time (thus 1t occurs in
Beauvais spgraffito also appears at the
could equally te from there. Or is it
of all three cs part of a continuum
imilar, hut never identical, resultst
closer identities. If this
of Dutch imports does take place in the decades around
the earlier changes which have been discussed ebove would
the market to accept them where before, in the later
ges, there might have been consumer resistance %o them.
The evidence for French influcnce is even slighter and comprisea

mainly the lobed ecuwp, which is said to have & long a1cestry in the




South West. But these had been imported to England for half a
century or more and had already btesn copied in local fabries (at
Cowick in a red ware, here (T2) and at Kennington (Dawson 1973
fige. 14 No. 28) in sandy Surrey Wares) ané was already available to
English potters. The pedestal ocup is a variant of the lobed cup
but the generic type (but without handles) occurs widely in stonoware
in the late Middle Ages (Siegburg. Beckmann 1974 fig. 19 No. 164,
Limburg Bruijn 1964 fig. 105 top right and Beauvais, Chapeloi pers. comm).
No otiher forms have Leen claimed as French though the chaageover
to untempered fabrics has been seen as another sign of French influence
since Beauvais fabrics are untempered as are the finer Saintonge,
But this is such a common technical improvement that stronger evidence
than this would be needed for a Prench connection and there are other
untempered fabrics in England at this period (e.g. Cistercian Ware).
The connections, therefore, between France and the changes in Surrey Ware
are slight and the influence of Beauvais se®ems tc be non-existent.

Thus foreign influence is unprovenp even if the case seems
fairly strong with regard to the Dutch, it s hard to discern how this

influence operated but certainly nct through a migration of potters.

ORIGINS OF MATERIAL - KITCHEN OF LARGE ESTAELISHMENT

This section is not meant to be another discussion of kiln
sources, but rather to investigate whence the material came to
be where it was found and how it came to he there. Thies is necessarily
very speculative but it is an important point which is often over-
looked and can influence the interpretation of the significance of
the groupe.

Here the late 15th-early 16th century material in Trench 1
clearly comes from a domestic context. Both basic elements of
domestic arrangements arc 13presentedj the food oreparation part by

the oo king pots, frying pam, drip pan and probably the pitchers and

some bowls and dishesj the food consumption part by the fine




surrey Jjugs, the cups and the chafing dishes, Only the possible
ilvtdlling apparatus would urgue syainst complete domestiicity but
ambiguous. n a strong conneztion

them and monastic houscs with implications of use in slcheny.

=3

the sites mentioned by Yoorhouse (1972b) are monastie or

slx are In sites and of the nine others, seven are
are- the bulk of the material,
activity. 2ut thc odd finds from
illing wea carried out in lomestic
8141975 No.749 from Cuckoo lane, which would
leh g
rhousec 1372b) and this
e (but see below pe 259).
for this materiaol is
wag plled, implying
objcetions to this,
holder' should have tolers

o ; v 3 1

in the second
14th or early

— ¢ \
awson 1970 pell)e

saon, are the y2llow gla

8 becasuse they sre the commonest tyve (10 frag




because they show little sign of wear (except perhaps the example
with the glasze missing though this may be a fault ia manufacture)

and because there is evidence for their manufacture at this period

in the Cheam 11 kiln (Morris, pers. comm.,) The green glazed onea

%00 show no eign of wear and may be contemporary, bui the others may
be diserloured by wear. A later date fur plain glazed floor tiles
would be suggested by Kennington (Dawson 1973 p. 173-4) where there
were only itwo compared with six patterned tiles which could be attri-
buted to the 1350's building crerations there, compared with the 18
pluin and only two patterned here. 1t is therefore significant that
the plain glazed tiles are distinetly thiuker than the pattarmed ones,
which fall within the thickness range of the Kennington erxamples,
(both plain and patterned). Another tile which could derive from the
P6 building is the tinglaze tile tor, if that is South Neinerlands
maiolizsa it must date from after cld75 and parallecls at Herckenrode
(¢1530) Whitehall (c1532), and the Vyne (1518-27) suggest probably
before 1530. The concentration of plain tiles in L10 (6 out of

16, and some or all of the others may be derivative from 110) may
imply that they were thrown away during the laying operation since

L10 immediately succeeds L1l which has been sttributed to ine building
oper. themselves. The two patterned ores, and perhaps one or

two ot the plain glazed ones, muet be residual and should %e assocliated
with the Sandy Surrey Wares which it Las been suggested above acour—
ulated in the 14th and 15th nentury ancd presumibly derive from a

floor of the late 14th century destroyed in the late 15th century

flood.

This leaves the problem of the unhygienic/unnleasant dump near
is
living quarters. The prohlem here is that there/only a fragment

of one wall and it is not known how this relates to the whole. It

may be that it is a courtyard all or the wall of a serviece room in




c¢ such conditions would be more toleruable, It secms there-
likely that the material which e be dated to ¢luf0=1530
Jjoes Jorive ffom the bullding or ceonmplex of ouildings

it Information this materisl throws on

circumstances

to complete
g out of « household of
lorge quantities of bones and shells
far, far larger than any houschold
time, Quantitics do, however,
problem bu 11s scems a e of this period in London
£lthough groups ot 12 earl) id 15th century and of the
fairly short period between
in London besides this on¢
it, Baynards Castle robbing of
ing V111 £i11, Foyle »)ad group
e (relative)
jusntities but here, at least,
this but might

However, there may be a similar

ed years later, in the last decades of the

southwark (199 Borough Figh Strect and

large groups from this period) ané it may

sposal, whatever that mig awve been. Certainly
occur in Southwark = e gardens or yards

Ada

~

orr¢ taken up completely with rubbish pits as happens in Oxford




(Fassell 1371 fig.3) or Southampton (Platt et al.1975 paessim), which
presupposes some other form of rubbish disposal was the norm from
which pit dig ing or disposal near to occupled premisces was a devia=-
tion.
The preponderance of kitchen type vessels amongst the pottery
the material was derived frcem the kitchen of
Tnus most of the pottery is 2ither cooking pots
which might be expected in the kitchen rather
the 'dining room's Fowever, although the amount o fins table
seems enough of it to sugzest that the rubbish

house, especilally as some of the imports

2ast compared with other pottery - see

rived from the prepsration as opposed to
Likewise the equslity between the upper and
ells agein implies the consumption as well as the
(Dawson 1973 p.105). The differing proportions
wares may therefore relcte to the servant-master
1lishment which sug ts one of come praetension.
T2 must have been
thi¢ origins of these
wviience has a2lse been adduced
cumulative, and the scma
i for the Roman material. For ecxample, the material

ir T2 rances in date from late lst century (horizontally

[

flanged bowl like Gillam 291 or 203) and early 2nd century (D18/31)

to fourth century types (rouletted beskers like Cillem 56) or even
1ster (everted rolled over riss peralleled at Appian Roud (Sheldoa
1972 fige.ll Nos.15, 20, 21, etc.) in 2 late 4th oy early 5th century

This 1s onl; ¢ expected if the materiel has been

context).

eroded by the river from tie settlement arca, The 0dd point is that

the materisl from trench 2 is on the widole late .omen (apart from
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it showe much
aterial, The water
i ! been deposited

prolonged

area not settled

th terial,
blishment which

strueture

demonstrates
iles which
throughout thin red roofing
pegholes, the normal t; in South Bast Englande, The
floors are in.olv one of plain
ecorat2d maiolica
(see above

the structure,

room(s) (kitchen, butt:
g€ quarters. This suggests

stablishment the presence of malolica

hexagonal tiles indicates intrinsically since these are otherwlse

known only fro: abbey in the Netherlands (Ferckenrode), ~oyal

palsces (Whitehall and Greenwich (Dixon pers.comm.)) and a g‘ecat

hous¢c (The Vyne, Reckham 1926) =11 indicative of great wealth, Other
imports may also be indicative of wealth. For instsnce there are

or six vessels in South Metherlands maiolice whereas from thre

ars excsvations 2t Southampton (Plﬁtt et a1l 1975 Nos.1156=8
and 1173=5) only six vesgsels of South Netherlands maiolica are

published (plue No.1216 of a little later date - though there are some




hich ere net published (Ibid. p.129, 185 and 311) this hardly cheanges
the pileture radically), Sin maioclica is fine ware and an importg,
ne must agsume that it xpensive, relative to cther pottery
(though not, of course, cegsnrlily nbsolutely) though single vessels
10 occur on sites of 1 gsoclal status (cee Crossley and Ashurst 1968
pe28)s Likewise C:21 yud otherwise oceur t Whitehell lace and
leshy Castle w! gain implies high social status cven though it N
knewn as "poor man's lustre'.
It 18 possible, erefore, that t? itablishment in question
beleon to of the nobility. It would not be the only
xample of the nobility bullding hc in Southwark at this period
for the ong (latez i 1k) built house in Borough
Pigh Strect in th: last deoades o the 15th century. !owever, if
this r o, it ms 1ik:ly tl the name of the owner would be
nown. T! . rar of imports might suggeet widespread connections
in Atlsntic ‘ope which may indicative of trade. A more direct
i of idence i the establishment being that of merchant 1s
I l1ead bal 1o ale TI » were used to tie round the neck.
of cks, aally sald ic of cloth, and impress ¥ith the royal
t of aprn nd insignia by the Customs (the evidence for all except
t cloth is intrinsic to t} 1s)e It therefore seems more reasonsbls
hat the esteblishment is that of merchant, perhaps involved in the
ocl tradees The figural Jug could be taken as symbolic of thie sociszl
1asses The costume displayed by it is fairly grand but is not that
of 2 noblevoman since it lacks Jewelry round the neck nd purses at
the iste This is not to sugi,cst that it was meant to represent
particular individual, though, since thles jug is slmost unigue,
it 15t be bespoke pot and 1t 1s therefore possibly meodelled on a

&

2I'SOTle
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ilowever, documentary evidence shows that in the late 16th century
5t Thomas' Hospital owned the whole of St Thomas' Parish im hich
*oth trenches are situat=sd and there can be little doubt that this
owhersulp stemmed from the o1lginal “oundation of the separate
hospitel in 1215. Altiough in the 16th century the area was leased
out in small plotes, there ic no evidence for inis happening before
e153%6 except for one plot near Borough High Gtrect (this may, however,
be due to gaps in the records) and it can be shown (Lawson 'Lstates
of 5t Thomas' lospital in Southwark' unputlished) that little to
the west of Trench 1 (spproximately below the courtyard and west wing
of suy's Houspital) lay the commwoal domestic apartments of the laster
and Orethren of the llospital from at least 1388, It is possible tuat
these buildin,a stretched far enou;h east to include F6 in T1 and if
80 the material in T1 weould have come from them. Tke communal
buildings would no longer be necessary after the dissolution o1 the
Hospital a3 a monuscic establishment in 1540 but documentery evideiice
shows thac¢ rooms within the cnuplex were being lz:used out frox at
least 1537 (GeioCe Rzcord Office HI/EY/E /81/3) and it may be that

in its last yvars (after 15787) its comrunal life ceased to exist
(Parsons 1932 pell5=7)s This would fit well with the terminal uate
for F5 in T1 (essuming that the dump hus not been significantly
truncated).The gquantity of glass in the L3/4 grour may suggest s
building jn decline. The assuciat on of distilling erpparetus with
monastic or collegiate establishmente has already bren noted (above
pe' ‘Y)e The ditches which gpecur in both trencies are clearly not
boundary ditches (since Lhey do not tally with the bouniaries of the
plots which can be plotted in the 17tr century) unless they demarcate
fields into which the area was porhaps divided in the middle ages,

It should be stressed, however, thest all the imported pottery,

—— am +ha g a ¥ oy g PR3 7 ' —— . % t -
xceptl for the Rreren sioneware mugs, i juantitatively insignificant

»




and it could bdbe that their number 1is merely a function of the large
of the group (the absence of quantitative data from other sites

makes this difficult to judge). Certainly the ratfo of loecsl to

imports in lower than at Southempton (Platt et al. 1975 Vel 2

but this is probably a general difference between the twe citles,

for y  loecally produced p ery has slways dominated the

hile enjoying tLhe use o nports (nearly all fine

r in the living qusa rs), the basic domestin
almost totia
juantities of
scercity of metal objects apart from nails implies
rather a lock of it. Pottery is certainly a cheap
t in sites of higxh social status in
attributed to the ure of netal vessels
iocs not seem very different from the
this consideration, even if true for
be operative aofter it. Nevertheless the
iecta other than nails 1s very small. Two
contribute to this is the greater durability of
nd the greater durability of pottery
mewer lies really in relativities but compsrison
s ususlly impossible because of a lack of quantita=-
remsin a subjective evalustion aince 1t 1s
a suitsblie numcrieal index for comparing gquantities
of pottery =and metal work. PMowever, compared with Kennington Palace
(Dawson 1973) there would seem to be Bany fewer metal objects in
reletion to the quantity of pottery and perticularly a complete lack

of any objects of dress (perticularly buckles = the one wvhich occurs

later pit). Th may, however b« r:c::nr‘.r:ta?4 with the origin

-

materisl, F f they are indeed derived largely from the

xith the kitchen group from Kennington

group of pottery




on the site but contained no metalwork. However, evidence that it

belongs to a grade of wealth below Kennington is provided by the

complete absence of lead which might come from roofs or window leading

(of Dawson 1973 p. 144-6 and Rahtz 1969 p.85) which, if it had Leen

present in the building would have occurred with the building material

and, as metal, would have been collected. It is also distinguished

from Kennington and Writtle by the absence of any jettons. These

are usually regarded as casting counters for arithmetical calculations

using the exchequer board (Barnard 1916 and Berry 1974). If this is

indeed a monastic establishment (the hospital being run by Augustinian

canons) calculations would be an aspect of its life (because of the

management of its estates), This would, perhaps, support the contention

that jettons are really currency (Dawson 1973 p. 117) which would not

be expected to bulk large in a monastic establishment. But it

could also be explained if the material is derived largely from 1

kitchen (though at Writtle the kitchen produced 6 jettons and two coins).
The food prepared in this hypothetical kitchen is evidenced by

the mollusca and bone material recovered. The important feature of

the mollusca is the wider range of shell fish being exploited here

than at Kennington. At Kennington nearly 968 of the mollusca were

oyster whereas here the proportion is only 62% (P5) and 6T% (F10).

Since these two deposits (i.e. from Guy's) are of much the same date,

the decline in the significance of qysters in the consumption of sea

food may well be a more gemeral phenomenon in Southwark, though the

replacements ocour in rather different proportions in the two groups.

In P5 cockles are the predominant replacement (21f) with a substantial

nunber of mussels (10f) and almost no whelks (6.2%) while in F10 mussels

are the main secondary shell fish eaten (18%) followed by whelks (10%)

and with vePyTOWe58kies (4.7%). Without more sites to compars this

with, it is impossible to say whether these differences have a wider

significance or are merely the result of personal preference. However,




g declis in importance of the oyster 1s rignlifieca c .
uth Londor % 3 t, all rlie~ sites display this total oyster
rence (Xennington Pel (1360-1521) Lendon Bridge 69 (Area K
¢50=80, and 2 number of pit groups of 1y °nd ccntury) and Toppings
harf (Sheldon 574 pelll-ceorly 2nd c y)e TYovwever, the number
of 14 - : T 1"[, ...-, 4 ]-1.; | 3 yey o riod i 1 ¥ "o
- +%¥ 1 149 A 7 ~ r""' tan l‘r-{-'i “4‘\1- " -y 4 y AMmIIT |: t
h. < . - & «-1" « 258 nd Peven ‘.J,.' yull ¥ ..l/F; .-/ . 'h 2
I'e Cf I oI ' ori)e However, in Trench 8 st Montague Close,

: bet 1294, k1 re certainily sbsent (apart from a natural and
y short 11 kle bed; ) on 14$76b).
It geested that the oysters fow ¢ Yennington Pal
from heavily fished, or even overfished, bed an explanation
of thel: 11 size (Dawson 1973 De273). size distribution of
! sample from F5 is very close to that of Kennington, but this
imilarity is probsbly misleading becau the Kennington sample has
larger proportion of 1l (63%) than F5 (56%). Lowers are, on
r , about 5 ider thar rs, s0 that if cllowance was
" ¥ . &) 8, t} nrinston 1 oul --.,.r'l 'h'\.. * a little
ller than the F5 sample. The mple from F10 in T2, however, 1s
' ! 5 mu ller, on average, than the F5 mple and tl cannot
xplained in t s waye Thie then is cervainly smaller than the
L]

between the group (fo exumple the differing importance of wh=alk

nd cockles) to sug est thet the differences are real as does the

"act that the smaller average size l1ies to both uppers and lowers
same degree, The lNenningtorn samepl: has & wider dste range

two samples here though overlapping it (i.e. ¢1369/70=1531).




‘ ifference, since this is so small, but it might indicate that those
. rom F10 are rived from a poorer bed (more overfished or less
| voursab] (0 oyster .rowth) which must mean that they were, on the
hols, cheaper a1 that they derive, &s food refuse, frcm lower down
‘ 1l (or 11th) scale then F5 The grester importance of
mussels in F10 would point in the same way since they are the common=-
t molluse snd tt lest to collex : 111 therefore nc.omally be
+ ¥ . o _l.
ince tl viden loes point to the small size of oysters in
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he late mediaceval peried wilch mgybe due to ovarfishing of oyster beds,
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this would lead pr amadbly te er in the numbers, or at least
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juanlity, ila%le and to concomitant iner in price. is might
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goekles (nlu nothcor inter in it which contained only hundreds
f unopéan ockles)e Period 111 is believed to date from ¢l425 to
. 1521 and on: of tl sits dates after 1463 on coin evidences For uvuly
ne period 11 pit is any irfci tion available and thet contained only
r ~ \
pysters though whelks 414 cccur in o period 1 pit (Rhatz 19635).
& —
Unfortunately no quantitative information is available,
Tt nvironment of bed or beds from which the oYysters in
5 were derived would s<em to be very similsr tc that of those from
5 - - - f neo
> Kennington. e revalence of boring parasil s is imilar (25% and




xactly the same (80X to 20%). The Bryozoa presgent,
recticulum and Amphiblestrum fleminglil are generally associa-
iters of low or variable salinity such as estusries though
Conopeum reticulum was also

another shell had

Howeverpr ’

flemingil.
nerally only
than ususl being
‘n 5 and at
of the sample
than 4% of

shells while

re inside them
sscls both of which

d right shells and is further

comparison of their size distributlion

¥Yontague Close (Dawson 1976b) which

by

e 1O mm
ty oi shell fish aten at

the variety of other animals

n F5 compared




but generally they are domesticated species (or probably so in the
case of ferret and Grey Lag Goose and perhaps Mute Swan and Mallard).
The only food eaten at Guy's certainly "hunted" is the fish (Cod and
Plaice), the Crane and Teal and the orab or lobster. This reductionm,
particularly in birds, is not a function of the deposit's date since
two contemporary groups at Baynard's Castle contained no less than
46 and 47 different species of bird (Bramwell 1975). Baynard's Castle
was at this period royal, and Kennington wae semi-royal. Writtle, which
also produced a wide range of birds and also deer bones in Period 111
(1425-1521), was in this period held by noble famrllies, the Bohun and
Buckingham's. This again indicates that the occupier of the
estabiishment, while rioch was not of the highest social rank and
presumably did not enjoy the pleasures of the chase. In this respect
the presence of a ferret skull is interesting. The ferret is the
domesticated version of the polecat, though domestication has produced
changes which make it possible to distinguish the two. However, many
ferrets have escaped and become feral and interbred with wild polecat
populations. It seems unlikely that this one was wild since polecats,
and presumably wild ferrets too, live in or 1ear #oodland and it is
highly unlikely that there was any woodland nearby in the fifteenth or
sixteenth centuries, If it was tame, it would most likely be kept for
hunting which rather contradicts what has just been said, It may
therefores have been kept as a sort of pet or perhaps as a rodent contirel,
alongside the cat.

That he was not poor is shown by the fact that the number of
ox and sheep/goat bones are more or less the same (taxing the large
ones as ox and the small ones as Bhaep/goat) whereas at Kennington
the sheep/goat bones were about three times as numerous. Pig, as usual,
is a poor third. Another variation from the Kennington pattern is

that more of the sheep bones are immature (13 of those which can be

of 36 compared to 1 out of T6 in P63 ot Kenningtem), thougk

need be under 14/2 years and only 1 less than 3/U months,
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ration of
(presumably with a knife) and the removal of the

upper part ol the humerus from the leg.

a ffl’,:;":._'}/-'c"t

icated by the
L3 compared to 16
o indicate that the modern
two when cutting it up was becoming

thus may. relate to°

ry aszemblage which have bee
to changes in cooking methods.
slready been stressed that the cauldron type cooking pots are
coples of tal ecsuldrons. letsl ones are often regarded =2s mediescval
(Lonéon Museum 1354 3.267) though the evidence for this 1s not stated.

¢ only published examples from Southempton (Platt et al, 1975 No.1782

and 1786) are both probably 16tk century. It may be therefore thet




val cauldrons (sse also Yarshall 15503 none of the

ishes are dated though there is one in the Ashmoiean Museum
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t ned] al cor 1y a
k fo tranaf red ¢ he+] O latesg tual Nneumpe
-a_. " T ol n v v r s 14 -— 1~ 1
3 I X
+ ‘u" -+ . by ":‘Ltj 3 ;| ( Yat+h . v 1’—’\?.
to ! n 1 i at y's by ¢ t < 1,
inly hy t} ren mug 1lsc by ¢ ich rarer Surrey Thite r
nd Cistercian Ware cupe 1 ver it does seem likely that in ti
1ddls 4 J al 3 3 rinking ac2]1 but at the same
t el for lijuids. It y be that the change
thich takes place at this period is that thesc functions are iplit,
the storage function being performed by the pltchers and th irinking

netion by the R2seren mugse In Surrey Wares, the drinking function is

ba2licved to 1 parformed by the cups which wo 14 sugcest that the
jurs perform the storasge function (I find it follom
reen (1970 p.7) i lieving that th g irinking

k th rovision of a 11p) were it not that they are rather

11¢r *han the red ware pitchers (some pitchers were made in Sandy
urrey Wares ef. Yershall 1934 but ere rare) and seem to be too fine
to> be confined to the kitchen (especially No.lh with its decoration)
plies to the Guy's Ware Jugse These are rare compared
#ith pitchers (4 to 22 counting handles). They perhaps perform the
function that jugs on the table perform today, of providing a small
store from which the cups could be replenished. Th imilarity in
numbers between Jjugs =nd cups (4 to 5) certainly sugrests that they
ire asacciated.

Since Raeren mugs are so common, they must be the run of the

mill drinking vessel of this period while the Surrey White Ware and
Cisterciah Ware cups are much rarer, and are also much finer (delicate?

and so are perhaeps to be regarded as the Sunday best, 1f inde~d they =

are for drinking out of. Counting the number of handles, since each
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the initia) framework and requiring an attention to detail which seems to

come hard tc archaeologists. An attempt has also been made to interpret

these finds as the product of economic, social and technological

conditions at a particular time and place, both in their 'production’

and use., This is a field in which surprisingly little has been

attempted before, which makes it all the more diffioult. The important

point about this type of interpretation apart from the fact that it is, and

is likely to remain, somewhat speculative, is that it requires large

samples. Not only does this mean large samples from a partiocular

site but also large numbers of sites. Repetition of a particular mttern

may appear unexciting, and even be regarded as not adding to knowledge,

but it is absolutely essential, if this type of study is tc be placed on

a sure footing. It is lucky that there are, for the period with which we

are priocipally concerned at Guy's, a fair number of comparable groups,

many of which are guite large. JBut even so, few are published and all

are defsctive in that selectivity clearly entered into the collecting

policy and the prineiples behind this «:e usually unknowmn. I must

confess to erring in %his way myself at Guy's since building material

was only haphazardly collected, perhaps the worst way there is, and the

faunal material was recovered in arbitrary gamples which were far too small.
In the prosent Rescue Situation, these concepts may be

felt to be daunting, even impossible. Yet without them artifact studies,

and with them archaeology as a wholr, will stagnate and even fossilize.
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