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Abstract

The objective of this thesis is to place the pottery used by people in 17" and 18" century
Worcester into context, flowing from a desire to see the archaeological study of pottery
placed within the wider study of material culture. It develops a model for doing so by
addressing both a corpus of pottery drawn from a number of sites in the city and a sample
of probate inventories covering the century 1650-1750. This century is of interest in local
ceramic studies because it is transitional between a period in which the prime provider of
pottery for the whole region was the Malvern industry, and the later period of industrial
scale manufacture and distribution in Staffordshire. The thesis begins by reviewing
possible theoretical approaches to the study of pottery and adopting a standpoint based
on a phenomenological view of material culture as embodied experience, as opposed to
the idealist representation of meaning. Since an implication of this standpoint is that the
experience of past people encompassed more than the use and possession of pots, the
subsequent Chapter explores the physical development of Worcester over the century
under review. The next section then embarks on the consideration of 11 groups of pottery
drawn from six sites in the city. Each group is considered and interpreted in turn, in its
archaeological context, before the resulting data is combined to form images of the
ceramic Gepertoiredfor each of three Stages covering the century. A product of this
process is the draft of a Type Series for later early modern pottery in Worcester. A
sample of probate inventories taken at ten year intervals is then considered, and images
of household material culture developed for three similar temporal Stages. Finally
information from both the archaeological study and the analysis of inventories is
combined imaginativelyin6 wal ki ng t hroughd three houses, 0N e

experience, at least vicariously, the place of pottery in each.

The model thus endeavours to establish for a particular locality both the nature of the
ceramic repertoire for the period under revi ew, using a devel opme
archaeological methodology, and the position within particular households which it
appears to have occupied. This approach combines the archaeological study of pottery,
often pursued in isolation, with the detailed consideration of related historical data, in a

way which illuminates both and can be further refined and applied elsewhere.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

This study is an exercise in contextual archaeology. It starts from a simple fascination
with material objects and their apparent ability to connect with past people. Objects like
pots were handled and used by people in the past in the course of their everyday lives, so
that they appear to offer the chance of being able to say something about those everyday
|l i ves, t he | ocati ons i n whi ch t hey wer e i

unacknowledged and unspoken material environment.

Context applies in two senses. First, there is an attempt to construct a model for placing

pottery, a commonplace subject of archaeological enquiry, in its context within a specific

historical and topographical setting, in this case houses in the city of Worcester in the 17"

and 18" centuries. But in the second place it uses that ¢
6pl acement 6 of the practice of archaeol ogy (i
pottery) within the overall context of history (that is, writing about the past). It is one

contention of this thesis that the relationship between these activities or ideas is

insufficiently conceptualised, that the archaeological treatment of pottery, as generally
practised, i s an 06 amat hlwayo dlearly iretated to its costengibteu c t 6
purpose of saying something meaningful about past people. The thesis begins in a rather

traditional way to look at a corpus of pottery from a particular place at a particular time, to

construct a type series of categories, to place the categories in some kind of chronological

framework, to allocate provenances, to describe, measure and weigh. But it attempts to

go further than this, to provide a context within which this rather small part of the material

culture of Worcester people had its place, within which it acquired meaning. So there is

also a survey of the contents of peoplebds hous
the same place at the same time, and an account of the local background against which

these people lived and died.

In this way it is hoped to break out of an overly incestuous way of looking at the study of
archaeological pottery as an end in itself, with essentially archaeological purposes, and to

place it in a wider material and historical context.

If pottery is to be put into context, a scheme or model is necessary for doing so. In a

period for which other kinds of information than archaeology is available, not only is it



desirable to bring that other information into play, it is a requirement. It would be absurd

toattempt an account of pottery in any Ohistorical
help to illuminate its surroundings, without using those records. In their essay on
6American Materi al Culture in Mind, Rood)u g h t al
begin by quoting from Maquet (1993): 6..it is essential to know v
people who make and use them. [A] reading of objects always has to be supplemented by

what people say and write about them. Objects can illuminate words; they cannot replace

them. 6 But even in the Ohistoricald context,
swathes of experience, both in terms of periods of time and of segments of society, which

are not illuminated by written sources. This observation constitutesther ai sonofdbéetr e
the archaeologi@alehsstudyi o6 Hpoiseti es and per.i
many aspects of the lives of past people which, even in very recent times, leave little

which can be recovered by looking at written records alone.

This is not to say that archaeology simply fills in the gaps in the story which history cannot

supply. It is an argument for the study of the past using all available means. As Yentsch

and Beaudry go on to say, O6..there is truth in
meaning is obtained when one can consult an informant using her words and deeds to
inform the analysi (@0010214) mletpent of ahk exercisk fs worsayd
something significant about material culture, not to give priority to any one way of doing

so. In the present case, the proposal is that probate inventories, as a prime means of

studying the material goods in early modern households, can stand for those words and

deeds, alongside the material remains recovered by archaeology. The process thus

becomes more than archaeology.lt is an attempt to use information produced by the

practice of archaeology to write history. The fact that for a huge segment of the past
(6prehistoryd) the practice of archaeology is
history) obscures this truism. But in the present case the method is nevertheless self-
consciously archaeological, to the extent that probate inventories are approached as

proxy archaeological contexts and treated as if they, like the contents of the finds tray,

were the arbitrary and incomplete survivals of a process of disposal, transformation and

recovery.

6Meaningéd has duly made its appearance in the
adheres to things like pots, or even as the objective of writing history. This is
characteristic of a great deal of theoretical discussion in archaeology, and it will be
necessary to address it in due course. But in the meantime the model can begin by
looking at the kinds of information supplied by the two sources, archaeological contexts

and probate inventories. They are to all appearances quite disparate. For example:
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Archaeological assemblage Inventory

1 Date range only Date specific

2 Anonymous Named owner
3 Origin uncertain Place specific

4 Physical presence Description only

5 Record of physical attributes | No physical record

6 Fragmentary/dispersed Complete (in description)

But the disparities are at least partly illusory. In the case of any pottery assemblage, only
a terminus post quem, and even then only an approximation, is possible, and the material,
except in very exceptional circumstances, will consist of products attributable to a range
of dates. In the case of an inventory, the date of its production is known; the objects
contained in it existed in association at a very specific time. However, again except in
very exceptional circumstances, the objects will be the result of accumulation over a
number of years, as long as or longer than the range of dates covered by the pottery
assemblage. In this sense it is comparable to the assemblage, and can be seen as a

proxy archaeological context, or series of contexts, as shown in Figure 1.

The location of the objects in the inventory is often very clear. In many cases the room in
the household is known, and the location of the house is at least pinpointed at the level of
the parish. The pottery assemblage is located, in a pit or well or some other
archaeological context, in a particular place. That place can be located in relation to
property boundaries or even a specific dwelling, excavated at the same time and
stratigraphically linked to the assemblage. This link is obvious enough in the case of
castles and palaces, and perhaps in rural settings, but in close-packed urban settings,
heavily disturbed by later intrusions, it becomes more tenuous and often breaks down
completely. It is quite possible that the assemblage derives from more than one
household. Much depends in this context on the detailed interpretation of the
assemblage, its state of completeness, the presence of residual material, and so on,
which might indicate something of its post-depositional history. However, in early modern
towns, without organised means of rubbish disposal, it is still more likely than not that the

elements of an assemblage came from the immediate vicinity.

The presence in the one case of concrete artefacts and in the other only of written
descriptions is an obvious disparity. In the first case material can be weighed and
measured, and described in as minute and scientific detail as desired. In the second only

a description, and that often ambiguous and sometimes very generalised, is available.



Pottery Groups
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Figure 1 - Groups and Inventories as contexts
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But the objects listed in the inventory can at least be categorised in a number of ways,
listed by material, function or value, depending on the detail included. The methods for
coming to grips with the information (6datad)
will be described in more detail in Chapters 3 and 6, but something needs to be said by

way of introduction to the overall approach being taken.

The ultimate objective is to arrive at an interpretive reconstruction of the material contents

of the households which contained the pottery whose broken remains are the business of

archaeology, a reconstruction which involves an account of that pottery. Viewed from one

angle, the object of the project is to ofill [
inventory, which is usually empty and always sparse, using archaeological evidence.

From another, the object is to complete the archaeological f i nds record by oOf]
boxes which might (but do not generally) appear, listing wood, textiles and other organics,

and by O6bulking outd the boxes which do appeas
contain much more than a few nails. Each of these angles has to be given equal attention

in telling the story of Worcester households, since the intention must be to treat them as

whole and living entities, rather than, on the one hand, archaeological contexts, and on

the other mere written lists.

60Tleilng the story6 implies a movement through ti
a sense of development, or at least change, over the period from about 1650 to about
1750. These dates are necessarily very approximate, and are dictated to a large extent
by the availability of material: pottery of the late 17™ and early 18" century, largely from
groups discarded in wells and cesspits, is present in large quantities, especially from the
Deansway excavation; and inventories from Worcester households are readily available,
at least up to about 1730. The period also has a distinct interest in ceramic terms. It can
be seen as bridging the 6égapd between the end ¢
needs of a wide surrounding area, including Worcester, up to the mid 17™ century, and
the advent of the products of a more or less industrialised Staffordshire industry which
came into being in the later 18" century. It is of some interest to tease out the details of
what was in use in Worcester during this transitional period, both in terms of provenance

and of changes in styles and forms.

The model therefore has the following features:

a) Analysis of the data into categories (pottery types, fabrics, forms; functional and

material classes of objects);

11



b) Arranging the categories into some kind of chronology, in the case of pottery by
analogy with similar types from elsewhere, by association with better known types,
or very occasionally by absolute date; in the case of inventories by their absolute

dates;
¢) Comparing the two sets of information;

d 6Pl acingd the pottery within the known hous:

Although the project starts from | ooking at po
it necessarily expands into considering other kinds of objects and other kinds of stories
about the history of Worcester, and in this there is an inherent danger of encroaching
upon other areas of expertise in which the author is progressively less knowledgeable as
the areas expand. There is no boundary (certainly no logical boundary) to the context or
contexts within which any object can be placed, other than that imposed by practical
considerations such as the constraints of time and space. All that is possible is to
maintain the attempt to say something more about pottery than how old it is and where it

came from, and face the interpretive risks that this involves.

Iltem a) above, 6analysis of the datadé is at t he
assemblages or lists of objects in inventories are to be studied at all, some form of
guantification, counting, weighing, listing, totalling, and above all categorisation into

discrete types and forms, is inevitable in the face of an overwhelming totality of separate

instances. In the case of pottery, a series of types has been constructed which
6representso6 the kinds of pottery present in W
inventories the individual entries have been classified according to their apparent material

and their broad functional associations, and rearranged in material and functional lists.

But it should be obvious that these operations are done in order to make sense, in the

present, of these survivals from the past. Categories invented in the present can have no

relevance to the material culture of past people, to what the objects with which they
surrounded themselves O6meanté t o weidemtifyybya | f we
name such as 6Bl ackwared or OWesterwal do, we i
or its origin. The categories may be useful to us, but in neither case is it obvious that

people in the 17™ or 18" century would have emphasised these aspects if they had been

asked what, if anything, was characteristic about vessels of these kinds. Certainly neither

term appears in any inventory list. If we put items in an inventory list in material

categories, this may help us to judge whether iron or tin dripping pans were more

prevalent and whether this changed over time, because this is of interest to us, but it also

12



separates the iron pothooks and links from the brass cooking pots hanging from them,
which makes no sense in the context of cooking as a real everyday activity. However, at
least the inventory list is couched in terms which were current at the time these objects
were in use, and therefore goes some way towards satisfying the desire expressed at the

beginning of this Chapter for the words of participants to be included in the discussion.

All of this still skirts around the centrality of meaning. We will continue for the moment to
do so, because it is necessary to consider another aspect of the relationship between
present things (archaeological material) and their past existence, namely how or whether
they can in the present be irrg@radedtatse somehodf
past. As has been said many times in many way
sample (what he has excavated) of a sample (what has survived) of a sample (what has
been deposited) of a sample (the material culture) of t h e (Japssen L0, quoted by
Hundsbichler 1997). The place of O&édmateri al cul thear e 0, r

final element in the sequence might be queried, given that the other elements are physical

objects and O6écultured is arguably not, but t he
transition bet ween objects and 6cul tmomree 6, ma
probl ematic. This particular formulation al so

t he pragktt ndean. If a similar formulation also applies to historical sources,
documentary or otherwise, as it surely must, it is difficult to conceive of a past other than

that revealed by the archaeological and historical sources. In other words, there is in

practice no past other than that represented by the third element in the chain (what has

been deposited), and the f iundant. Thimimpethaps @n. . o f t !
extreme claim; the very fact that only part of a pot survives, with breaks which could be

matched by absent sherds, means necessarily that there is evidence of absence (what

has not been deposited), and the fragmentary survival of historical records points in the

same direction. But this argument cannot be pushed very far. Although the absent

sherds or the missing documents from a series which once existed are evidence of

absence, it cannot be known how many other pots or other series are missing, or, much

more important, what evidence they might have provided, so that we are driven back on

the (perhaps reductive, but necessary) conclusion that there simply is no past other than

that which can be constructed from the evidence remaining in the present. This
observation becomes i mportant when we dfdme t o
is the case that there is no past beyond what we can construct from the evidence

available to us, the question whether that evidence stands in some kind of relationship

with another entity, namely the past, is otiose. To take the argument one step further, can

13



the evidence be looked upon as a sample, the description of which can be taken to be a

O0trued r epr@Ee k@rgerwhbdlé?on o f

To begin with the pottery, a category is a known proportion of a known population, so that
it makes sense (in a very limited and trivial way) to say that, for example, Blackware is
20% of assemblage A, using weight, or sherd count, or estimated vessel equivalent
(hereafter eve), as the unit of measurement. The assemblage of which the category is
part may be a known proportion of some larger known whole, say the totality of sherds
excavated from a particular site, or the totality from a number of sites excavated in one
research campaign, but at some point in

Although it is in principle possible to know the total number of sherds of post-medieval
pottery that have ever been recovered in the city of Worcester, it is in practice impossible,
so that the population of which the original category forms a small proportion is unknown,

even in the restricted sense of a sample of the amount of material known.

But the point at issue is not to be able to calculate proportions within present
assemblages, but to argue from those proportions to the pottery in use at certain times in
the past. The present assemblage, however defined (the category, the context
assemblage, the site assemblage, and so on) is an arbitrary survival from an unknown,
and unknowable, population. That population could be defined, as part of a research
project, as, for example, the total number of pottery vessels in existence in Worcester in
1700, and questions formed about the proportions of various types within that number.
However, since that number is unknowable, it is pointless to regard the assemblage,
statistically, as a sample at all, at any rate of a past population, or to suppose that those
research questions are meaningful in that form. The assemblage of surviving objects has
to be treated as all that is knowable, as being the past in the present. This point merits
emphasis: there is no past O6out thereo,

the systematic application of appropriate technical processes in the present. There were,
of course, other pots and other events which have irrevocably disappeared; so much is
obvious from everyday experience, but the point is not that we are aware that what we
can know about the past is a fragment, but that that fragment is not and cannot be a

knowable proportion of a known totality.

The researcher is not thereby absolved, however, from applying techniques for assessing
the present assemblage of pots in order to extract the best possible information about
what proportions of various types occur within it, taking account of variability in the
propensity of different types to break into smaller or larger pieces, and the differentials in

life-spans between types. The object of such assessment is to be able to compare
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assemblages and say something meaningful about the different proportions that appear
between them. The techniques for doing so, and the pitfalls attendant upon them, have
been exhaustively discussed (Orton & Tyers 1992, Orton et al. 1993, Orton 2000); this
study adopts the eve, calculated by measuring surviving rims and bases, as the measure
enabling comparison between assemblages to be made. As Orton et al point out
(1993:167), the possibility of such comparison entirely depends upon assuming that the

variability in life-spans between types, although unknown, is a constant.

Some of the same arguments apply to inventories, relating to an unknowable population
of things, of which the objects in the lists are an apparent sample. In this case the
objects, unlike the pottery sherds, are not available for examination, but if the minimum
assumption is made that the lists are truthful as far as they go, categories can be created
and regarded as samples. However, there is no possibility of knowing whether, say, the
total of five tables listed in an inventory is the total number of tables in the house, nor
whether an entire category of object (for example earthenware) which is not mentioned
was not present. Inventories, like archaeological records, can only reveal the presence of
objects, and no assumption can be made that an object which might have existed was not
present (Overton et al. 2004:19). In the absence of physical objects for study, the
question of what sample is available, of the known or knowable population of present
objects, does not arise. But it would in principle be possible to know the total number of
tables mentioned in Worcester inventories between certain dates, and therefore the
proportion of those represented by the tables in a particular inventory or set of inventories.
Again in practice, this would be an impossibly onerous task, and would in any case be
pointless in view of the remaining ignorance of the proportion this overall total might have
represented of the total population of tables.

A further layer of uncertainty is added in the case of inventories, in that they are
themselves O6o0objectsd of hi storical study, arte
the process of, being used for information about the material goods in the household.
The total of surviving inventories is a sub-set of the total which once existed, but, more
important, it is the product of only a section of the people of Worcester, namely in general
those that had possessions valuable enough to make it worth leaving a will. Those
probate inventories which are availab| e are o6érepresentatived6 of on
early modern populations. In this case it would be probably be possible, by examining
parish registers, to make an estimate of what proportion of those dying in Worcester in a
particular year left a will and/or an inventory. This would require a considerable further

research effort and has not yet been done.
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Estimates have, however, been made of the proportion of the population in early modern

England who were the subjects of probate. The attempt is fraught with uncertainty in the

absence of reliable estimates of population (see Chapter 2). The review provided by

Goose and Evans (2000) seems to indicate that somewhere between a quarter and a

third might be expected, but this is affected by whether the proportion is of the population

as a whole, including women and children and the poor, or only of those, primarily adult

men, who might legally leave a will. However accurate these estimates may be, it is clear

that any collection of inventories is representative of only a proportion of the population. It

excludes not only almost all of those with little of value to bequeath, that is labourers and

the poor, but almost all women except some widows. As far as Worcester is concerned,

the majority of Ousefuldé inventories are those
various sorts, supplemented by a few d6édgentryd F
countryside, and a very few labourers. The households which can be described using this

resource are therefore determined primarily by wealth, but also by other arbitrary factors,

such as the age of the testator at death and the conscientiousness of the appraisers.

Added to this, even very full inventories do not tell the whole story of the material goods in

a household. Given these limitations, there can be no possibility of arriving at a
6comprehensive pictured of the materi al goods
date, even supposing that this formulation makes any sense. All that is possible is to say

that at such a time material goods of such a kind were present in these houses, not to

assume that what is described represents a Oty
not live in typical households but in particular ones, and this study will attempt to respect

that particularity whilst allowing particular cases to interact to provide insights into

generalised possibilities.

The observation that the past exists only insofar as it is recounted in the present, using
inadequate and partial evidence, is perhaps no more than a truism, although one which is
frequently ignored. At bottom it is a tautology: we know what we know and no more. But
it touches on a fundamental question which affects all attempts to bridge the gap between
past and present, to link a present hermeneutic with a little-known past one. This is the
guestion of whether there is a past 6érealityd v
di fferent f r o m disposal; wihdthercthiesfatts are merely an appearance
behind whi ch a corcaalade After all, & might bie gominenteds the objects
of study simply lie mute, ready to be interpreted. A story about them remains to be told,
and that process will reveal their true significance. It is necessary here to step back a

little into philosophical basics.
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It has been a fundamental theme in western philosophy and culture to look for something

more solid, more stabl e, m o anees daf theveotldd in whiclh n t h e
everything apparently decays, has a beginning and an end, or is less than perfect. Itis a
commonplace observation that, although no two trees, people or herrings are absolutely

identical, we still recognise them as trees, people or herrings; the inevitable conclusion

therefore is that the idea of a tree, a person or a herring is in some sense the only reality,

of which the myriad individual examples encountered in everyday life are simply imperfect

instances. The theme can be illustrated in all sorts of ways, not least in the idea of a deity

who embodies the perfection of virtues which are exhibited imperfectly by men and

wo men, but which must of necessity exist in pei
place to enter into an extended discussion of the unresolved and probably unresolveable

opposition between idealism and materialism, but simply to note as a starting point that

the field of &ématerial cultureé, whichkingn its
sense of past objects, is suffused with varying interpretations that give differential

emphasis on the one hand to the significance of things and on the other to their nature as
things, or their 6materialityé. , abontithings,opposit
between an idealist or representational significance and a concern with the things
themselves, surfaces in the treatment of the i
as though in thinking about the significance of things we are drawn into a focus on

abstractions, on things as representing or standing for ideas or movements or trends in

society, or changes in economic conditions. We abstract from the objects their meaning,

leaving them once again mute and meaningless. On the other hand, if we concentrate on

the nature of things, their physicality, their
seems a dead end, a self-r ef erent i al , i ncestuous concern w

without reference to wider aspects of supposed meaning.

It may be that neither of these views need be adopted to the exclusion of the other, but
that they are simply different ways of | ooking
to the standard textbook on aarncdh apail mgt alkailngp os
devoted to pottery provides information in three main ways:

6(i) dating evidence.

(ii) distributional evidence, for example relating to trade.
(iii) evidence f or(Otonetaltl998:83) and/ or status. 0

The authors proceed to spend a great deal of time and space in discussion of the first two
of these, but rather less on the third, beyond a fairly brief chapter on function. The
guestion of O6meaningdé i s penthmanptee thinck lzeading, t o b e

indeed an even briefer section on OGOsymbolic n
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function, as if functional attributions were in some way part of the meaning of an object, or
sometimes all of it (6fsemc ttioonadr mermnaddot iasn
meani ngo) . 6Statusd is presumably social St
economic meanings are also implicated in the formula. But the bulk of the book is
devoted to a broadly ¢ sngues noftdescriptod analysip hndc at i o n
gquantification to pottery assemblages, with the implicit assumption that these will, in
providing the O0evidencebo6, reveal meaning. Thi
paradigm of archaeological enquiry which treats artefacts not primarily as material culture

but as objects for scientific study. It takes the potsherds out of their historical and cultural

context and places them in the laboratory to be examined. Paradoxically, in spite of a

very real apparent concern with their material nature (their weight, colour, composition,

and so on), their primary purpose is to provid:¢
and distribution maps. Their position as cultural objects, their existence as things in

complex cultural and social relations with the people who made and used them are

downplayed. Insofar as most archaeological treatment of pottery is within this
processualist paradigm, it also fails seriously to treat its ostensible object of enquiry as a

part of material culture. Given that much of that treatment is devoted to the reporting of

excavations in an environment constrained by commercial considerations of costs and

planned outcomes, this is hardly surprising. But if it were possible to devote more time

and effort to engaging with meaning, what approaches to how pottery might fit into

material culture might be taken?

Tilley, in introducing the theoretical perspectives relevant to the study of material culture

lists Marxism, structuralism and semiotics, and phenomenology as

60f oundational 06 theoretical perspectives in s
existence of a notion of materiality or a field labelling itself material culture studies
without t he(Tlileyetal 20DG:ENnce. 6

A detailed excursion into the immense literature on these and other approaches to
material culture is beyond the scope of this project, but it is necessary to establish a

context within which the present study can speak.

It is possible to see that both Marxist and structuralist paradigms fall broadly within the
idealist tradition sketched above. Marxist emphases on economic explanation, on the
centrality of production and the employment of resources to explain the emergence of
capitalist systems are quintessentially geared

capitalist production to illuminate the emergence of particular kinds of social structures. In
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spite of an overtly materialist allegiance, they are still concerned to explain the past by
reference to an overarching ideology, and past material culture is just one of the strands
of evidence to be used in this endeavour. This kind of view is not of course confined to
specifically Marxist interpretations; changes in the material culture of the home can be
seen as evidence for changes in the economy leading to industrialisation, and the
concomitant growth of consumption, l eading to
from-mbgiree n6 ar r aubig @l ofehese giews thirgys are among the evidence
for grand movements, for long-term historical developments, which transcend their
material nature and generalise their impact. Things are implicated inthe 61 ongue dur ®e
This is not to make a judgment about the validity of these approaches; valuable insights
are to be gained by viewing changes in past material culture as objectifying changes in
the nature of social and economic relationships, although it may sometimes be that what
is going on is the search for evidence to support an essentially ideological vision of the
development of societies, a vision which has its origins beyond the things which are

ostensibly the subject of enquiry.

Structuralist perspectives also emphasise the ways in whichpeopl eds engagement
things reveals or exemplifies the underlying structures and obligations which govern their

social relationships. The reality of those things is again downplayed in comparison with

the O0Odeeper 6 real ity o hshipsh ohe things are sulbotdinateets and r
the kinship diagram. They also tend to be see
order to reveal past meanings. The meaning is the important outcome and is separate, or

rather is separated from the object. The influence of Saussurean semiotics lies behind

much of this kind of discourse. The interpretation of language as a system of signs
existing in an arbitrary relation to the thing
possibility that past artefacts could be assigned multiple meanings, not all, or even any, of

which were those which their originators might be thought to have intended. Hence the

0l ayered meanings6 invoked at the beginning o
emphasised, and in spite of the express intention to give past people a voice, mostly the

meanings which modern interpreters assign (the subversion of established social relations

by oppressed groups, the negotiation of altered meanings, and so on).

The effect of searching for meaning, either in the grand narratives of the growth of
capitalism or consumerism, or in the search for underlying societal structures, has cast
the material objects which are the business of archaeology in the role of carriers of
cultural meaning, of representatives of something beyond themselves. That something

has often been a 6deeperd® meaning in the form
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for changes in material culture, the idea itself originating from elsewhere. Concern with

the growth of consumerism is a case in point.

The Obig idead here is the O6consumer revolutic
in the 18" century (Campbell 1993). This idea asserts that people in Worcester, as
everywhere else, started acquiring new things, and more of them, in consequence of the
interplay of innovations in the supply of things (improvements in technological methods, in
distribution, in credit and banking) and new demands for luxury goods and the products of
new fashionable activities (such as tea-drinking). Clearly, this perception has an intimate
relationship with the much older big idea of the Industrial Revolution. The consumer
revolution is a playing out of the industrial revolution, as cause or effect, or a combination
of the two, in the material goods available to, and demanded by, individual households
and their members. Since this is not an essay in economic history, we are not required to
delve into the economic and financial intricacies held to be implicated in these supposed
movements, nor their timing, but merely to note that the things in which we are interested,
specifically ceramics, are again being corralled into generalised conclusions about social
and economic history. As Courtney points out (1997), ceramics have played a significant
part in the development of this theme. The seminal work of McKendrick et al (1982) drew
attention to the entrepreneurial role of Josiah Wedgwood in the transformation in the
nature of the ceramic repertoire available to consumers in the later 18™ century. Many
others (for example Weatherill 1988) have attempted to show how consumers, for
example as evidenced from probate inventories, acquired new things held to be
representative of new demands and aspirations. This has been held to be not only a
matter of innovation in the things themselves, that is the acquisition of new and
fashionable possessions, but of a more fundamental shift in underlying relationships and
ideas.-inuépréal &6 worl d, in which things were |
functional qualities, and arose from close relations between supplier and consumer, gave
way to more distant, ocommercialised?® relatioc

interplay of industrial production and the demands of innovation.

Whether the consumer revolution, if it existed, was spearheaded by motives of emulation,
t hat is the desire of peopl e, as they acquired
dictates of a fashion which was being defined by others, is another much disputed issue
(see Campbell 1993). However, it serves to make the point that the discussion is not
focussed on the o6stuff o6 it s e(R0f0), butan itsuneaningVli | | er 6
as indicative of social relations between different layers of society. It is as if, in

considering the pottery recovered by archaeology in Worcester, we are seeking to answer
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quite wide-ranging and high-level general questions about the sociology of early modern
England. This kind of study cannot do that, and should not seek to operate in that arena.
This stance can be elaborated a Ilittle by <con

perspectives, the phenomenological.

This is perhaps a rash undertaking. We are faced by the difficulty of getting to grips with
some of the ideas involved, which are counter-i nt ui ti ve in relation to
ways of looking at the world:

6. .. one of the hallmarks of phenomenol ogi ca
reversesthe causalrelat i onshi ps presumed by contemporary
those between substance and mean(Thogas2006: essen
44)

A fundamental point to grasp is that we are moving away from an emphasis on
epistemological questions about knowledge of the world, conceptualised as objective,

with a separation between the perceiving individual and the object of knowledge, towards

an emphasis on ontological questions about 6 b ei ng i n, withhaa assirilatibrd 6

between the individual and his or her material environment. It is a shift, as Thomas puts

it 6from the tr ans 206d56)n This thas seriduseimplicatiores floe nt 6

the idea of meaning, because the notion that meaning attaches to objects, that it
transcends the materiality of things to reveal
optional extra, is overtaken by the convergence of meaning and thing, by the immanence

of meaning. Meaning as a separate conceptual category is abandoned, along with the
notion that there is an O6objectivebd past real

empiricism.

Instead, the world (including its past) is to be explained through the description and
redescription of experience by a human subject. The approach is thus fundamentally
6subjectived in that it affirms the primacy of
of a humanly-experienced, social world. In this it is distinct from the empirical discovery

and elaboration of physical and biological laws by the application of scientific
experimentation. The chemical composition of a sherd of pottery can be determined, its

origin in a particular place perhaps thereby fixed, and its method of manufacture

elucidated, but none of this goes very far towards the experience of its presence and use

in a household setting. Phenomenologists have also tended to emphasise, following
Merleau-Ponty, the O0embodi edness 0 staficestexperiantceyetx per i er
further from any suggestion of objectivity, of

and immerses the subject, by means of his or her bodily engagement, fully within the
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experience which is being described. This description of experience is of course variable
and contingent, depending on the indivi
account. It is also necessarily contextual. Experience is experience within a cultural,

social and historical context, and cannot be anything else..

Another way of approaching a perspective which is admittedly in its nature resistant to
6scientificd definition is to reflect on
day a close relative and development of phenomenology, between existence and
essence. Sartreds supposed dictum that

give primacy in the discussion of human experience to the basic experience of being in
the world, rather than to the attribution of meaning, or the essential nature of being, which
is a secondary process (Sartre 1948). In making a chamber pot, the potter handles the
clay and his tools, goes through the routine processes of throwing and finishing, as an
embodied experience or habit which is part of his being as a human; as such it is

philosophically prior to the essence of the object being made, the chamber pot. The latter

6essencebd is projected onto the basic experien

myriad different interpretations: the chamber pot may be a plain white everyday thing or
an elaborately decorated prestige object which may be meant as a gift and not primarily to
be used for its ostensible purpose. This scheme might be thought to separate meaning
again from object, but it is still compatible with a view that sees experience in a holistic
way, which, while recognising the primacy of existence, also accepts the integration of
meaning into the experience. And the human experience of the chamber pot changes

over time; the carrier who transports it, the market trader who sells it and the owner who

dual

6exi

c

(

t he di

uses it all have different experiences of it

chamber pot, that is to restrict its meaning to its function, would be absurd.

The phenomenological approach does not necessarily imply any particular methodology,
but it requires an attitude to the things under discussion which regards them as the
objects of embodied human experience, both ours and that of people in the past, rather
than materi al for experi ment and the ge
obvious objection is that, if the process involves the description of experience, we cannot
by definition experience the lives of people in 17" and 18" century Worcester houses.
There can be no participant observation, the classic engagement of anthropological
research with the experiences of others. But the experience is ours as well as theirs. We
have our experience of the objects which they created, kept in their cupboards and attics,
broke and discarded, and which are now in cardboard boxes in museum stores. We can

experience them in a number of ways, both traditionally 6 o b j e and moveen@aginative,

22

ner at.i

St e



by weighing, counting, photographing and drawing, comparing and describing. There can
be no logical connection between these processes and the very different experiences of
past people, but since the past, however we recount it, whether phenomenologically or

otherwise, is always our account, there is nothing unusual about this.

To return finally to Omeaningb6, it should be ¢
sees it as fully bound up in the description of experience upon which it depends, and not

as a separate category whichat t aches itself to stuff. | ndeec
quite neatly encapsulates the collapse of meaning into description, its lack of precision

and equivocality appearing to refer both to material things and their placement in a

surrounding cultu r a | cont ext . This observation is as
engagement widt ho ft hteh ed s adsfumed,sbut mdw irtedoeerable

experience of past people. In experiencing the remains of the past, whether pottery

sherds or the descriptions contained in probate inventories, we are engaged in an

unending and partial redescribing of past lives, in the context of our own knowledge,

assumptions and prejudices.

How are we to proceed with the ceramic appearances of 17" and 18™ century Worcester
in the light of these alternative perspectives? One answer is not to regard the alternatives
as exclusive of each other, but to see them all as viable viewpoints on the past, in their
own terms. The following Chapters can be seen as taking a literally equivocal view. They
include traditional historical accounts, the <c¢
overtly Oobjectived kind of way, and more i mag
houses might have been like. But they have to be read in the knowledge that this is not
the O6truthd about s ome as @sedes of actounowhicheaset er 6 s
compatible with the selection of evidence which is adduced, looked at in various ways.
They can also be seenas ajourneyofe x pl or ati on, moving from an 0
in the Chapters devoted to pottery, to a more interpretive account of households partly
revealed by the probate inventories of their former owners, to a final amalgamation into an
imaginative account of how the pottery fits into the contextual picture. Overall, the
intention is not to answer representationalist questions about the underlying significance
of changes in the pottery repertoire of Worcester households, but, by describing the
pottery and its material context, to try to enter a little way into the material culture of those

households.

Sartre himself may perhaps be allowed a comment on the extreme difficulty of bringing

life to a historical account:
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6Well , yes: he [Rollebbhmat, mbuythaheredse nal

beginning to believe that nothing can ever be proved. These are reasonable
hypotheses which take the facts into account: but | am only too well aware that they
come from me, that they are simply a way of unifying my own knowledge. Not a single
gl i mmer comes from Roll ebonés directdi
themselves at a pinch to the order | wish to give them, but it remains outside of them. |
have the impression of doing a work of pure imagination. And even so, | am certain
that characters in a novel would appear more realistic, or in any case would be more
amu s i (8agtre 5938 [1965])

But before engaging with the material culture of households, Chapter 2 attempts a brief
account of the local context within which they existed, namely Worcester in the late 17"
and early 18" century. Chapter 3 then sets out the background to the examination of
pottery groups from the city and the methods used for doing so. Chapter 4 contains
accounts of 11 groups of pottery drawn from six sites and Chapter 5 draws together the
data thus derived into descriptions of three successive ceramic repertoires covering the

century. Chapter 6 then introduces the methods for using probate inventories, and

constructs a comparable three-stage account of the other kinds of stuff that houses

contained. Chapter 7 concludes the story by taking three examples to imagine the pottery

n its O pateaghstage nistead @f i fragments in a museum store.
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Chapter 2

Worcester 1650-1750

The history of Worcester in the 17" and 18" centuries has yet to be written (Dalwood &

Edwards 2004:25). Consequently this chapter cannot draw on a well-structured account,

but must provide an outline of the more important developments, especially insofar as

they relate to the citybds physical appearance
mostly secondary, sources. Behind the street frontages, its houses will fall to be
considered in detail when we turn later to the consideration of their contents as revealed

by archaeology and by probate inventories. It is important, however, in contextualising

those contents, to give some account of what Worcester was like in the later 17™ and

early 18" century. This seems a long way fromthe stuffi n peopl eds houses, b
not. The contextualisation of objects, indeed the definition of material culture as not

something separate, different and special, but simply part of an evolving, integrated socio-

material reality, is central to the thesis being proposed. So that, within the reasonable

bounds of a single volume, it is important to try to envisage what the world of the users of

the objects felt and looked like in some of its other aspects.

In 1764 Valentine Green publishedhisé Sur vey of the &€émbelfi SMoe d ew|
Sixteen Copper-Plates of Perspective Views of the Publick Buildings, etc, engraved from

original Drawings,ta k en on Pur p o s gGrdeo 1764). IGrean wigaat the tinde

only twenty-five. He was a native of Salford Priors, near Evesham, and became

apprenticed to Robert Hancock, the engraver working for the Worcester porcelain
manufactory. The illustrations in the Survey
drawings, and the book was doubtless intended as an advertisement of the skills and
accomplishments of an ambitious newcomer. A year after the publication he left

Worcester to seek his fortune in London, where he built a very successful business as an

engraver and publisher (Clayton 2004). Thirty-two years later, after much further

research, he published in London, in two volumes, what he refers to in one place as a

second edition, although it is so heavily revised and expanded, that it acquired a new title:

6The history and antiquities dGreen1Y®). Gisthg and s
version which is often cited in reference to the history of Worcester. The original work,

however, offers an opportunity to see the city in the mid-18" century through the eyes of a
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young inhabitant who was associated with a prominent new enterprise, and who no doubt

regarded himself as a member of the expanding middle classes.

Green begins his first chapt ehasaplachamongthe assert
eminent cities of England. There are reckoned but five superior to it for largeness and
populousness.6(Green 1764:1) We can only speculate about the origin of this assertion,
but the identities of the five O&bébsuperioré cit
including the long-established regional centres of Bristol, Norwich and Newcastle, and the
new industrial and commercial centres of Birmingham and Liverpool (Corfield 1982:13 Fig
2). London, not only the largest city in England by far, but the largest in Europe, was an
exceptional case which Green perhaps took for granted. There was a number of other
towns and cities in the same Opopulation brack
these regional centres, and a precise ordering of the kind he implies is not possible, but at
least it suggests that the citizens of Worcester in the mid-18" century thought their city

was a place to be proud of.

Its population in 1760 has been estimated at about 9,000 (Johnston 1976:55), but the

estimation of early modern population numbers is fraught with difficulty, and other
perspectives are possible. Indeed, Corfield (1982:6) c h ar a c ta# evidenae fromore-
census timesb6 as Oscrappy in form, capricious
c o nt eQthers have produced figures for various stages in the century which is our

concern ((for example, Roy & Porter 1980, Roy & Porter 1982, Porter et al. 1983,

Whitehead 1989).

This is not the place to enter in detail into these questions. We may simply observe that,
noting the substantial variations in the figures calculated by these scholars, there does
seem to have been almost a doubling of the population of Worcester in the century
leading up to the Civil War and its aftermath. In the following century, which is the focus

of this study, there was a flattening off, but still an increase of perhaps as much as 50%:

9 according to Johnston, from about 6,000 or 7,000 to about 9,000 or 10,000;
9 or, according to Porter & Roy, and Whitehead, from about 8,000 to 11,000 or
12,000.

Porter & Roy provide some comparisons which put Worcester in its place in its region in

the late 17" century, using estimates provided by other authors (1983:37-8):

1 Coventry 6below 7, 000%cerituny the |l ate 17

1 Gloucester 61l ess than halfd Worcesterds popul ati
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1 Hereford 6roughly equal to GMcenuyyesterod in the
1 Shrewsbury éapproximately 7,5006 in 1700

1 Warwick 6only a third of Worcestero6s sized in
1 Stafford 6even snmaWaread]6 [t h

91 Lichfield 6about 3,000 inhabitantsd [in the 167
1 Birmingham O6approxi mately 8,000 by 17006

1 Nottingham &ér oughly 7, 0006 in 1700

1 Leicester O6perhaps a thousand | essd [than Notti
M1 Oxford 10,000 in 1667 (from Poll Tax returns, but including 2,000

O6members of the Universityod)

In the west midlands, therefore, taking the region to include Gloucestershire,
Warwickshire, Staffordshire, Herefordshire and Shropshire, as well as Worcestershire,

Worcester was in the late 17™ century the largest town, challenged only by the growth of
Birmingham. It had not, however, attained the
summarise the position:

6For much of the Severn basin this position |
city with twice the population of Worcester and a greater range of urban functions. Nor

was Worcester as large as the other provincial centres of Norwich, Newcastle, and

Exeter, although it was not much smaller than York. Within the urban hierarchy ... we

can place Worcester near to the top of the second rank of provincial towns,

comparable in size with such places as Colchester and Canterbury; a position it had

attained because of its growth over the previous hundred years or more. By 1700,

however, it had reached a pe a k , and the decline of the city
was accompanied by de(Ratgretalpl98388) st agnation. 6

By 1750 Birmingham had outgrown Worcester, and was already perhaps twice its size.
Shrewsbury, according to one estimate, had reached 13,200 by 1750 (although only
8,150 by another), Coventry 12,100 by 1748, Nottingham 17,600 by 1779 (Corfield
1982:183, Chalklin 1974:34). By the mid-18™ century, Worcester was not maintaining the
position it had enjoyed 70 or 80 years before. Although it was still a substantial place
compared with the other older towns in the west midlands, they were catching up, and the
O6néw industrial centres of t he mi dl ands and
Manchester) were beginning the rapid expansion which would take them by the end of the

century far beyond Worcester.
What was the composition of this population?

Talbut (1986) uses admissions to the freedom of the city between 1660 and 1749 to track
among other things the decline of the clothing trade and the rise of gloving. She groups

occupations into four broad categories (Talbut 1986:92):
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o A: Clothiers, weavers and wal ker s;

B: Leather workers, glovers, cordwainers or shoemakers, saddlers, etc;

C: Merchants and also lawyers, mercers, grocers, goldsmiths, chandlers, apothecaries,
mariners, carriers, attornies [sic], etc;

D: Other craftsmen, building trade workers, carpenters, masons, glaziers etc., tailors,
metal workers and food and drink trades, bakers, butchers etc.

E: Trade not stated?o

Although she does not offer a detailed explanation, Categories C and D appear to be
designed to distinguish between what might be broadly characterised as, on the one
hand, 6trade and professional d and on the oth
not always easy to make, for example as between the case of the chandler who is
actually a genuine tallow-chandler who makes and sells his own candles and one who
tradesi n ot her ¢.6Thestudydofiprabate inventories makes it abundantly clear
thata p e r s emamial occupation may hide a combination of roles, and that it is unsafe

to assume that people who made and sold things were not also dealers.

However that may be, T a | b figtrés gurport to show that between 1660 and 1749 the
proportion of clothiers, weavers and walkers among those freemen whose trades are
recorded fell from 56% to 15.5%, and that of glovers and other leather workers rose from
7% to 27.7 %. The proportion in categories C and D combined rose from 36% to 57%,
although the increase did not really get under way until after about 1710, before which the
proportion was quite static. The dominance of the clothing trades, according to these
figures, persisted at least until 1700, and perhaps later, while even by the mid-century
gloving had not assumed a similar dominance. By then, however, a somewhat more
varied picture had emerged. A detailed comparison between the occupations recorded in
1698 and in 1741 (Talbut 1986:93) shows a greater variety, with some new specialities
appearing (see Table 1). Apart from illustrating the relative position of the clothing and
gloving trades, the comparison brings out the marked increase in numbers and variety of
the o6craft trades6 in category D; a wsistual t
accompanied by a marked increase in butchers and bakers/maltsters, and in those from

various building trades.

The | imitations of comparing 6snapshotsd of th
no pewterers in either list, whereas the inventory evidence reveals pewterers throughout

this period; there were certainly booksellers in mid-century Worcester (Cooper 1997),

'!Robert Webb in 1670 had o6tallow candles and wick yarno,
and other woodd i n his) ®ther wik ard admmist@tior(s dasdriding thededg@asdd?2 2
as oO0chandlerd6 have no inventory entries hinting at the ac
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1698

1741

A

clothier/weaver/walker

122

37

B

glover

26

cordwainer/shoemaker

16

11

sadler/other

sub total

31

42

C

mercator

carrier

vintner

ironmonger

bookseller

mercer

grocer

chandler

haberdasher

pharmacist/apothecary

NN R N

attorney

mariner

NIRP|WIN|IN|™|D>

sub total

N
o

23

D

hemp/flaxdresser & dealer

silkweaver

brickmaker

smith

mason

butcher

15

cooper

carpenter/joiner

cutler

tinman/tinplate worker

collarmaker

tailor

feltmaker

WIFRINIRP[IFPINININ|P|[P|W[FR|W

Pk |Nv[k oo

baker/maltster

1

o

gardener

basket maker

upholsterer

peruke maker

combmaker

gunsmith

fisherman

whitesmith

bricklayer

plumber/glazier

tiler

painter

RIRINIAIRIN|IP[IN|[P|R |k~

sub total

23

»
(6]

Total

196

167
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though none were apparently admitted freemen in 1741. Also, if we are looking for a wider
picture of the social composition of the city, this evidence obviously ignores women and
children, O0gentl emend, and even innkeepers,

wills, but did not need to be admitted as freemen to carry on business in the city.

Some complementary evidence is provided by the sample of wills and administrations
recorded in the course of this project, for
all of these, for example for the 1660s, and most for the years after 1730, have

inventories attached, but they continue to record the occupation or status of the

mar

deceased. These are summarised in Table 2, using Talbutdés categori e:

of further categories fooccopani bemenpPpdoyeagat

6husbandmand) and women. The n uwibEalbd, sisce e not

the wills are drawn from a slightly wider area, including the rural parts of some of the city
parishes, the liberty of the Cathedral Precinct, where it was not necessary to be a

freeman to carry on trade, andriverrhe parish of

The first observation to make is that, over the whole period, 39% of the deaths recorded

St

were of people not covered by geftlaneb, womgsand c cupat

those in agriculture. A further 19% were men whose occupation or status was not, for

some reason, recorded.

21 of the total of 326 wills were left "y
century cases.ytodb€dapr Famntilose (withi claim$ to gentility). Two
further wills were left by titled women, both widows: Lady Elizabeth Winford, the widow of
6Sir John Winford, Knight o, of Astl ey; and
Ardglass, a daughter of Sir William Russell of Strensham, married and widowed twice, in

the first place to the second Earl of Ardglass and then to Charles Cotton, the poet, friend

of Isaak Walton and translator of Montaigne (Hartle 2004, Gibbs 1910:193). If these

60 g e nt lare hdolddkofether, making 23 out of 326, or 7%, we might begin to think
about an estimate of the proportion of the
birtho. But ownlyd nmirsorityvokthegopllatidnt pertiaps between a quarter

and a third (Goose & Evans 2000), although we may perhaps assume that most people

with pretensions to gentility would be included in the group who left them. Much more

i mportant, the claim to gentility implied
somewhat | oosely applied, in particular to
(Wanklyn 1998:xviii); in at | east one Worcester case a
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i s described in t he pari sh b4 Any aebtimateemusts t e r a
consequently be deflated from 7% to one that begins to look very small. We must
conclude that the population of Worcester over:
and the poor, and that very few people of higher social status lived in the city. This is not

to say that they might not possess property, or stay there for extended periods during the

soci al 6seasond whi ch™ areuwyebutsimplydthaditiad notgtheit h e 1 8

primary residence.

The other category not covered by Talbutobés sys
326, or 29%) of the wills and administrations listed relate to women, mainly widows and,

less common, spinsters. Since women only left a legacy at all if they happened to die

after their husbands, or i f they died unmarri e
threshold of £5 or so, this proportion tells us nothing about the proportion of women in the

Worcester population. Talbut (1986:97) assumes without question a rough equality in

numbers between men and women, whereas Corfield (1982:99) concl udes t hat Ov
all towns contained a majority of women, reflecting the relatively greater range of job

opportunities for them in the towns as compared with the countryside, as well as female

l ongevity. 0 Certainly the <c¢clothing trade dep
spinning yarn for the looms, and the gloving industry which later took over was also

heavily dependent on female labour, not to mention the demand for female domestic

servants. And it must not be assumed that all women were inactive in business, confined

to motherhood, domestic management and outwork supplying the weavers and glovers.

There are at least two widowsd inventofdnnses whi c
and the widow Hicks, who died in AII Saints in
i nn hal RomthyCorbin, though described in her will as a widow, is described in her

invent ory ‘aathouniCtheinvéntory do&s not include any stock or equipment

such as i S someti mes found i n clothierso [ i s
newspaper, the Worcester Postman, describe Mrs Elizabeth Hud:
Goose-L a eahd a further one, a few years later, advertises for letting the house
6wherein Mrs Hudson,, Mmrthroaghqut tHe dirstehalfyof tievi@™l t 6

% John Bacon: will 18 May 1649; St Helens register 11 May 1649.

% |sabel Poyner, will 1690; Anne Cook, will 1700

* Dorothy Corbin, will 1710

® Worcester Postman (hereafter WP) No 327, 30 Sept 1715; WP 358, 4 May 1716
® WP 526, 24 Jul 1719
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century the paper includes notices from recent widows announcing that they will be

carrying on their former husbandodés business

None of this evidence allows us to gain a glimpse of the largest population category of all,
the poor, who left no will, or possessions worth more than a few pounds, or perhaps
shillings, who had no business or house to advertise, and who show only rarely in the
records of the city. Valentine Green was not concerned to draw attention in his book to
the extent of poverty. But there are some indications. In 1678 about 750 of the total of
2,301 Worcester households, that is about a

as exempt from the Hearth Tax by virtue of having only one or two hearths and either

t h

paying no church or poor rates or, paying rate

than 20s. 0d. per annum and di d n o {(Porferoetad e s s
1983:15). This is of course only one definition of relative poverty, and obviously does not
amount to destitution. Whether the inhabitants of late 17™ century Worcester would have
thought it amounted to poverty is a further question. Wills or administrations relating to
moveable property worth £10 or less are in fact fairly common in the sample.® When
compared with data from Hearth Tax returns
puts it in a middling position, not as high as the 62% for Norwich, nor as low as 18% for
Cambridge or 20% for York (Porter et al. 1983:39). Talbut engages in a somewhat free-

hand calculation to arrive at a statement relating to the poor:

6The [parliamentary] franchise was vested
Votes cast in 1681 were 2,479, in 1727 3,642 and in 1747 the number of freemen
entitled to vote was 2,047 (not the same as the number of votes cast). If an equal
number of women are added this would give a population of more than 4,000 over the
age of twenty-one. As more than half the population at this time were considered to be
under twenty-one because of the high death rate and immigration of young people
from country districts, a population of over 8,000 is indicated. Dr J. A. Johnston
estimates the population of Worcester to have been 8,500 in 1676, 10,000 in 1710 and
9,000 in 1760. There appear therefore not to have been many paupers, labourers and
servants unrepresented. ... It ... means that most of the menial and heavy work must
have been performed by the city apprentices and their sisters. (Balbut 1986:97)

f

pro

ro

i n

Johnstonds estimates aldbdbuod@esnctad cygl as-brismn , hlo wte

draws attention to an important possibility, namely that the amount of extreme poverty in
the city might have been quite limited, in the sense that there might not have been many
very poor households as such. Young people working as apprentices or servants,

although having very few personal possessions and low income, were nevertheless part

"For example: Widow of 6Conningsby Trovel, Haberdasher
widow of John Osborne, tailor, WP 543, 20 Nov 1719; Elizabeth Sterrop, Spectacle-maker, WP 1919, 18 Apr

1746;

8 For example: In1670, 4 of 19 which record values; in 1680, 5 of 25
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of a household which might be regarded as wealthy. Were such people poor? Care is

needed in applying modern notions of poverty to a pre-industrial society.

Returning to Valentine Greends book, after fil
since the Romans, the list of bishops, a description of the cathedral and its contents, he
embarks upon an account of Worcester as it appeared in the early 1760s. As a starting
point for discussing the appearance of the city and its development over the preceding

century, we may quote from his description:

6 Wo r ¢ e ssta tange, populous, well-built city; in circumference about four measured
miles; situate in a healthy and plentiful vale, on the river Severn; distant from London
111 miles, from Gloucester 29, Hereford 25, and Birmingham 25.

It is a city and county of itself: and returns two members to parliament. ... These
members are returned by the sheriff, for the time being. Here are four fairs yearly, viz.
on the day before Palm-sunday, on the Saturday in Easter-week, on the 15th of
August, and on the 19th of September. It has three markets weekly, viz. on
Wednesday, Friday, and Saturday. It has the most considerable hop-market, during
that season, in the kingdom. The river Severn, from which the city carries on great
trade, is navigable for vessels of great burden: and is accommodated with wherries to
carry passengers and goods up the river as far as Shrewsbury, and downwards to
Gloucester. ... Here are seven toll-gates, at the several entrances of the city, viz.
Sidbury, on the road to London and Gloucester; Lowesmore, on the road to Alcester;
two at Barbone, the one on the road to Wich, and the other to Ombersley; Henwick's-
hill turnpike, on the road to Hollow; two in St. John's, the one on the road to
Cotheridge, and the other to Powick. (Green 1764:216)

The city government was throughout our period regulated by the Charter granted by
James | in 1621. For the present purpose it is only necessary to note that this did not
mark a decisive break with the past, but was a development and consolidation of what
had gone before. It continued in effect until the Municipal Corporations act of 1835
reformed local government in the incorporated boroughs, with a short break in 1685-8,
when James |l attempted to revise town charters to increase royal influence. The Charter
is reproduced in full by Green in an Appendix to his 1796 History, but in 1764 he confined

himself to notingthatt he charter awarded the city O6countyéo

6... transferred the government of it from th
He [James 1] also appointed a recorder, ... six aldermen, who are justices of the peace,

chosen out of twenty-four principal citizens; a sheriff and two chamberlains, who are

annually elected: these are assisted by a town-clerk, two coroners, and forty-eight

common council men, who compose the present corporate body of this city; attended

by a sword-bearer, thirteen constables, four serjeants at mace, and four beadles.6

(Green 1764:213)

This amounted t o narenéwet soklg lly cacooprtpioornattiad t he 6486

freemen (see Corfield 1982:150). I n Worcesterds case, however
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was confined solely to the corporation, the franchise resided in the freemen, who typically
numbered upwards of 2,000 in the 17" and 18" centuries. Freedom was obtained by
@irth, servitude, purchase and gifté(Page & Willis-Bund 1924:388), that is: by being the
eldest son of a freeman, by apprenticeship to a trade, by applying as an immigrant to be
admitted on payment of a fine, and by admission gratis as an honour to a non-citizen.
The last was increasingly used in the 18" century to inflate the number of voters on one
side or another in disputed parliamentary elections (Talbut 1986:97). Obtaining the
freedom of the city remained the established way of making a mark as a citizen and
perhaps attaining the heights of alderman or mayor, but as a way of regulating the
economic life of the city, by restricting the practice of business to those admitted after an
apprenticeship, it was coming under increasing pressure in the 18" century. There are
clear hints in the columns of the Worcester Postman of acrimonious disputes over the

practice of trade by those thought not to have served their term®.

Green enumerates and describes the nine ,pari sh
that is, the area subject to the regulation of trade as laid down by the Charter, which
excluded the precincts of the cathedral and t|
Saints, St Clement, St Andrew, St Martin, St Alban, St Helen and St Peter, and the two

outside the liberties: St Michael in Bedwardine, in the cathedral precinct, and St John

Bapti st i n Bedwardi ne, across t he river in th
inclusion of St Johndéds church encourages the v
writing this trans-riparian suburb was regarded in practice as a part of the city, closely

linked to it by the bridge, in spite of its separate governmental status as part of the county

(the city boundary in fact passed over the river to include the houses at the west end of

the bridge,butdi d no't i nclude St Johndés church or the

He goes on to describe the bishopbés palace, an
the Guild Hall, or Town Hall (the two descriptions seem in the 18™ century to be
interchangeable). The 6 porcel ain manufactoryé follows, t h
operation, and cl ear |y aengagestheatentiornfof tihercieus, pr i de,
to explore the ingenious processes and apparatus made use of in the production of the
finest ware in the kingdom. @reen 1764:231) Green, having been apprenticed to Robert
Hancock, must have been very familiar with the factory and he proceeds to give a detailed

account of the processes carried on within it.

This is followed by further descriptions of the city:

® WP 296, 25 Feb 1715; WP 300, 25 Mar 1715; WP 301, 1 Apr 1715.
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6 T h kdgelis an ancient, spacious, strong building, consisting of six arches; crossing
the Severn from the Newport-street.

The water engine, situate at the conflux of Little Severn with the main river near the
Key, is an invention of great utility to the inhabitants of the city, by conveying soft water
to its remotest parts, from the Liberty post in the Foregate-street to the College grates,
and eastwards to Silver-street and New-street.

Below this is the Key, an extensive and commodious one, situate at the bottom of St.
Mary's and Key streets. ...

The principal streets of this city are, the Foregate-street, High-street, and the Broad-
street. The north entrance of the former is exceeding grand, being a series of spacious
modern-built houses of a long extent, and the street equally spacious from end to end;
well paved and clean; and the view, which is finely terminated by the elegant spire of
St. Nicholas church, at a due distance, has a most delightful effect. This, with an
uninterrupted length of spacious street, continues to the College grates, of which, out
of London, is not to be found its equal. The many elegant and well-furnished shops that
fill the Cross, the Broad-street, and the High-street, give them a near likeness to
Cheapside, London.@Green 1764:234)

Finally, there is an account of the city wall, its former course and the parts then remaining:

This city had a good firm wall for its defence, of 1650 paces; which we find by a plan of
it, taken before the civil wars of king Charles Il and Oliver Cromwell, by Saxton; with six
strong gates at the principal entrances of it, viz. the Fore-gate, Watergate, St. Martin's-
gate, Frier's-gate, Sidbury-gate, and Frogg-gate. The Fore-gate stood where now is
erected the city workhouse on the east side, and Berkley's hospital on the west side,
dividing the Foregate-street at the south end from the city, from thence it passed in a
direct line to the east end of the Gaol-lane, facing Lowesmore, and passing along
Queen-street it joins St. Martin's-gate; from which, bounding the eastern part of the city
to the Block-house fields, it joins the Frier-gate, which stood near the bridge going into
the Blockhouse fields from out of Frier-street; from thence it passes along to Sidbury-
gate; from whose south side it nearly forms a triangle, including in its next point St.
Peter's church, its equiangle terminating at Frogg-gate, and forming an oblong square,
being open to the north-east side in the manner of a court, in all about 150 paces, it
joins the south-side of king Edgar's tower, in the College precincts; it then passes
irregularly to the Priory-gate, continuing along the river side to the verge of the
precincts north; where it was discontinued, or, in several small divisions, till it reached
the bridge, from whose tower, standing on the east end, it joined the Water-gate,
commonly called Clement's gate, adjoining to the tower of St. Clement's church, from
whose north side it directed its course, bounding the city northward till it again joined
the Fore-gate. This wall, in the battle of Worcester, was entirely demolished by Oliver's
soldiers; and, out of the six gates, only two remain, viz. Sidbury-gate and St. Martin's-
gate. The north and east parts of the wall are still to be traced very perfect, but, in
almost all the other parts, entirely obliterate. The ruins of the Water-gate were standing
within these few years, but have since been taken down: the tower, which stood on the
bridge, has been pulled down many years since, being old and ruinous, and withal an
incumbrance. (Green 1764:235ff)

These descriptions refer extensively to.
Green delin. R. Hancock sculp.6 , t hat i s, |l i ke the other
Green and engraved by Hancock. This plan is reproduced at Figure 2. Figure 3 is an

earlier print showing the city from the west bank of the river.
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Figure 3 - Worcester in the early 18" century (print in the possession of the author)



Greends d e s ¢ bei gorhpiarednveith an@d oomplemented by some preceding

observations by travellers, reproduced by Davies (1977):

@William Camden 1607 (Brittania, ed R. Gough, London 1806, p 470):

Worcester is O0deserving admiration whether we
stands as a gentle descent to the Severn, over which it has a bridge with towers, and
Aformerly (as an )ollo gsatrecch mrmma m awa lilts 0. |t

strong wall. But its glory arises from its inhabitants, who are numerous and polite, and
possessed of great wealth, by the woollen manufacture; from the lustre of its buildings,
the number of its churches, and especially from ... a cathedral. ... It is a beautiful and

a

magni ficent building. 6
Nehemiah Wharton 1642 (Calendar of State Papers Domestic, 1641-43, pp 395-6):

Worcester is the largest city | have seen since leaving London; and like London it

abounds in outward things of all kinds, but for want of the Word the people perish. It is

situated on the east bank of the Severn. Its walls are in the form of a triangle, the gates

are seven, the bulwarks five but much decayed, no castle, only a mound of earth.

Ther e i s a very stately cathedral, called S
monuments; ... . There is a strong bridge over the Severn, consisting of six arches,

with a gate in the middle of the bridge as strong as that of London Bridge, with a

portcullis.

Richard Symonds 1644 (Calendar of State Papers Domestic, 1644, p 220):

.. Wherein is the cathedral, and a colledge
the cathedral. ... Four gates. Sidbury gate, towards Evesham, which is the East gate.

2. The Bridge gate, which is the West gate, and goes towards Hereford. 3. North gate,
called the Fore gat e, which leads to Yorke.
north-east.

Celia Fiennes 1698 (The Journeys of Celia Fiennes, ed C Morris, London 1949, pp 43,
232):

Worcester town ... looks like a large well built town of brick and stone ... is washed by

the river Severn; its a large Citty, 12 churches, the streets most of them broad, the

buildings some of them are very good and lofty; its encompassed with a wall which has

four gates that are very strong; the Market place is large; there is a Guildhall besides

the Market House which stands on pillars of stone; the Cathedrall stands in a large

yard pitchod, its a | ofty anad groaogdn iwad ocde nct a rbovubi «
a pretty organ ...

From Worcester we passdd a |l arge stone bridge
barges that were towdd up by the strength of
town encompasses a little piece of ground full of willows and so makes it an island,

part of which turns mills ... .

Daniel Defoe 1727 (ATour Thr od t he Whol e, Uosdbnalvicd, pmf Gr e a
442-5) [the original publication was in three volumes issued over the years 1724-6,

based on visits undertaken an indeterminate number of years previously (see Furbank

& Owens 1991.vii-xiii)]:
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Worcester is a large, popul ous, ol d, thod no
because the Town is close and old, the Houses standing too thick. The North part of

the town is more extended and also better built. There is a good old Stone Bridge over

the Severn, which stands exceedingly high from the Surface of the Water. But as the

Stream of the Severn is contracted here by the Buildings on either side, there is

evident occasion sometimes for the height of the Bridge, the Waters rising to an

incredible height in the Winter-time.

... | went to see the Town-House, which afforded nothing worth taking notice of, unless
it be how much it wants to be mended with a new one; which the City, they say, is not
so much inclindéd, as they are able and rich t

The Cathedral of this City is an antient,

A further description was written by Thomas Baskerville as a result of a journey in about
1690 (Gardner 1994):

060As touching the <city of Worcester, I t hink
people, but the streets, excepting that running through the city to the bridge, and
another thwarting the upper end of this street, are narrow [with] old decayed buildings.
Here are 12 or 13 churches, with that on the other side Severn, to which a fair bridge
with six large arches big enough for boys to pass under, gives the passage. This river
is navigable to Shrewsbury and further, and from those parts they bring down
abundance of coal to serve the city and other places beneath it, and from Bristol they
bring merchantable goods upstream again to serve these parts. Along the banks of
Severn here, which is well nigh a bow-shot over, running with a nimble clear current,
are large fertile meadows, but that which is most remarkable as touching ingenuity on
the shore of the town side is a waterwork, which the stream of the river, without the
help of horses, having a wheel which gives motion to suckers and forcers, it pumps the
water so high into a leaden cistern that it serves any part of the city. Nevertheless that
water may be more plentiful they have horses also at work to force up water, and here
also, which | have nowhere else seen save in the city of Ely, they fetch water from the
river in leathern bags upon horses, to sell. ... This city is enclosed by an ancient wall
having over one of the gates the largest dial that | have seen, whose style is a long
ferrpole. Here is also erected at the upper end of the High Street at the charge of the
townsmen upon a pedestal of stone the effigies of Charles the 2™, and upon a stage
hard byawoman representing Justice. 6

Al | of these accounts except Defoebs mention t
exception of four relatively smal/l extramur al
Middle Ages. The fact that Defoe does not do so is both an indication of his determination

to reflect a forward-looking, modernising approach, and of the simple fact that by the time

of his visit not very much remained. There seems some confusion in these accounts

about the number of gates: Green has six existing previous to his time, Wharton seven in

1642, but Symonds only four two years later, and Fiennes four about 50 years after that.

In a sense Symonds (and doubtless Fiennes, though she does not identify them by name)

are right in identifying four major exits and entrances, leading to and from the main routes:

the Fore Gate, leading to the north (Kidderminster, Chester, Droitwich, Bromsgrove and
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Birmingham); Sidbury Gate, leading to the south and London; the gate over the centre

arch of the bridge (noti ncl uded in Greend6s si x, but a mos |
Hereford, Shrewsbury and Wal es), and, per haps
Warwick and the north-east. All of these disappeared during the 18™ century, beginning

with the Fore Gate and the gate on the bridge, in 1700-02, and ending, according to

Whitehead (1976:29,94), with St Martinods i n 1752 and Sidb
says both of these were still there when he was writing). The other minor gates had also

al l di sappeared by this time. The walls had
obliteratebo, to use Greenbs colourful phrase,
north and east. The loss of the ancient defences of the city thus belongs strictly to the

18" century. Perhaps in the later 17" the vivid memories of the Civil Wars, whose final

act was played out in the very streets of the city, were too fresh to overcome any

promptings towards modernisation. In 1698, only four years before the process of
destruction began, Celia Fiennes was stil]l cal
she was not a reliable judge). But by the time that the citizens were reading in the

Worcester Postman of the approach of another Scotch army in 1745, the defences which

had existed when the city rather reluctantly welcomed the one which arrived in 1651 had

completely disappeared.

Worcester owes its existence to the crossing point of the Severn, and the bridge was a

focal point for communications by road and river. It is not surprising that all of the above

accounts mention it. By the late 17" century the stone structure as it stood was well over

300 years old (Page & Willis-Bund 1924:382), and its maintenance a heavy burden on the

city corporation. Statements in a case before the Court of Exchequer in 1692 (Davies

1976)al |l ege that the river bar goethaeiers ahdranchesofst r i k e
the bridge 6to help ye Barge or trow to pass u
times are | oosned and ye bridg muche damaged.
provided a oO6windel ess 6 a hap the paatméniinetreideffatpton t h e
pass upstream against the current. Damage was also inflicted during the Civil War, when

the 6centre archo was broken, and by ice fl oes
Restoration (Whitehead 1976:29). Green, writing 60 years after its demolition and no

doubt relying on hearsay, i mplies that the O6to
end, but the VCH agrees with Nehemiah Wharton that it was on the middle pier (Page &

Willis-Bund 1924:382). In 1700-02, at the same time as the Fore Gate was taken down,

£400 was spent on bridge repairs, including the demolition of the gate and, according to

Nash, the erection of a 6 w a th © lu \V¥h@iehead 1976:29, Nash 1799:cxv). After Green

had departed for London a movement began to replace the old bridge; an Act of
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Parliament for the purpose was passed in 1768, and the new bridge, on a different site
about 200m downstream of the old, was opened in 1781. This bridge still exists in a
modernised form, but for the period covered by this study, we must re-orientate our

awareness of traffic and movement in the streets of the city towards the original crossing.

Associated with the old bridge wasnghatd Gaadn
Baskerville in 1690 the o6éwater wor ko. Baskervi
Exchequer case statements of 1692 (Davies 1976) r e f e r to the Onew wat e
stanck now lately builté, which were in déye sal
stanck formerly werebd. There had b"%cemurya water
renewed in the 1630s and again in 1689, and successfully providing water to all parts of
the city (Gardner 1994, Hughes 1980a:281). Greends plan shows a c¢h
cal s 6Little Severndéd leading from the arches on
building on the qguaworlkestel laendd &Ciptayr aWaetde rf r om t
narrow island or spit, perhaps t hwastd.notTehde begf fC
of this arrangement was to confine boat traffic on the river to the arches on the western
side of the bridge, which must have caused congestion and increased the current against
which upstream traffic had to contend. All of this was swept away in the years leading up
to the demolition of the old and the completion of the new bridge, and the city water works

were relocated upstream.

The place of the gates and the bridge as the ¢
the city, the passage-points from city to country, were taken in the 18" century by the toll-

gates listed by Green, the result of half a century of road improvement. The first Act to

improve the highways leading to the city was passed as early as 1713": 6 An Act f o
repaiing t he Highway or Road from the City of Wor
declared to be necessary because of &éthe Great
which Daily pass through the said Roaddé, which
Months in every Year . .. 0 We might doubt whet
general claim of damage by heavy traffic was echoed in the next Act, of 1725%, 6f or
repairing sever al roads therein menitlThegoadsd , | e a
6therein mentionedd amount to a complete netwo
miles in every direction. Hence the toll-gates on all the roads listed by Green. Again, the

roads have Obecome ruinous 6, and the/ heavyecarsiages o0 f t h
passing through the same. 0 I n theSuveythgears b

99 Geo. IIl, cap 84
) Anne, Stat. ii. cap. 3, Priv.
1212 Geo. I, cap. 14
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pace of improvement quickened: in the same year, 1725, the 1713 Act was enlarged and

extended to other roads; in 1737 the 1725 Act relating to the Wor cest er 6net wor

extended and applied to other roads; in the meantime, Acts had been passed applying to

other roads in the county, in the north | eadi

repairing and amending several roads leading to and fromthe borough d% Eves

But the main acceleration in highways legislation relating to the county came in the 1740s

and 50s (see Burton & Pearson 1898). In this, as in the <case

substantial change came only with the 18™ century. The two are of course related: as

traffic increased, the medieval gates, to us

The suburbs outside these gates seem to have remained much the same size during this
period, and to have begun to expand substantially only in the later 18" and early 19"
century, when the population of Worcester is supposed to have begun its major
expansion (Whitehead 1989, Page & Willis-Bund 1924:387).

The largest of the suburbs was that outside the Fore Gate, lining the road to the north.
Beyond the <city boponsdtadyorndticeedhnddbempt an) t
predominantly rural parish of Claines, and known, as today, as the Tything of Whistones.

It contained St Oswalds Hospital and the remains of the former Whiteladies nunnery. In
Greends day, and throughout the period under
almost entirely of properties lining the main road; beyond their gardens or back-plots lay

the countryside. In this it conformed to a classic early modern pattern (Roy & Porter
1980:203). Although it did not change very much in extent, it underwent a social
transformation after the Restoration. In the 16™ and earlier 17" century it had been a poor

and overcrowded appendage to the city, the resort of migrants from the countryside
unable to gain access to the c iotug@ swuchaaetyi | y
on the part of the city fathers about lawlessness. As part of the preparations for the siege

of 1646 many houses were demolished to provide a clear field of fire from the defences,

and to deny the besieging troops cover. By the middle of the 18" century Foregate Street

and the Tything had become a preferred residence of wealthier citizens escaping the

congestion of the city proper, and Green describes it in fulsome terms:

dhe north entrance of [Foregate Street] ... is exceeding grand, being a series of
spacious modern-built houses of a long extent, and the street equally spacious from
end to end; well paved and clean; and the view, which is finely terminated by the
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elegant spire of St. Nicholas church, at a due distance, hasamostd el i ght f ul ef f ec

13 12 Geo. I, cap. 20; 10 Geo. Il, cap 5; 13 Geo. |, cap. 14, 13 Geo. |, cap. 15; 1 Geo. ll, cap. 11
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In his later History he pictures it as containing by the
dwelling-houses; and hath of late years been selected as a part where one may enjoy
retirement, without abs o(Geene?og:i, 66agkatedig Rdy&ave of
Porter 1980: 217). And as early as the time of his visit, probably before 1720, Defoe says

t h ahe Ndrth part of the town is more extended and also better builtd , no doubt i

reference to the area of Foregate Street.

The other suburbs were smaller and less well known or documented (Roy & Porter
1980:203). They stood outside the other main entrances to the city: Lowesmoor outside
St Martinbs Gat e, the Sidbury, or Sudbury, s uk

along the London and Tewkesbury roads, adj ace
Commandery, and the small area at the west end of the bridge,cal | ed &é Tur keyd on
pl an, owing parochi al al | e gastaendc ¢ the lwidgeSand C| e me n

separated fr om Silying fiobdrpé& so ntey gtrlbeunldow r ossed by t
The last of these clearly occupied a potentially important position, in terms of trade and
communications. It included the quay on the west bank of the river, and was at the

meeting point of all the roads from Wales and the marches. Property there was described

in a 1717 advertisementtles nrdretimywe satt o diwen tnroyu trh
good a place for hucksters and retaiButmay tr ade,
expansion to take advantage of these evident opportunities must have been limited by the

risk of flooding on the west bank of the river. Beyond, on slightly higher ground, the

settlement of St John in Bedwardine was by the middle of the 18" century to all intents a

suburb of the city, and is included as such on

The vast majority of the population lived inthecitypr oper . Greends plan sh
from these suburbs, of which Foregate Street /Tything was by far the largest, the city was

in the mid 18™ century still more or less defined by the line of its fast disappearing walls, in

this differing little from the shape of the inhabited area drawn by Speed in 1610, when the

walls were still complete (Page & Willis-Bund 1924:387). For Green, the principal streets

were Foregate, High Street and Broad Street, the latter two and the Cross, where they

met , o fmiany relegang and well-furnished shopso |, gi v i anear tikbness to 6

Cheapside, Londond . Cheapside presumably had a nation
elegance, since Green is unlikely by this stage to have visited it. 70 years earlier
Baskerville commented t hat 6t he streets, excenp
bridge, and another thwarting the upper end of this street, are narrow [with] old decayed

buil dingso. The streéee¢ty o oun fpresurdgablyi BuogdeSirgelh st h e

14 WP 434, 18 Oct 1717
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and the other street excluded from his general condemnation the High Street. Celia

Fiennes a few years | at elooks likeavwase well built townooti g ht t h

brick and stoneé , thenstreet§ most of them broad, the buildings some of them are very

good and lofty6 . Perhaps 20 years af t-quotedtctimanentthabef oe r

Worcester wahsobannobétolvdery wel| built City;

is close and old, t he Houses standing too t NMorthpgarfd,

already noted.

Too much reliance should not be placed on travellers impressions, no doubt based on a
fairly brief visit, but they hint at what was going on. In the 16™ and early 17" century, in
tandem with the growth of the clothing industry and the population increase associated
with it, there had been much rebuilding, extensively investigated by Hughes (for example
1980a:269-292, 1992:39-58). This study is fortunately not concerned with whether this
constituted a 6Great Rebuil dingbé, as onc
have put an end to substantial rebuilding, at least for a time. In this context, the war may
be taken as a convenient hiatus, after which a new dispensation emerged. The later 17™
century may be seen as a transitional period, before the major rebuilding of the early 18™
century took off. The buildings in the streets traversed by Baskerville in 1690 and Celia
Fiennes a few years later, producing markedly different reactions, must still have
contained predominantly timber-framed buildings,though with tiled roofs rather than
thatch, following the requirements of city legislation since at least the late 15™ century
(Dalwood & Edwards 2004:342). Even photographic evidence from the late 19™ and 20™
century shows that any transformation from the late medieval and early post-medieval city
to an elegant and sophisticated Georgian one, characterised by brick and stone buildings,
was at best partial, and very patchy (for example see Harrison 2005:16, 38, 39 40, 45, 53,
et passim).

Whitehead (1989), using evidence from the city and cathedral leases, advertisements in
the local newspaper, and other sources, traces what he considers to be an expansion of
building activity from the 1720s until about 1750, followed by a quieter period, before
marked expansion in the later 18™ century, characterised by the subdivision of properties
into tenements and the infilling of spaces formerly occupied by gardens. The salient point
to remember, however, is that until about the middle of the 18™ century, development was
largely confined to the street frontages of the ancient city, consisting of the rebuilding, or
re-fronting, of earlier buildings. Probate inventories and press advertisements give ample
evidence for the existence of structures such as brewhouses, malthouses and stables in

the 6back areaso of p'lcanturg this didinot in genéral amountite

45

e

s a\)
wi t h

Ppr op:¢

| at er



the wholesale infilling of these spaces. No doubt there was some movement in this

direction in the period under review, but even in 1750 we must envisage congested street
frontages, such as Baskervilleds and Defoeds d
deal of open space behindt h e m. Greends plan would tend to
we cannot necessarily take his depiction at face value as far as the detailed arrangement

of buildings and boundaries is concerned, as opposed to the general arrangement of

streets. But his picture seems to be supported by other mapmakers: Currie (1989,
2004:25-35) illustrates his discussion of the historical background to the excavations in

Deansway with reproductions fromDohartyés map of 1742, Broados
of 1779 (see Hughes 1980b:317-318 for details), which, in association with other
documentary evidence, show that the immediate area of those excavations, between

Birdport and the High Street, was not completely filled by tenements and industrial

buildings until well after 1750.

The expansion of building activity, leading to something of a transformation in the years
after 1700, is exemplified in the changes in public buildings and churches in this period.
Perhaps the wealth accumulated in the hands of successful clothiers was by this stage
coming to be devoted to public charitable ends, despite the fact that the trade itself was in
underlying decline. At all events, here again the changes which must have been apparent
to Green in mid-century had taken place only in the 40 or 50 years before his time; the
18" century marks an acceleration in déeVoewn pmen:
H o u s whith afforded nothing worth taking notice of, unless it be how much it wants to
be mended with a new oned , on the assumption that it refe
Hall, must refer to a visit before about 1720 (despite the date of publication of his account
in 1724-6), since the new Town Hall was being built in the early 1720s. Green devotes
much space to a description of it, illustrated by one of his drawings, and reflects the pride
which the citizens felt in their creation, one of the best examples of provincial baroque in
the country. Similarly, three of the cityds cl
Nicholas and St Swithun), and the spire of St Andrews was rebuilt in 1751; to the latter
Green devotes one of his most eulogistic passages. St Mar tinds foll owed th
Greends depar (QGreerel764.@222] Véhitelemd1992). But the Town Hall and
the churches are only the most obvious examples of the new civic and public environment
that Worcester citizens were creating and experiencing. The Fore Gate gave way right at
the beginning of the century to the Workhouse on the eastside™, and Ber kel eydés F

on the west, which still survives. Other almshouses f ol | owe d: Shrewi ngobs

52 & 3 Anne, cap 8, 1703: dct for the erecting a Work-house in the City of Worcester, and for setting the
Poor on Worke there.6 The Workhouse building also housed the hop market. An Act of 1731 (4 Geo. Il, cap.
5) further regulated the arrangement whereby the Guardians of the Poor administered the hop market.
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Tyt hing, Jarvisbés (1722) in Warmstry Slip, and
was merely the culmination of activity which had been going on since the Reformation.

The late 17" century had alsoseenNas h6s (1661) in New Street and
St Oswalds (Whitehead 1976: 75). Non-conformists had established congregations by

the later 17™ century, but their permanent buildings seem mostly to have waited until the

early 18™: the Congregationalists built a chapel in Angel Street in 1708, the Baptists had a

meeting house in Silver Street in the early 18™ century, and the Quaker meeting house

was off Sansome Walk by 1701 (Page & Willis-Bund 1924: 393). Green shows the latter

two on his plan, and also a OMass housed for R
Walk with the Town Ditch. This replaced a short-lived Catholic chapel, in Foregate Street,

used by James Il on his visit in 1687, but subsequently destroyed. Methodism and the
Countess of Huntingdonos Connecti on, t he | att e
Birdport, were later 18" century developments. It is noticeable that, with the exception of

the Congregationalists, these sites are, perhaps unsurprisingly, on the periphery of the

city, outside the walls and in o6privated place
had its local manifestation, although the Infirmary, founded in the 1740s, was housed in

an existing building in Silver Street until the new Infirmary building was erected in 1767-70

(Page & Willis-Bund 1924:392, Lane 1992).

As to the nature of the different parts of the city, Whitehead takes examples from the city

wall, the Blackfriars and the area behind the quays to try to point up changes taking place

during the 18" century. The first of these cases relates to the destruction or
abandonment of the defences during the first part of the century, resulting in the

piecemeal development of a narrow strip of land. For example, the street called the Town

Ditch, bet ween the site of the Fore Gate and S
the mid-century; the li ne of the wal|l bet ween St Martinos
marked by summer houses at the bottom of the gardens of the houses in New Street and

Friar Street, using the elevation to exploit the view over the still undeveloped Blockhouse

fields to the east; and Frog Lane occupied the curving line of the ditch beyond the site of

the castle, in the extreme south, forming a suburban fishing community (Whitehead 1989:

18, Jackson et al. 2002).

The triangular area formerly dominated by the medieval house of the Dominican Friary,
bounded by Broad Street, Dolday, the city wall and Little Angel Lane, was still largely
given over to gardens in the late 17" and early 18" century, but approached by lanes
which themselves became filled with cramped t e

book in 1679 recorded that Friardés Alley cont e
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two, one with three, and three with four hearths (Porter et al. 1983: 53-5, quoted by
Whitehead 1989). Greends plan seems to suggest this
called Blackfriars, was somewhat isolated from the rest of the city, and was home to a
fairly impoverished artisan community, though not as run-down as it later became. As

Whitehead writes:

O0Here in miniature is a story whistedttractsofper hap
the city. The green spaces behind the streets, responding to population growth, were
transformed into alleys and courtyards full of tenemental dwellings which went through
a cycle of decay, refurbishment and finally demolition to make way for warehouses and
workshops as alternative accommodation was provided else wher e f or the <city
c | a s gWwhitehe@d 1989: 21)

The changes to the waterfront and the quays came to a well-developed climax with the

construction of the new bridge and the quays either side of it in the 1770s. But this was

the culmination of many years of investment by the city in improving the quayside. By the

later 18" century, this area had become heavily commercialised, with warehouses and

tenements for the labouring population crowding out residential accommodation for the

middling sort, but in the period under review the balance was probably no different from

many other areas of the city, with a mix of residential and commercial (insofar as it is

possible to make that distinction in a period when the two were not usually physically

separate).

P

Greends reference to the main shopping streets,
the latter leading down to the bridge via Newport Street, recalls his description of the High
Street, which, dvith an uninterrupted length of spacious street, continues to the College
grates, of which, out of London, is not to be found its equal. 6 The hyperbol e ma
be forgiven, but it reminds the modern observer that the High Street until 1792 ended
abrupt |y at the 6Coll ege grates6é, that is the ent
north up the High Street, with Lich Street running off to the east; any traveller making

south had to turn left down this street, then right and left again to Sidbury Gate. The

cutting of College Street in 1792 improved thi.
Endé with the south end of the High Street, rel
plan shows, the precinct was not part of the city. The boundary ran between the porcelain
wor ks, on the riverside, and the Bishopods Pal a
Street, and returned to the river along the line of the former castle ramparts. The

enclave included the cathedral, with its attendant subsidiary buildings and prebendal
houses, the site of the castle, and the church of St Michael in Bedwardine, at the north-

east corner of the cathedral. The | atterds parish more or | ess
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enclave. The castle had had no real military significance since the 14™ century, but the

motte was still t-hhielrled omn sGreademd&s OClaann | e

theearly16"cent ury the cast | eA hoasse of 6ocrdctiomwas buit onwn e 6

the site in 1653, and it housed the county gaol throughout the 18" century (Page & Willis-
Bund 1924: 391).

The exclusi on of t his encl ave meant t hat

consequently attracted tradesmen, who were not freemen, and members of the middle

classes who wished to escape fr o(Whitethbagd 19BX k s o me

13) In this it was similar to the developing suburb of the Tything, equally excluded from
the liberty by reason of being in the parish of Claines. The Precinct itself, therefore,
acquired and retained a distinctive character, as a cathedral close, inhabited by the better
off citizens, and some of the upper reaches of local society . However, this was maodified
by the fact that the city boundary ran down the centre of the surrounding streets (Lich
Street, Sidbury, Edgar Street), so that
valuable lodgement for incoming tradespeople who were not freemen but could thus gain
a foothold in the centre of the city. Plenty of advertisements in the Worcester Postman in
the early 18™ century attest to this attraction’®. Perhaps one of the best known inhabitants
of this part of the city was John Dougharty, the surveyor and mapmaker, and his family,
who lived and ran their business in the Edgar Tower, at the entrance to College Green.
(Smith 1967, 1996)

A final aspect of the changes experienced by the citizens of Worcester should be

mentioned: its position as a centre for soci

centre for county society, an ecclesiastical and legal meeting place, but the 18" century
saw an intensification and widening of this aspect of life. This can be seen reflected in
various ways in the pages of the Worcester Postman; indeed, the success of this paper,
one of the earliest in the country, is itself testimony to the growth of the city as a social
and cultural centre, and even of the emergence of those characteristic 18" century
qgualities which have Dbecome e n(cea Klsinu20(2t &he
paper was, again, a product of the new century. Its earliest editions do not survive, but it
had reached number 193 by March 1713 (New Style). lIts front page proclaimed that it
contained O0the heads of all the remarkabl
all such early newspapers, it was designed not as a vehicle for local news, but to satisfy a

lively local demand for news and information from beyond Worcester. Some local

" Forexample: WP 297, 4 Mar 1715 ( 6San ANMPG67r6MaySL720 thduses ih Sidbine h
and Lich St, both on Sanctuary Side).
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information, mostly in the form of advertisements for house sales and lettings, is present
from the beginning, but only later does this aspect become more prominent, with a wider

circulation'” and a greater variety of services and information.
As Whitehead observes:

6A glance at the aMubsstertlousiahsbaws the stare oftsdcial

activities which were taking place in Worcester in the eighteenth century. It was a city

of concerts, coffee houses, lectures, theatres, exhibitions, bowling greens, drawing

schools and dancing academies. Frequent race meetings had been held there at least

since 1700 and the Three Choirs Festival was born there. ... Compared with this, the

social life of Hereford and Gloucester was decidedly impoverished and only

Shrewsbury approached the city in the quantity and variety of delights that it offered for

thegent eel r esi den {(Véhitehelad 19996) r egi on. 0
This is perhaps a little exaggerated, and it certainly refers to a process which did not
reach its culmination until the later years of the 18" century and the early 19".
Nevertheless, the process was well under way by mid-century. The first theatrical
performance advertised in the Postmanwas i n January 1717, at the
High Street™, the site later in the century of a purpose-built theatre (Griffin et al. 2004:54),
and concerts were staged in the Guild®Hall as
least two coffee houses were in operation by 1740%, and the city had a thriving book

trade from soon after the Restoration (Cooper 1997).

Having thus set the scene by a brief description of what the city looked like and who lived
in it, we may embark upon discovering what pottery was being bought in the city markets

and used in these houses.

YWPp 313, 24 Jun 1715: Printed adieysisSidody, dngalsSbyBwoynann, o6 ne xt
every Saturday, ...,nearStMar t i nds Chur-Mar ket ,t hweh &Croe nal | Country Peopl e
By as early as May 1717 (No 412) the paper was advertised as being available as far afield as Shrewsbury,
Tewkesbury, Hereford, Ludlow, Whitchurch, Stafford, Birmingham and Warwick.

The Postman had changed its name to the Journal by Nov 1732.
Y WP 393, 4 Jan 1717.
®For example: WJ 1708, 26 Mar 1742: a concert o6for the be
L WP 562, 1 Apr 1720: notice from John Dougharty the elder, referringtoth e ¢ ptable in the coffee-
house, near the Town Hallé; WJ 1322, 25 Oct -Hodsg;®]J Est at e
1506, 5 May 1738: Properties i n thbuse WJ1V0B, 26 Mar 1¥42: aucti oned
concertticketst o be had at o6Mous MooMoOs Hdaehbojueseed,s .Co.f foee
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Chapter 3

Pottery Groups - Introductory

This Chapter acts as a precursor and introduction to the detailed analysis and discussion
of the pottery from Worcester to be found in Chapter 4. It explains the approach adopted
and the methods used to arrive at a tentative ceramic chronology for the city in the
century from 1650 to 1750, as an objective prior to the juxtaposition of this chronology

with that for other kinds of objects, obtained from probate inventories.

Previous Work

The search for pottery to examine in this enterprise must begin from a review of published
archaeological work on early modern ceramics from Worcester. Before doing so it is
perhaps worth entering a disclaimer about Worcester porcelain. The following account
deliberately ignores publications concerned with the origins and development of the
porcelain industry from 1750 onwards. There are innumerable publications, mostly with

an art-historical slant, but including some with some archaeological relevance (eg Owen

1997, 1998), bearing on t his aspect of Wstudyci® st er 0 s

concerned with the part played by pottery in the material culture of Worcester households
in the century leading up to 1750. Even in the later 18" century the products of the
Worcester porcelain factory were luxury items only to be found in the houses of the
wealthy, and mainly not in Worcester itself. Those products, except for wasters from the
factory site (Sandon 1979, Sandon & Sandon 1980), are in practice archaeologically

invisible.

References to post-medieval ceramics in Worcester are almost non-existent in a literature
which until the 1980s was overwhelmingly concerned with Roman and medieval
archaeology. When later post-medieval material (after about 1650) is considered, the
picture is even more sparse. The publication of the important volume 6 Me d i
Worcester: an ar chaeol ogi c anl 198D (Cames 0980Q) kad be taken as the
beginning of a more systematic attempt to include the whole range of post-medieval types

within the purview of local archaeology. Although concerned primarily with the medieval

eval

period, it included a chapter (Morris 1980) on 6 Me d i e v anlediesah gbttey s t
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Worcesteri a type seriesbod, which attempted to
forms into the 17" and 18" century, including, for example, Midlands Yellow wares,
Midlands Purple, imported stonewares, North Devon wares, slipwares, English
stonewares and tin-glazed wares, and even later 18" century @reme (sic) waresé The
series is based upon the material recovered from the Sidbury excavations, undertaken in
advance of the construction of City Walls Road, adjacent to Sidbury Gate. The latest
period recognized by the series is Period Y, which Morris dates to ¢.1680-1730, still
including a far ' y | arge proportion of what ar e

Table 4 (1980:233), listing the post-medieval wares, includes a few types which postdate

exten

cal

that period. Although Period Y extends to 1730, i t is conceded that

sequence is interrupted at this point [ie the latter part of the 17" century] until the
nineteenth-t we nt i et h(Moroie 108027y 6Presumably this means that although
the main sequence ends before 1700, enough essentially intrusive material was present
to enable the type series to be extended, at least in outline. However this may be, this
publication represents so far the only such series relating to the city of Worcester, as
opposed to the county as a whole (for which see Hurst & Rees 1992, Hurst 1994). A
small early 17" century pit-group from the Sidbury site containing some distinctive and
exotic pieces was separately published (Morris 1978). Also as a result of the construction
of City Walls Road which gave rise to the major excavation in Sidbury, other smaller
investigations were pursued along the line of the city wall. In the course of this activity a
small late 18™ century assemblage emerged adjacent to the wall and was included in the
relevant chapter o{Ben@Gatdd8®.r 6s 1980 report

Morris (1980) refers to earlier published work, the result of isolated finds and the
enthusiasm of individuals, particularly Whitehouse (1960, 1962, 1963a, 1963b), and
Barton (1966, 1969). Whi t ehouseds s er i-6€3%in tlefTramsactioessof tree f
Worcestershire Archaeological society are the first traceable published account of
assemblages which extend fully into the 18™ and in one case the early 19" century. Most
of these are unstratified groups recovered from building operations, but two are from
apparently defined contexts on the site of the medieval Whiteladies Nunnery, described
as 6Gpasths 6, one containing Oapproximately
The first Whitehouse dates to ¢.1760-90 and the second to the early 19" century.

Barton (1966) reported on a group from Nudix Court, excavated in the 1950s, and drew

ed

6a

1960

320

attention t o t wo mainly sixteenth century ty
conventionally called Cistercian war e s . Bartonés 1969 report
Worcestershire Archaeological Soci et yBarkerol ume

1969) whi ch reported on the results of extevation
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extensive rebuilding of parts of the city centre in the 1960s. It is again concerned with
6Tudor Greend and Cistercian wares, wi t h
as Malvernian, or what Morris calls Malvern Chase wares. These are all types whose
currency does not extend much beyond the mid-17" century. The excavations reported
by Barker (1969) did, however, produce a pottery group from a well in Broad Street which

was not published at the time but is of interest for the present study.

In the 1980s and 90s there was no marked acceleration in the publication of later post-
medieval pottery from Worcester. A note appeared in 1986 (Hurst 1986) o n al 16 iM=&a
sherd, also from an excavation in the Sidbury area in 1980. The report on the major
multi-period excavation at Deansway in 1988-89, did not appear until 2004, and although
the excavation produced a very large quantity of later post-medieval material, this was not
included in the publication (Dalwood & Edwards 2004), for reasons of economy and
space. More recently there has been an increase in the pace of recovery of later post-
medieval pottery, although not yet in its publication. An exception to this was the
important 18" century assemblage from City Arcade, just off the High Street (Griffin
2004a).

Other more recently reported assemblages include a possibly late 17" century deposit
found in a medieval chamber attached to the Chapter House of the cathedral (Crawford
1998, Thomas 1999, Crawford & Guy 2000). In Sansome Street an assemblage has
been reported from the area i rNaptlthn 2006eJhcpbs
2005), and in the near vicinity a small collection from Sansome Place (Miller et al. 2000).
An assemblage of 357 sherds of post-medieval material was included in the report of
small-scale excavation and other fieldwork undertaken at 37-55 Friar Street, just inside

the former Sidbury Gate and against the rear of the city wall (Jackson et al. 2002).

Just outside the city wall to the north an apparently substantial deposit was recovered as
part of a programme of excavation and investigation on the site of the new Police Station
in Castle Street (Edwards et al. 2002), including 6éa range of
dating from the sixteenth century onwards with a dominance of those of late seventeenth
to eighteenth-centur y  d(Bdwards et al. 2002: 126). This material came from a series
of post-medieval pits and were noted but not reported, since the project design
concentrated on the Roman archaeology. More recently, excavations in Newport Street
in 2005 have produced substantial post-medieval deposits (Davenport & Dalwood
forthcoming), and excavations in and around the surviving buildings of the medieval
hospital known as the Commandery, outside Sidbury Gate, has recently recovered pottery

of 17" and 18" century date (Miller et al. 2007), which is of particular interest, since it can
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be related to a specific house and family. The City of Worcester Historic Environment
Record was consulted, and some of the sources listed above resulted from that search. It
is obviously more difficult to identify possible sources of post-medieval pottery where
there has been no report on the results of excavation. The Worcestershire Archaeological
Newsletter for 1971 refers in a brief note to an ongoing excavation in New Street

(Reynolds 1971) which was reported as producing post-medieval material.
Choice of sites and groups

The location of the above sites is shown on the map at Figure 4. Having established a
reasonably complete list of possible sources of post-medieval pottery for study, the
question arises how to choose specific sub-sets of the overall set of known post-medieval
pottery sources for Worcester, on the assumption that it is not possible, desirable or

necessary to study the entirety of the set. The choice rests on the following desiderata:
1. The avoidance of over-reliance on one site;

2. The desirability of a distribution of sites over the area covered by the city and its

suburbs in the period under review (see Chapter 2);

3. Finding quantities of pottery, both overall and in particular contexts, sufficient to
justify drawing at least provisional conclusions about the pottery in use in the city

at the time;

4. Finding contexts producing assemblages of pottery from the period under review

which are ideally uncontaminated by earlier or later material,
5. The necessity to confine the collection of data to a manageable timescale.

In considering the interaction of these factors, it was clear that the Deansway site would
play a major role, simply because of the wealth of material which it has produced. The
question of choice then resolved itself into which other sites could be used to add to the
evidence from Deansway, so as to produce a hypothetically more complete picture, in
terms of both geographical and chronological spread. As the above review suggests, the
possibilities are in practice quite limited. The sources eventually used are listed in Table
3.

These sources were searched to produce a serie
substantial quantities of later post-medieval pottery from well-defined single
archaeological contexts, or stratigaphically-linked contexts, which would go some way

towards satisfying desiderata 3 and 4 above. In practical terms, this meant a search for
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contexts such as cesspits, wells and large rubbish pits into which quantities of

contemporary material could be expected to have found their way.

Some justification is necessar y?ihthiswag patheroac hi n
than, say, taking all the pottery from a site and sifting out the later post medieval material,
without very much regard for specific contexts
report might do. It could be argued that the |
all the possible types of pottery present. The answer is that, in the first place, such an
approach, if used for any one of the large sites such as Deansway, Sidbury or Newport
Street, would produce a mass of material which would leave little space for material from
anywhere else. It would also result in repetition and duplication. Secondly, and more
important, the intention was not to write an excavation report but to tell a story which
linked this material with at least some of the other contents of 17" and 18™ century
households. In this endeavour it was important to try to discover groups which were near,
both temporally and spatially, wemsométenglke oi nt o
what might have been thrown away in the 17™ or 18™ century, without any subsequent
disturbance. Int hi s way it might be possi brdieidudlygtoét el | 1t
guard against the danger that quantification and assessment was carried out at too high a
level in the process, without regard to the differences between deposits. For this reason,
the quantification and description offered for each group in Chapter 4 includes in each
case an interpretation of that group alone, before reaching in Chapter 5 a discussion

which brings together the results as a whole.

To return to the sources, as far as Broad Street and the Cathedral were concerned, there
was only one relevant context. For the other sites a choice had to be made. In those
cases other than Deansway, some explanation is offered in the relevant place in Chapter

4. The Deansway excavation requires a little further background.

The Deansway excavation was the largest single excavation ever undertaken in
Worcester. It was carried out in 1988-9 by the then Hereford and Worcester
Archaeological Service in advance of the construction of the Crowngate shopping centre,
in the area between Deansway and the High Street. It was thus in a central area of the
medieval and early modern city. The results of this project were published in a major
report in 2004, covering the development of settlement from the prehistoric period until
about 1600 (Dalwood & Edwards 2004). As far as the pottery sequence is concerned, the
report included a full discussion of the Roman, medieval and early post-medieval material

(that is, up to the early 17" century), but the later post-medieval pottery was not included.

2 Hereafter used without quotation marks in this defined sense.
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A note was added to the effect that it constit
add significantly to the understanding of both regional and national industries, and to the
understanding of the di qBryant2004t329 n of i mported v

The Deansway excavation area was divided into five sites; all of the selected pottery
groups have been taken from Site 2, which was in the area between the Countess of
Huntingdonés Chapel (still extant) and Bull En
precursor of the modern Deansway) and the High Street (see Figure 5). This followed
advice that the records for this site were particularly full and accurate. The context
records and finds sheets for all the potentially later post medieval contexts for this site (in
effect those in the sequence 15000-16999) were examined, and a number identified
which appeared to offer the best chance of containing large, well defined closed later post
medieval pottery groups. These are those listed in Chapter 4 as DW1, DW2, DW3, DW6,
DW7 and DW8. Those initially labelled as DW4 and DW5 were smaller and apparently
less likely to be homogeneous, and were not pursued in view of the need to satisfy

desideratum 5 above.

Other sites mentioned above which were known to have produced later post-medieval

pottery were considered but omitted for the following reasons:

New Police Station, Castle Street (Edwards et al. 2002)

The excavation of this site, following site evaluation, concentrated on Roman deposits,

but it nevertheless exposed a Oser-westernpmat | ar ge
of the areab, which émay have been quarriesbo.
building and domestic material, including a good assemblage of well-preserved post-

medi ev al pottery in a wi dEdwardsetiale2092: 186). 1228 br i ¢ s
sherds of 6post medi ev al and modern potterybod
material revealed that, although these pits contained much later post medieval pottery,

their filling must have taken place in the 19" century at the earliest, since they also

contained a large quantity of later industrially produced ceramics. They did not seem,

therefore, to provide the opportunity to examine a substantial well-defined group

deposited in the period 1650-1750.

Warner Cinemas, Friar Street (Jackson et al. 2002)
Small-scale excavation and other fieldwork were undertaken in 1997-2000 in advance of
the construction of a cinema complex in an area abutting the city wall. It was reported

that 357 sherds of postme di eval pottery were recovered, the
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medi eval red sandy wared. However, it was ap

groups present.

Queen Street and Whiteladies Nunnery (Whitehouse 1962)

Whitehouse reported the recovery of post medieval pottery from two sites. The first, in

Queen Street, adjacent to St Ni chol asds, chur ct
unstratified, which he thought dated to the period ¢ 1630 i 1720 (Whitehouse 1962: 34).

The second arose from an excavation on the site of the Whiteladies nunnery in the

Tything, to the north of the For egat e, and was dpisctd] bedntaasi m
6approximately 320 shesld906f tHeafpetiuodtel L76¢C

proved possible to locate these collections.

New Street (Reynolds 1971)

This excavation was not published; a brief note in the Worcestershire Archaeology

Newsletter for 1971 is the only reference. A collection of pottery which apparently comes

from this site remains in the Cit patioMegheveed més ho
that it contains a large quantity of pottery of 17" and 18" century date. There are,

however, no records which tie the sherds to identifiable contexts, or, for that matter,

explain the marking system used. Not all of the sherds are marked. It was not possible,

therefore, to identify discrete groups

Sidbury (Carver 1980, Morris 1980)

Reference is made above to the publicaton 6 Me di e v a l Worcester: An
Frameworkd . Thi s i ncluded a type series for O6medi e\
Worcester 6, arising from the excavations in Si

excavation in the city. The series obviously concentrates on the medieval material, but
includes some coverage of the late 17" and early 18" centuries (period Y). However, the
seriation diagram (Carver 1980: 171, Fig 52) clearly shows that after the middle of the 17"
century only a few single examples of vessels were present. Consequently, the present

study, while taking account of the type series, has not re-examined this material.

Newport Street (Davenport & Dalwood forthcoming)

This excavation, on an area inside the walls of the city and close to the river and the pre-
1780 bridge, and concentrated on the later medieval and post medieval levels, produced
material which is relevant to this study, but the assemblage was not available for study at

the appropriate time.
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Recording the groups

This section outlines the processes used to record the selected groups. For the details of

the classification system used see Appendix 1.

The basic unit of record is the sherd family, or the nuclear sherd family, (Orton et al. 1993:
172), that is the maximum number of sherds from the same pot in the same context that
can be reliably associated together, either by establishing a clear join or by judging that
the similarity of fabric, glaze, decoration and form of the sherds concerned makes it
decisively more likely than not that they belong to the same vessel. It has to be
recognised that this judgment is subject to error. In the present case a conservative
position has been adopted: only those groups of sherds which show clear joins or obvious
similarities have been associated into families. This approach inevitably produces a large
number of single-sherd families, and thus tends to maximise the estimate of the number
of vessels represented in any assemblage, but the view here is that this is a more
defensible position than a minimum figure based on possibly dubious associations. This
observation emphasises the need to avoid the use of any single estimate of quantity;
hence the use of both sherd count and vessel equivalent in the tables, and the recording
of weights and rim or base diameter, where present, in the accounts of the groups. For
the obvious reason that using weight takes no account of the massive differentials

between fabric types, weight has not been used to calculate proportions of types within a

group.

The items of information shown in the recording sheet at Figure 6 were noted for each
family. This list is based on that used in the Worcestershire Historical Environment and
Archaeology Service (hereafter WHEAS) pottery recording database, and also after
considering the items listed by Orton et al (1993) and the Medieval Pottery Research
Group (Slowikowski et al. 2001) as part of their recommended recording systems. It has
been devised in order to support the objects of the present enquiry, which include the
desire to tell as ful |y dhe seleaes poitdoyl goups. hHrkis
desire is related to the objective of using quantified data as one way of approaching the
place which material goods played in early modern households. The list is therefore
perhaps more detailed than that normally used for producing a pottery report, with the
intention that as much information as reasonably possible can be extracted from a limited

number of groups:

Many of the items are self-explanatory, but others demand some explanation:
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Maximum thickness: This is the maximum thickness of the body of the pot, at least as
exhibited by the fragment represented by the sherd family. It tries to ignore thickening
around rims and bases. This provides additio

vessel.

Estimated vessel equivalent (eve): T h e? caleulatmrdattempts to provide a reliable
way of comparing the composition of assemblages of pottery, in terms of the
proportions of different categories within them. The figure is derived from the recorded
rim and/or base measurements, and at the level of the family is simply the total of the
fragments of rim or base, recorded as percentages from the radius chart and
expressed as fractions of 1.00, so that the nearer the figure for any family is to 1.00,
the more of that pot is said to be present (Orton et al. 1993: 171-2). In the present
study, where both rim and base sherds are present, and there are in consequence two
totals, the greater total has been used. Eve figures for individual families are then
used to derive totals for fabric types and groups. In assemblages with low
completeness the opportunity for deriving eves is limited, since the less chance there is
of a piece of rim or base surviving for measurement. In these circumstances, an eve
resulting from the measurement of a limited number of surviving rims or bases, and
taking no account of the | arge number of O6bod
of which do not survive, must result in an underestimation of the number of vessels of
at least some types which are represented. Added to this, if a combination of rim and
base measurements is used, as here, further possibilities of distortion are introduced:
for example, some vessels, notably press-moulded dishes, do not have a base which
can be measured. In some cases the fragment of rim or base surviving is not large
enough to permit the estimation of diameter and consequently vessel equivalent. Eves
cannot be taken to mirror tkedcoOmposihtei srencfe
proportions of wares present in any real household at any point in time), because of
the variability in life-span of different wares and forms. They can be used, with
circumspection, to compare the composition of different groups, on the assumption that

that variability, although unknown, remains constant (Orton et al. 1993: 167).

Alphabetic mnemonic code: Alphabetic codes for fabric types have been invented to
serve as mnemonics when referring to particular types. There is an added advantage,
in that sub-divisions of broad categories can be clearly denoted by adding letters to a

base mnemonic (for example, BLW for Blackware, BLWCR for Blackware with a cream

% Hereafter eve, omitting quotation marks.

63



coloured fabric). These mnemonics have been used in compiling the type series at

Appendix 1.

Abrasion index: A simple three-stage progression has been used, in order to help in

the assessment of residuality:

1 = None
2 = Moderate
3 = Severe

Description and Comment: Description has been used to provide additional information
on form and to suggest possible forms for the vessel concerned. Further comments

are included where some extra feature of the sherd family seems to call for it.

Form: Figure 7 is a list of forms relevant to later post-medieval pottery. The intention
was to include enough descriptions to cover all likely eventualities, and to use as far as
possible names which might have meant something to people in the 17" and 18"
centuries. The O0Descript i ve menads ésuding ana gligtiagsishings o
between the categories. The list was drawn up in advance of recording, and using
names from a wide variety of published and other sources; in practice only a limited

number of the forms listed have been used.

Glaze indicator: This is intended to indicate the extent of glazing:

1 = None (unglazed)

2 = Interior only

3 = Exterior only

4 = Interior and exterior

This indicator can strictly only apply to the sherd family being recorded. It may be that
other parts of the vessel not present in the group would exhibit different characteristics.
However, the assumption is made that, at any rate by the late 17™ century, and for
most ceramic types, the vessel as a whole would, were it all present, be coded in the

same way.

Decoration: Ei t her O6Nonebo or a brief indicat.i

moulded, painted, incised, etc).

Draw & Photo

Reference to any relevant drawings or photographs.
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No Form type Descriptive notes

1 Bowl

2 Slop bowl

3 Jug With handle and lip; incl &bew
4 Plate

5 Dish Deeper than plate, with or wi
6 Butterpot/straight sided storage

7 Pan/pancheon Wide éconed shape

8 Dripping dish

9 Cup 1 handle

10 Teapot

10A Teapot lid

11 Saucer

12 Jar Neck narrower than b/pot; with or without handle, no lip
13 Tea bowl No handle

14 Mug Straight sided, 1 handle

15 Gorge Globular/sub-globular, 1 handle

16 Tureen

17 Sauceboat

18 Bottle Excl Bartmann, with base

19 Bartmann bottle With facemask and/or escutcheon

20 Candlestick

21 Coffeepot

22 Coffee can With or without handle

23 Salt

24 Tea canister

25 Barberds/ bl eedi

26 Chamber pot

27 Posset pot

28 Porringer

29 Tyg More than 1 handle; trumpet shape?

30 2-handled cup Other than tyg

31 Puzzle jug

32 Goblet/chalice Drinking vessel with stem & foot; no handle
33 Capuchin 1 handle, flared upper part

34 Strainer I ncl 6col ander d

35 Vase/flower pot

36 Beaker Mug without handle

37 Flask Bottle without base

38 Pipkin Globular or sub-globular, more than 2 feet
39 Drug jar Larger than ointment pot; ing
40 Ointment pot Smaller than drug jar

41 Saggar

42 Handle (unattributable)

43 Lid (unattributable)

44 Cream/milk jug

45 Fuddling cup

46 6Bear jugb

47 Skillet Straight handle, with or without feet

48 Chafing dish

49 Frying pan Wider than skillet, no feet

50 Costrel Bottle or flask with pierced lugs for carrying
51 Baking/serving dish? Shallow, straight-sided

52 Tankard Mug shape, but larger

53 Loving cup Large, flared upper half, two handles

97 Flatware (unspecified)

98 Hollow ware (unspecified)

99 Unknown

Figure 77 Pottery Forms
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The detailed record for each group is contained in files on a disc appended to this thesis.
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Chapter 4

Pottery Groups - Analysis

This chapter reports data from the examination and recording of later post-medieval

pottery groups from the sites in the city of Worcester shown in Table 3.

The data is arranged as a series of accounts of the selected groups, in a standardised
format which attempts to provide both a quantified and a descriptive appreciation of the
fabrics and forms present, the dating of the deposit and of the pottery within it, and the
interpretation, in terms of the likely circumstances of its deposition and the reasons for its
composition. The accounts of the individual groups are followed in Chapter 5 by a
discussion of the tentative chronology of fabrics and forms in Worcester during this

period.

The accounts should be read in association with Table 4 - a summary of all groups, in
descending order of completeness (eve per family), showing totals for sherd count,

weight, eves, families and recognisable forms.

Each group has been quantified, and the account of each is accompanied by a set of four

tables:

1 Basic statistics: Numb er of shercbsunft{ 63 herTot aherd
weight; Estimated vessel equivalent (eve); Number of sherd families; Mean sherds
per family; Mean weight per family; Minimum weight per family; Maximum weight

per family; Median weight per family; Vessel equivalent per family.

2 Analysis by fabric type: Number of sherds, number of sherd families, weight, and
vessel equivalent, divided according to individual fabric types in the type series
(Appendix 1).

3 Analysis by broad fabric class: Proportions of the principal broad classes of

material (BLW, CD, etc), by sherd count, by weight and by eve.

4 Analysis by form: Numbers of sherd families sub-divided by form, with a listing of

the fabrics in which those forms are present in the group.
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lllustrations, in the form of drawings and colour photographs of selected vessels, are
placed between this Chapter and Chapter 5. References to them are included in
Chapters 5, 6 and 7.

Group DW1 (see Table 5)

Context

The group comes from Deansway, site 2, context (15018), which was interpreted as the
fildl of -oottomed pit,acdntext [fLI0EOT, with channel leading from SE corner to
NW corner of c e s s”p(see Figuré B)0O Zhk pibappeared to have been cut to

drain and empty the cess-pit, which was then re-used. The contents of (15018) included

6moderated amounts of mortar, brick andetile,
said to be 6cess and rubbish depositd; the obto
rubble. o There was Omore rubble near base, a
appeared to have been deliberately blwasked. d

interpreted as Oprobably a seait). 0ohegecordtishe r e st
ambiguous as to whether the excavator thought the cesspit had simply been drained into
pit [15019], or drained and emptied as well, but the assumption seems to have been that

it was emptied.

Contamination of the fil!]l was said to be o0l owb
definition of the ©pit was O6slightly wvague. 0
represents the cleaning of the entire site, following machining, to provide definition of
features, so that it cannot be regarded as O6se
doubt truncated. The other finds from this context are substantial; 156 fragments of clay

pipe, some brick and tile, metalwork including nails and iron slag, and large amounts of

glass and bone. The clay pipe is referred to below.

Fabrics and Quantities

The group is very fragmented: the average sherd weight is 24.7g, but the median sherd
weight per family 13g. Equally, the group exhibits low completeness: the vessel
equivalent per family is only 0.13. The eve of 15.74 is based on 47 families (out of 121)
where measurable rims or bases survived. The number of vessels represented therefore
lies somewhere between about 16 and 121, but there are certainly far more than 16

vessels represented.

# Quotations and information relating to contexts in this and subsequent Deansway accounts are taken from
the Context and Finds Records held by the Worcestershire Historic Environment and Archaeology Service.
Square brackets [ ] denote cuts and round brackets () denote fills.
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Table 57 Group DW1

Table 5.1 - DW1 - Basic statistics

Sherd No 319

Total weight 7882¢g

Mean sherd weight 24.79

Vessel equivalent (eve) 15.74

Sherd families 119

Mean sherds per family 2.64

Mean weight per family 65.1g

Min sherd weight per fam 1.0g

Max sherd weight per fam 1086.0g

Median sherd weight per fam 13.0g

Vessel equivalent per fam 0.13

Table 5.2 - DW1 - Fabric types®
Sh | Fam Eve
No No Wit

BLWCF(S) Blackware, coarse fabric, slipped 3 3 48 | 0.22
BLWCR Blackware, cream fabric 6 2 139 | 0.43
BLWLHF(S) Blackware, late hard fired, slipped 8 1 176 | 0.53
BLWLHF(U) Blackware, late hard fired, unslipped 57 16 | 1786 | 2.27
BUFSL(BG) Buff ware, slipped, brown glaze 12 3 295 | 1.07
CDMARB Coarse domestic, marbled fabric 1 1 113 | 0.09
CDPF Coarse domestic, paler fabric 3 2 104 | 0.11
CDRF Coarse domestic, red fabric 2 2 223 | 0.16
CDRRU Coarse domestic, refined red unglazed 4 1 72| 0.18
CDSB Coarse domestic, sandy brown 1 1 62 | 0.13
CISTERC Cistercian ware 8 6 71| 0.74
MED Medieval 13 13 103 | 0.00
MMWB Manganese mottled ware, buff fabric 34 6 740 | 1.53
MMWP Manganese mottled ware, pink fabric 4 3 19 | 0.09
MYWCR Midlands yellow ware, cream fabric 2 2 3| 0.00
NDGT North Devon gravel tempered ware 29 10 | 1914 | 1.77
NHEREFA7 North Herefordshire (Vince A7) 3 3 190 | 0.55
PORCH Porcelain, Chinese import 2 1 5| 021
ROM/MED Roman/Medieval 2 2 34 | 0.00
ROMAN Roman 2 2 15| 0.00
SLRO(YT) Slipware, early, red/orange, yellow trailed 3 3 66 | 0.21
SLWB(YB) Slipware, buff fabric, yellow/brown lined 2 1 5| 0.00
SLWPMI(YB) Slipware, pink micaceous, yellow/brown lined 4 3 80| 0.16
SLWYF(DOTS) | Slipware, yellow fabric, 'dots’ 2 1 5| 0.00
STN2 Stoneware, type 2 15 4 266 | 0.32
STN2(DB) Stoneware type 2, dipped base 28 2 525 | 2.00
STNNOT(NW) | Stoneware, Nottingham/Derby, no white line 1 2 10 | 0.00
STNWEST Stoneware, Westerwald 14 5 281 | 0.65
TGEINC(B) Tin-glazed, with inclusions, buff 49 16 497 | 1.87
WSGS(D) White salt-glazed stoneware, dipped 4 1 33| 0.45
WSGS(U) White salt-glazed stoneware, undipped 1 1 2| 0.00
319 | 119 7882 | 15.74

?® For fabric type mnemonics in the Tables and text 8gpendix 1
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Table 5.3 - DW1 - Fabric class

Sh No % Wt % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 74| 23.2 | 2149 | 27.3 3.45| 21.8
Coarse Domestic (CD) 11 3.4 574 7.3 0.67| 4.3
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0| 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Mottled ware (MMW) 38| 11.9 759 9.6 1.62 | 10.3
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 2| 0.6 3] 0.0 0.00| 0.0
North Devon (ND) 29 9.1 | 1914 | 24.3 1.77 | 11.3
Slipware (SL/SLW) 11 3.5 156 2.0 0.37 2.4
Stoneware (STN) 58 | 18.2 | 1082 | 13.7 297 | 18.9
Tin-glaze (TGE) 49 | 154 | 497 | 6.3 1.87 | 11.9
White salt-glaze (WSG) 5 1.6 35| 04 045| 2.9
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 17 5.3 152 1.9 0.00| 0.0
Other 25 7.8 561 | 7.2 257 | 16.2
Total 319 7882 15.74
Table 5.4 - DW1 - Forms
E(;rm Description No FABRICS
1 Bowl 2 | NDGT 1 | TGEINC(B) |1
5 Dish 5 | SLRO(YT) 2 | SLWB(YB) 1 | SLWPMI(YB) |2
6 Butterpot/str-sided 2
storage BLWCF(S) 1 | BLWLHF(U) |1
7 Pan/pancheon 2 | CDRF 1 | CDSB 1
13 Tea bowl 2 | TGEINC(B) 2
14 Mug 10 | STN2 3 STN2(DB) 2 STNWEST 4
WSGS(U) 1
15 Gorge 1| STNWESTU) |1
26 Chamber pot 10 | BLWLHF(U) 3 | MmwB 1 | TGEINC(B) 6
27 Posset 2 | BLWCR 1 BUFSL(BG) 1
30 2-handled cup 1 | BLWLHF(S) 1
35 Vase/flower pot 1 | TGEINC(B) 1
39 Drug jar 1 | TGEINC(B) 1
42 Handle (unattrib) 2 | BLWCF(S) 1 | MMWB 1
98 Hollow ware (unspec) 48 | BLWCF(S) 1 | BLWLHF(U) | 11 | BUFSL(BG) 2
CDMARB 1 CDPF 2 CDRF 1
CDRRU 1 CISTERC 5 MED 2
MMWB 4 MMWP 3 NDGT 3
NHEREFA7 2 PORCH 1 SLRO(YT) 1
SLWYF(DOTS
) 1 STN2 2 STNNOT(NW) | 1
TGEINC(B) 3 WSGS(U) 1
99 Unknown 30 | BLWCR 1 BLWLHF(U) 1 CISTERC 1
MED 11 | MYWCR 2 NDGT 6
NHEREFA7 1 ROM/MED 2 ROM 2
SLWPMI(YB) | 1 | TGEINC(B) | 2
119
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Figure 8 Sketch plan of relationship between [15019], containing

DW1, [15021], containing DW3, and [15231], containing DW8
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Figure 97 Sketch plan of [15021], containing DW3,
reversed to align with Fig 8 above
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The main broad categories of wares present are: Blackware, mottled wares, North Devon
gravel-tempered ware, tin-glazed wares, and various forms of stoneware. Despite its
visual prominence in any assemblage of which it forms part, slipware (either SL or SWL
types) is not very significant in this assemblage when measured by any of the
conventional methods. Concentrating on vessel equivalent as the only unbiased measure
when comparing different assemblages, it can be seen that Blackwares and stoneware
each account for approximately a fifth of the assemblage, with North Devon wares and
tin-glaze together making up another fifth, and mottled wares about a tenth. Neither white

salt-glazed stonewar e nor 0 Co awaes ardvermn signtficantlyp represented.

However , if CD and NDGT are added together,

which would be quite reasonable as an alternative grouping, they would amount to 15.6%
of the eves. Other alternative groupings are of course possible. For example, the fabrics
of BLWCR and MMWB are essentially the same; they would if combined come to 12.4%

of the eves.

Within the broad categories, it can be noted that by far the greater proportion of the
Blackwares is taken up by hard fired iron rich fabrics, with a smooth black glaze. All the
North Devon sherds are gravel tempered, with no gravel free fabrics. The stonewares
can be divided into imported Westerwald mugs (perhaps four or five) and brown English
mugs with, in at least two cases, a base rilled and dipped in white slip (identical to the

large number of such mugs in Group BRD1). The tin-glazed wares include some with

blue decoration, and one 6édrug jardé, very

There is a total of 17 Roman and medieval sherds (5.3% of the total), but these do not
impact on the eves, since they are all small body sherds, with a mean weight of only 9g;
this would be consistent with their status as residual in a later assemblage. Equally, the
eight 0Cisterciand6 sherds,ightwand the tao vene small

Midlands Yellow sherds, can also be counted as archaeologically residual.

Forms

Of 121 sherd families, 80 (66%) are recorded as unattributed handles, unspecified hollow
ware, or unknown (that is, too small to judge even whether the sherd was part of a hollow
or a flatware vessel). Of the remainder, there are at least 11 mugs, of which five are
straight-sided brown stoneware mugs, four &éstandardd West
globular Westerwald type, and one in dipped white salt-glaze. 10 chamber pots can be
identified, six in plain tin-glaze, three Blackware and one mottled ware. There are
perhaps five slipware dishes represented, but only by small fragments. Other forms are

represented by smaller numbers of typical forms (butterpot, bowls, pancheons). The one
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6 v a s e 0 ;decorated hin-glaze, is only tentatively identified as such. Part of the lid of a
typical 18" century stoneware O6bear jarao, wi tvds
found with the rest of the finds; unfortunately, it has not been marked and its unequivocal

association with the rest of the group cannot be assumed.

Date

White salt-glazed stoneware, an introduction of the 1720s (Noel-Hume 1980), is barely
present. Of only two families, one is a mug in a dipped grey fabric, with a brown rim, the
body of which is very similar to that of the brown stoneware mugs. Although the dipped

ware has been regarded as a chronological precursor of the fully developed ware, the two

decor

in fact persisted in parallel, the dipped ware being used particularly f o r 6coarse ta\

mugs 0, so that it is unsafe to rely on this as

represented by a single small body sherd of fully developed white salt-glazed ware, with
sprigged decoration, which must date from later than 1725 or so. There is no creamware,
even its early versions, or other refined developments of the mid to late eighteenth

century.

The other wares are not amenable to close dating, though the mottled wares are perhaps
indicative of a date early in the eighteenth century. Overall, a date range of 1720-50

seems as far as it is possible to go.

The information from the clay pipes supports that conclusion. The latest forms are similar
to Broseley type 7 (Oswald 1975 :50), dating from 1720 to 1770. Of these, two have
initials in circles on the side of the bowl, neither of which is very clear, but appear to be 1B
and IS. B could be the Broseley maker John Bradley (c1740-60); IS is not listed by
Oswald for Broseley in the eighteenth century. Both could be Bristol marks, since this
form of mark was common in Bristol and the West, and there is a large number of
possible eighteenth century Bristol makers with these initials. The clearest date indication

is a Broseley type 5 with the mark of Thomas Overley, whose son was born in 1732.

Interpretation

I f the excavatorsoé interpretati on ontainibghte
assemblage was the result of cleaning out (both draining and emptying) the adjacent
brick-b ui | t cesspit, at |l east one Oeventod i
contents of the pit were originally contained in the cesspit, and the final deposit was a
single event. It could also be said that the discard of rubbish, including the pottery, in the

cesspit was incidental to the purpose of the cesspit, and must have taken place over the
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6working | ifebd of t hwe bgen deaned outtmorenthay onocef ltsour s e

possible that the &écleaning outdé took place

open, with more material being added to that which had been cleared out of the cesspit.

Unfortunately, since these contexts were the first to be excavated, below the levels
removed mechanically, and after cleaning the site to define features, it cannot be said
how these features were sealed. It is very likely that upper parts of the cesspit and the
present pit were destroyed by later development on the site, and/or by machine removal
of the remains of the latest buildings, prior to excavation, so that some of the original
contents are probably in the huge, mixed assemblage from context (15009), including

over 3,000 sherds of pottery and over 1,400 clay pipe fragments.

The high brokenness and incompleteness of the assemblage implies a number of events
before the deposition of the pottery in the original cesspit. There are very few even
tolerably complete vessels which might have been deposited in the cesspit soon after
breakage, so that it must be assumed that most of the material used to fill the cesspit,
presumably progressively to cover and render less unpleasant its primary purpose, was

brought from elsewhere, already in the form of rubbish deposits of some kind.

Group DW2 (see Table 6)

Context

Deansway Site 2, context (15306) represents the upper fill of a brick-lined well [15305]

oV

(see Figure 10). The wel |l lining is said to bengbdunboni

mainly of headers wuntil 20.6m OD where stretch

6l oosebd. The deposit is recorded as sandy,
and 6éoccasional 6 smaller stone anotibottomedrbato a l
was said to consi st of 6assorted soils and

tile (frag.), ash/ charcoal , mortar and oyster

fill was removed, but the finds record lists only four fragments of iron slag, two fragments
of window glass, eight fragments of bone and six pottery sherds. The well was revealed in
the course of the initial clearing and cleaning of the site, represented by context (15009).
A brick-built culvert (cut [15356], structure [15329]) was cut into the side of the well after it
ceased to be used for its original purpose, apparently for drainage. The culvert is said to
cut 6existing well structure and fill 6,e

culvert might have affected the post-depositional history of the assemblage. However,
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Table 617 Group DW2

Table 6.1 7 DW2 - Basic statistics

Sherd No 223

Total weight 5821 ¢

Mean sherd weight 26.10 g

Vessel equivalent (eve) 10.03

Sherd families 148

Mean sherds per family 1.51

Mean weight per family 39.3¢g

Min sherd weight per fam 1g

Max sherd weight per fam 501 g

Median sherd weight per fam 13.0g

Vessel equivalent per fam 0.07

Table 6.2 7 DW2 - Fabric type
Sh | Fam Eve
No No Wi

AGATE Agate ware 1 1 3 0.00
ASTBURY Astbury type ware 4 3 25 0.27
BLWCF(S) Blackware, coarse fabric, slipped 9 3 288 0.53
BLWCR Blackware, cream fabric 29 18 425 1.94
BLWLHF(S) Blackware, late hard fired, slipped 19 14 441 1.58
BLWLHF(U) Blackware, late hard fired, unslipped 19 17 282 0.09
BUFSL(BG) Buff ware, slipped, brown glaze 1 1 9 0.00
CCWCL Cream coloured ware, clouded 2 2 5 0.12
CDBF(U) Coarse domestic, buff fabric, unglazed 3 3 66 0.00
CDMARB Coarse domestic, d6dmarh 11 3 643 0.23
CDMIC(U) Coarse domestic, micaceous, unglazed 2 2 38 0.00
CDOMIC(V) Coarse domestic, orange micaceous, unglazed 1 1 144 0.05
CDPF Coarse domestic, paler fabric 12 8 694 0.26
CDRF Coarse domestic, red fabric 12 7 1013 0.43
CISTERC 0Ci stercian wareb 3 3 40 0.00
MMWB Manganese mottled ware, buff fabric 7 2 70 0.23
MPL Midlands purple 1 1 36 0.00
MPLGL Midlands purple, overall glaze 3 1 135 0.06
MYWCR Midlands yellow, cream fabric 4 3 41 0.07
NDGT North Devon gravel tempered ware 4 3 225 0.22
PORCH Porcelain, Chinese import 3 2 21 0.50
SLWB(3C) Slipware, buff fabric, three coloured 8 3 237 0.10
SLWB(YB) Slipware, buff fabric, yellow/brown lined 9 5 431 0.00
SLWP(3C) Slipware, pink fabric, three coloured 1 1 49 0.00
STN1 Stoneware, type 1 2 1 26 0.38
STN2 Stoneware, type 2 3 2 24 0.00
STNNOT(NW) | Stoneware, Nottingham/Derby, no white line 1 1 12 0.00
STNNOT(W) Stoneware, Nottingham/Derby, white line 4 4 52 0.20
TGE Tin glazed earthenware 3 3 3 0.00
TGEINC(B) Tin glaze, with inclusions, buff fabric 4 4 96 0.30
TGEINC(P) Tin glaze, with inclusions, pink fabric 7 2 46 0.44
TGENINC Tin glaze, no inclusions 10 5 77 0.35
WSGS(V) White salt-glazed stoneware, undipped 21 19 124 1.68
223 148 5821 | 10.03
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Table 6.3 7 DW2 - Fabric class

Sh % Wt % eve %
No
Blackware (BLW) 76 | 34.1 1436 | 24.7 414 | 41.2
Coarse Domestic (CD) 41 | 18.4 2598 | 44.6 0.97 9.7
Creamware (CCW) 2 0.9 5 0.1 0.12 1.2
Mottled ware (MMW) 7 3.1 70 1.2 0.23 2.3
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 4 1.8 41 0.7 0.07 0.7
North Devon (ND) 4 1.8 225 3.9 0.22 2.2
Slipware (SLW) 18 8.1 717 | 12.3 0.10 1.0
Stoneware (STN) 10| 4.5 114 | 2.0 0.58 5.8
Tin-glaze (TGE) 24 | 10.8 222 | 3.8 1.09 | 10.9
White salt-glaze WSG) 21 9.4 124 | 2.1 1.68 | 16.8
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
Other 16| 7.2 269 | 4.6 0.83] 8.3
Total 223 5821 10.03
Table 6.4 - DW2 - Forms
Form | Description No
No
1 Bowl 1 | WSGS(U) 1
4 Plate 3 | TGEINC(B) |1 TGENINC 1 WSGS(U) 1
5 Dish 9 | SLWB(3C) 3 SLWB(YB) 5 SLWP(3C) 1
6 Butterpot/str-sided 7
storage BLWLHF(U) 1 CDMARB 1 CDPF 1
CDRF 3 MPLGL 1
7 Pan/pancheon 4 | CDPF 3 CDRF 1
13 Tea bowl 1 | PORCH 1
14 Mug 5 | STN1 1 WSGS(U) 3 CISTERC 1
26 Chamber pot 1 | BLWCF(S) 1
40 Ointment pot 1 | TGEINC(P) 1
42 Handle (unattrib) 10 | BLWCR 3 BLWLHF(S) |2 CDRF 1
STN2 1 TGENINC 1 WSGS(U) 2
97 Flatware (unspec) 5| BLWLHF(S) |1 PORCH 1 TGENINC 1
WSGS(U) 2
98 Hollow ware (unspec) 88 | AGATE 1 ASTBURY 3 BLWCF(S) 2
BLWCR 15 | BLWLHF(S) | 11 | BLWLHF(U) 15
BUFSL(BG) 1 CCWCL 1 CDBF(V) 3
CDMARB 2 CDMIC(U) 2 CDOMIC(U) 1
CDPF 2 CDRF 2 CISTERC 1
MMWB 2 MPL 1 MYWCR 1
NDGT 3 STN2 1 STNNOT(NW) | 1
STNNOT(W) | 3 TGEINC(B) | 2 TGEINC(P) 1
TGENINC 2 WSGS(U) 9
99 Unknown 13 | BLWLHF(U) 1 CCWCL 1 CDPF 2
CISTERC 1 MYWCR 2 STNNOT(W) 1
TGE 3 TGEINC(B) |1 WSGS(U) 1
148
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Figure 107 Sketch plan & section of well containing DW2
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contamination i s r e othedfnds framsthe duppernfik @ .the well
(15306) include 50 clay pipe fragments (see below) and a quantity of vessel and window

glass.

Fabrics and Quantities

The nature of the assemblage is very fragmented. Although the mean sherd weight is
26.1g, and the mean weight per family is 39.3g the weight distribution is skewed towards
the lighter weights, and the median weight per family is only 13g. The weight distribution
is affected by the presence of a small
(largely pans and 6 barde fabric, ara,tcendejselyi the peesetce af
a relatively large number of small sherds of very fine, light white salt glazed stoneware,
and tin-glazed earthenware. Estimated vessel equivalent per family works out at less
than 0.1. The assemblage thus exhibits high brokenness and low completeness.

An eve of about 10.0 can be derived from the data relating to rims and bases, but this
must be a minimum figure. It is based on 48 cases in which the family concerned was
capable of being assessed, that is only 32% of the total number of families. It is certain
that there are parts of far more than 10 vessels present, so that the number of vessels

represented lies somewhere between 10 and 148.

If the proportions of different broad classes of material are considered (Table 6.3), it will
be seen that Blackware is 34% of the total by count, but only 25% by weight, whereas the
other major component, Coarse Domestic, is, predictably, 18% by count, but 45% by
weight. Stoneware, as a broad category, is relatively uncommon on both measures,
whereas white salt-glaze and tin-glaze score low on weight, and slipware relatively high.
Both sherd count and weight are unreliable for estimating proportions in a single
assemblage (Orton et al. 1993: 169), so that these proportions are not in any way
conclusive. The eve proportions ought to be more reliable, but slipware is still
underreported, because of the rarity of measurable rim sherds, whereas the figures show
that there were probably at least five or six vessels represented. The eve proportions do,
however, suggest a correction of the distortion produced by relying on weight alone,
which inflates the proportion of heavy domestic wares. It can be inferred that in this
particular deposit, of the main broad categories, stoneware (other than white salt-glaze)
was not a particularly significant element, that the various forms of Blackware were
important, that white salt-glaze was present in reasonable quantity, and that Coarse

Domestic wares, slipware and tin-glaze were present in probably smaller quantities.

Small quantities of fabrics not included in the broad categories of Table 6.3 are not

significant in terms of the contribution they make to the general proportions in the group,
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bu t may be so when it comes to dating: one she
sherds of early creamwar e (6clouded creamwar e
6Ci stercian6 war e, four of Mi dl ands Yell ow, t

porcelain, four sherds of North Devon gravel-tempered ware.

Forms

Because of the fragmentation of the assemblage comparatively little can be said about

the forms represented. In terms of sherd families, a total of 106 (71.6%) were classified

as either Flatware (unspecified), Hollow ware (unspecified), or Unknown. In addition,

there were 10 (6.8%) unattached handle fragments, making a total of 116 (78.4%)
unidentified families. Of the remainder, there were nine press-moulded slipware dishes;

seven instances of apparently straight-s i d e d |l arge storage vessels
pancheon type vessels with sloping sides; five probable mugs (three in white salt-glaze,

one in stoneware with a form similar to fully developed white salt-glazed examples, and

one6Ci stercian6 ware), and -glatzeamévoiptingglhzes, one i n
Date
On the basis of fabrics al one, -glahed stqnewars ence o

would place deposition after about 1720. The presence of a white salt-glazed plate would

tend to push that date into the 1740s (Noel-Hume 1980: 16). The presence of a very

smal | amount of Agate, 06Astbury6é6 and clouded ¢
than refined plain creamware), unless these are intrusive from the clearing and cleaning

of the site, could also push this date into the 1740s or 1750s. Creamware proper is

notable by its absence. The tin-glazed earthenware, which was very fragmentary and

somewhat abraded (although the glaze is admittedly very susceptible to wear), would

support this general conclusion. The Blackwares belong to a long lasting tradition, so are

difficult to date, but those present here are generally better made than their earlier

6 Ci st e pecfarbearsdand sgem to accord with a date in the 18th rather than the 17th

century. The slipwares are of types current in the early eighteenth century. The

Nottingham stoneware could date from any time in the first half of the eighteenth century.

If the suggested date range is correct, the Cistercian and Midlands Yellow wares at least

belong to an earlier age, and could be archaeologically residual; on the other hand, they

might be present simply as the result of being part of a large collection of material

discarded at the same time, from a house clearance, for example. Overall, it seems

reasonable to assign a date bracket from 1720-5 0 . The pr es etnycpee 60 fwadr Aesst
is said to be good time-marker for the second quarter of the 18" century (Noel-Hume

1970).
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The evidence from the clay pipes would not disagree with this conclusion. There is one
probable Broseley type 3 with a mark belonging to Richard Legg (either of two of the
same name, the later of whom died in 1714), and an unidentified stem mark which is of a
Broseley type of the first half of the eighteenth century. Typologically, the latest form
present is similar to Broseley type 7, which would support a date after about 1720 and
before 1770 (Oswald 1975: 83, 191).

Interpretation

The cutting of the culvert [15329] post-dated the filling of the top of the well-shaft with
rubbish, including the pottery group described here, so that there is a possibility that the
group includes intrusive material. On the other hand the extent of possible disturbance
does not seem very great, so that it is reasonable to conclude that the group has
remained relatively undisturbed since initial discard. It appears quite different in nature
from the lower fill (15672), which contains little material, and includes two abraded
medieval sherds. If the upper fill has remained undisturbed, its relative brokenness and
incompleteness would have to be explained other than by the disturbance of the
assemblage after initial deposition. High brokenness might result simply from the process
of throwing vessels down an empty well-shaft, but this would preserve a high level of
completeness, which is not present. If the abandonment and deliberate filling of the well
involved the importation of material from the excavation of a replacement well or a pit, in
the same premises or elsewhere nearby, some level of residual Roman and/or medieval
material, which is common over the site as a whole (Dalwood & Edwards 2004), would be
expected, but this is also not present. The remaining possible circumstances would
include the use of the well as a receptacle for household rubbish, either over a period of
time or as a single event. A single event might include the deliberate filling and sealing of

a well which had ceased to be usable.

On the balance of probabilities, it would seem that the group is the result of the discard of

household waste over a relatively short period, culminating in the sealing of the well; this

suggestion might include deliberately filling and sealing it, using materials to hand, but not
excavated from el sewhere. OMaterials to hand6
a house clearance, on change of ownership, for example, but the lack of any relatively

complete vessels argues against this. The level of fragmentation would argue for an
unknown number of 6eventsod6 between original di
fllinpof the well from a O6middendé or rubbish heap
cannot be known, clearly, whether the assemblage derives from one household or

several.
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The nature of the assemblage is notwordsptheieousl!| y ¢
is no concentration of particular identifiable types which might suggest that it was
associated with specialised premises of some sort (for example an inn, denoted by large
gquantities of drinking vessels). The confidence with which this can be asserted is
compromised by the lack of identifiable vessels, but in the absence of positive evidence

for a specialised use, residential use is the most likely interpretation.

Group DW3 (see Table 7)

Context

The group derives from Deansway, Site 2, context (15020), which is described as the

Gupper fill of [15021] 606, a n d ?rublietdammping, leveling as o6 u
backfill. Large dump of pottery present. 6 Feec

6 S wsduare brick-built cess-pit, of 3 sides, built up against the N face of wall
[15264]. Base course of bricks laid on edge, then various types of bond above.
Possibly rather truncated by machinery, carpet factory construction, etc. The SW
end apparently cut [15264] / had been jointed into it, whereas at the SE corner there

A

was astraightf oi nt ed butt . 8

The wall [15264] was recorded as a Oshort | engt
the cess pit had been attached to the wall at a date after its first construction, evidenced

by some rebuilding to accommodate the junction with the cess-pit at the SW end (see

Figure 9). Presumably the wall had been truncated by later development, so that there

was no indication of relationships with other structures on the site. The lower fill of the pit

was separated as context (15026) , described as
col oured ébdraorvkn (riceeeymddy | oam as wspposgd btr owddi d

for the upper fill. Thecess-pit O6had possibly been dighatbened i nt
description does not say so, the sketch shows that the NW corner of the pit [15021] had

been broken through to allow for t hat drainag
[ 15019] includes: +@it[I502f]iwhichevastthert partiatlyrepdired arcde s s

re-usedd adfled emphasis). Group DW1 was contained in the drainage pit i see above.

Context (15020) was below context (15009) which was the result of cleaning the entire
site after initial machining, to achieve recognition of features, so that it cannot be said to
be 6sealedd by any substantive context. Il nde
initial machining and the O6cleaningd process |

caused by earlier building operations.
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Table 77 Group DW3

Table 7.1 7 DW3 - Basic statistics

Sherd No 312

Total weight 13338g

Mean sherd weight 42.75¢g

Vessel equivalent (eve) 22.75

Sherd families 80

Mean sherds per family 3.90

Mean weight per family 166.79

Min sherd weight per fam 19

Max sherd weight per fam 26739

Median sherd weight per fam 36.59

Vessel equivalent per fam 0.28

Table 7.27 DW3 - Fabric types
Sh | Fam Eve
No No Wit

BLWCR Blackware, cream fabric 66 17 1837 | 4.29
BLWLHF(S) Blackware, late hard fired, slipped 1 1 20 | 0.00
BLWLHF(U) Blackware, late hard fired, unslipped 4 2 37| 0.47
CCWP Cream coloured ware, plain 12 8 218 | 1.50
CDMARB Coarse domestic, marbled fabric 9 2 2715 | 0.59
CDPF Coarse domestic, paler fabric 6 5 383 | 0.07
CDRF Coarse domestic, red fabric 2 2 627 | 0.16
CISTERC Cistercian ware 1 1 9| 0.00
MMWB Manganese mottled ware, buff fabric 32 5 497 | 0.48
PORUN Porcelain, unknown origin 1 1 1| 0.00
PRLW(T) Pearlware, transfer printed 1 1 11| 0.31
SLWB Slipware, buff fabric, general 3 1 303 | 0.10
SLWB(3C) Slipware, buff fabric, three-coloured 2 1 654 | 0.27
SLWB(MB) Slipware, buff fabric, marbled 2 1 307 | 0.32
SLWB(YB) Slipware, buff fabric, yellow & brown lined 22 3 2691 | 2.04
STN2 Stoneware, type 2 1 1 9| 0.18
STNNOT(W) Stoneware, Nott/Derby, white line 32 2 531 | 2.00
STNWEST Stoneware, Westerwald 7 1 230 | 0.50
TGEINC(B) Tin-glazed, with inclusions, buff 60 13 1696 | 4.69
WSGS(U) White salt-glazed stoneware, undipped 48 12 562 | 4.80
312 80 | 13338 | 22.77
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Table 7.3 7 DW3 - Fabric class

Sh No % Wit % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 71| 22.8 1894 | 14.2 4.76 | 20.9
Coarse Domestic (CD) 17 5.4 3725 | 27.9 0.82 3.6
Creamware (CCW) 12 3.8 218 1.6 1.50 6.6
Mottled ware (MMW) 32| 10.3 497 3.7 0.48 2.1
Midlands Yellow 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
North Devon (ND) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Slipware (SL/SLW) 29 9.3 3955 | 29.7 273 | 120
Stoneware (STN) 40 | 12.8 770 5.8 2.68 | 11.8
Tin-glaze (TGE) 60 | 19.2 1696 | 12.7 4.69 | 20.6
White salt-glaze WSG) 48 | 15.4 562 4.2 480 | 21.1
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Other 3 1.0 21 0.2 0.31 14
Total 312 13338 22.77
Table 7.4 - DW3 - Forms
Form | Description No
No
1 Bowl 3 | BLWCR 1 | STNNOT(W) | 1 | TGEINC(B) |1
3 Jug 1 | BLWCR 1
4 Plate 12 | CCwP 3 TGEINC(B) 9
5 Dish 6 | SLW 6
7 Pan/pancheon 4 | CDMARB 1 | CDPF 2 | CDRF 1
10 Teapot 1 | WSGS(U) 1
13 Tea bowl 2 | WSGS(V) 2
14 Mug 8 | WSGS(U) 5 STNWEST 1 | STN2 1
CCWP 1
22 Coffee can 1 | WSGS(U) 1
25 Barber s/ bl 1
bowl MMWB 1
26 Chamber pot 2 | MMWB 1 | TGEINC(B) |1
28 Porringer 3 | BLWCR 3
40 Ointment pot 2 | TGEINC(B) 2
42 Handle (unattrib) 2 | BLWCR 1 | CCwP 1
53 Loving cup 1| STNNOT(W) |1
97 Flatware (unspec) 2 | CCwWP 1
98 Hollow ware (unspec) 26 | BLWCR 11 | BLWLHF(S) {1 | BLWLHF(U) | 2
CCWP 2 CDMARB 1 i CDPF 2
CISTERC 1 MMWB 3 | PORUN 1
PRLW(T) 1 | WSGS(U) 1
99 Unknown 3 | CDPF 1 CDRF 1 | WSGS(U) 1
80
The fill of (15020) was said to imoantswfdegg- 6abund
shell (sic), brick and ile, although O6recorded from

assemblage, the finds record includes 11 nails, two pieces of iron slag, 116 sherds of
vessel glass and 23 of window glass, a considerable quantity of bone and shell, and 37
ay pipe udi

proved possible to date to locate the clay pipe.

cl fragment s, i ncl ng fiveltlmlmemt s. Co
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Fabrics and Quantities

When compared with other groups from Deansway, this group exhibits greater
completeness; eves per sherd family are 0.27. This observation is supported by the fact
that there are, for example, 66 sherds of BLWCR from only 18 families, 32 sherds of
mottled ware from only 6 families, and 61 sherds of tin-glazed ware from only 13 families.
There are several almost complete vessels, including a press moulded slipware dish, a
Blackware jug, and a tin-glazed chamber pot. Equally, the assemblage has lower
brokenness: the average sherd weight is almost 43g and the median weight per sherd
family is 36g, compared to 13g for both DW1 and DW2.

The range of fabric types is relatively limited. Blackware (almost all of which is BLWCR i
Bar ker 6s 0s | i (Barked1986163)ctik-glazedewares and white salt-glazed
stoneware together account for almost two-thirds of the eves, in roughly equal
proportions. The rest is taken up by slipwares, brown stonewares, creamware, coarse
domestic wares and mottled wares, in descending order. Only three sherds do not fit into
these broad categories: a very small sherd of plain porcelain, one sherd of transfer printed

pearlware, and a sherd of Cistercian type ware.

The slipwares are all of SLW types. The stoneware, except for a single rim sherd of a
brown tavern mug (see BRD1), consists of substantial parts of two Nottingham vessels,
one a two-handled loving cup of a mid to later 18" century form (Oswald & Hughes
1974:149).

There is no North Devon ware and no Roman or medieval sherds.

Forms

The most frequent identifiable form present is the plate, of which there are 12 examples,
three in creamware and the rest in tin-glazed earthenware. Of the latter, seven are
decorated in blue, some with motifs which match published examples from the production
site at Temple Back, Bristol (Price 2005:66-7, figs 8 & 17). At least some of these look as

if they formed part of a set. Slipware is entirely confined to six press-moulded dishes, one

of which is substantially complete. O0Dr i

one teapot, two tea bowls, seven mugs, a loving cup and a large Blackware jug. Eating is
restricted to three porringers, all in Blackware. There are at least four pans or pancheons,
in coarse domestic wares, two of them very large. The list is completed by two chamber

pots, one almost complete in plain white tin-glaze and one in mottled ware; two tin-glazed

6ointmentamdbtadmottl ed war e barber 6s bowl

cutout in the rim and a recess for a soap ball.
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Date

The presence of significant quantities of white salt-glazed stoneware must put the date of
deposition after 1720. The creamware, although there is not a substantial amount, would
push this date forward to perhaps 1750, if not later. The single sherd of pearlware would
make the date even later, but this may be intrusive. As already indicated, the Nottingham
loving cup appears to be of mid to late 18" century date. There is no North Devon ware,
no Midlands Yellow (both of which seem to be an indication of 17" or early 18" century
date), and no SL slipware, that is apparently early types with simple trailed slip over an
orange or red body. Overall, it seems safe to place the assemblage in the third quarter of
the 18" century. It should be noted that the excavators thought that the cess-pit [15021]
from which this assemblage comes had been drained into a pit [15019] containing group
DWL1. If it were the case that the contents of the cess-pit had also been emptied into pit
[15019], and the cess-pit then reused, its final contents, in the form of the present group,
would necessarily be later than DW1, which it has been suggested dates to the second

quarter of the 18" century.

Interpretation

The relative completeness of this assemblage, when compared with DW1, to which it
seems to be linked, and the absence of any residual Roman or medieval material, would
support the conclusion that at some point in the mid-18" century the contents of the cess-
pit were cleared into the adjoining pit, undergoing more fragmentation and loss in the
process, and replaced by a somewhat later assemblage which remained undisturbed.

The nature of the assemblage is not obviously other than domestic. If it could be
assumed to derive from one household, it suggests a mid-18" century establishment of
some sophistication: tea drinking equipment in white salt-glazed stoneware, a set of
decorated blue delftware plates, perhaps from Bristol, a loving cup from Nottingham,
some of the new creamware. More everyday vessels (porringers, chamber pots, a jug,

pans from the kitchen or dairy, so-called ointment pots), in blackware, mottled ware,

coarse domestic wares and plain tin-g | az e, complete the picture.

bleeding, bowl adds an unusual note, but could be part of the equipment of a house with

servants to supply needs including shaving.
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Group DWE6 (see Table 8)

Context
The group derives from Dean s way , site 2, cont ext (15201) .
walled structured [152pi21; oBtieckhr et addaspi a. c\

bricks thick (ie one full brick-length). One sandstone block used in each of E & W walls.
No b a ¢tevasécut at one end by feature [15205], the foundation trench for a wall,
(15206), which was 6a well made brick structur
at the bottom and set on concrete. o Thre f il |l

mortar concentrated in a layer at the bottom of the pit, but also diffused throughout, and

the brick and tile mostly in a O6rubble | ayer i
charcoal, mostly near the bas ethiswanadharadgteriseda si on al
as O0cess and domestic rubbish, then backfilled

(15000) and (15001), which were, respectively, the 1960s tarmac surface of the car park

occupying the site, and:

6all machi ne wucteresret;t. 115 §f mnatevial incduding foundations of
C19th walls, fills of cellars (all machine cleared), and layers of C19th/C20th demolition
rubble, as well as soil deposits of C18th/C19th date, cut by cellars. Also all C20th
services. 0

The pitt hus appeared i mmediately wupon clearance of
not even have to wait for the site cleaning process (context 15009) which revealed other
features, such as those containing groups DW1 and DW2. As with all the Deansway
groups, activity on the site subsequent to deposition has entirely destroyed any detailed

stratification which might have yielded information about its date, other than the broadest

indication that it predates the O6moderndé perioc
Contamination of thefllwas sai d to be O6Lowb, with the note:
par't of [15205], though care taken to avoid ¢t

foundation trench for a wall cutting [15202], the fill of which, (15233), is recorded as

containing four medieval and 23 post medieval pottery sherds.

The other finds are recorded as including 103 clay pipe fragments, three nails, some
window lead, 23 sherds of vessel glass and 21 of window glass, and over 300 pieces of
bone, including three worked pieces. As with group DW3, it has not proved possible to

locate the clay pipe.
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Table 87 Group DW6

Table 8.1 7 DW6 - Basic statistics

Sherd No 238
Total weight 72689
Mean sherd weight 30.5g
Vessel equivalent (eve) 8.62
Sherd families 54
Mean sherds per family 4.41
Mean weight per family 134.69
Min weight per family 29
Max weight per family 14749
Median weight per family 36.5¢g
Vessel equivalent per family 0.16
Table 8.2 DW6 - Fabric type
Sh Fam Wit Eve
No No
BLWLHF(S) | Blackware, late hard fired, slipped 25 1 1154 | 1.00
BLWLHF(U) | Blackware, late hard fired, unslipped 14 5 383 | 0.00
CDMARB Coarse domestic, marbled fabric 19 2 1684 | 0.20
CDPF Coarse domestic, paler fabric 1 1 45| 0.08
CDRF Coarse domestic, red fabric 15 2 740 | 0.38
CISTERC Cistercian ware 4 4 18 | 0.00
MALV Late Malvernian 1 1 19| 0.00
MMWB Manganese mottled ware, buff fabric 36 8 355 | 1.61
NDGF North Devon gravel free ware 1 1 77 | 0.00
NDGT North Devon gravel tempered ware 14 3 544 | 0.54
NHEREFA7 | North Herefordshire (Vince A7) 10 4 259 | 0.38
PMU Post medieval, unknown 1 1 116 | 0.06
SLBPF Slipware, early, brown, paler fabric 1 1 33| 0.00
SLBY Slipware, early, brown & yellow 7 2 192 | 0.17
SLRO(YT) Slipware, early, red/orange, yellow trailed 20 8 349 | 0.92
STN2 Stoneware, type 2 8 1 79| 0.38
STNWEST Stoneware, Westerwald 12 2 528 | 0.97
TGEINC(B) Tin-glaze, with inclusions, buff 34 6 438 | 1.64
TGEINC(P) Tin-glaze, with inclusions, pink 15 1 255 | 0.29
238 54 7268 | 8.62
Table 8.3 7 DW6 - Fabric class
Sh No % Wit % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 39| 164 | 1537 | 21.1 1.00 | 11.6
Coarse Domestic (CD) 35| 14.7 | 2469 | 34.0 0.66 7.6
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
Mottled ware (MMW) 36| 15.1 355 | 4.9 1.61 | 18.7
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
North Devon (ND) 15 6.3 621 8.5 0.54 6.3
Slipware (SL/SLW) 28 | 11.8 574 | 7.9 1.09 | 12.6
Stoneware (STN) 20 8.4 607 8.4 1.35| 15.7
Tin-glaze (TGE) 49 | 20.6 693 | 9.5 193 | 224
White salt-glaze (WSGS) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
Other 16 6.7 412 | 5.7 044 | 51
Total 238 7268 8.62
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Table 8.4 - DW61 Forms

Form No | Description No

1 Bowl 3|NHEREFA7 |1 | TGENC(P) TGEINC(B)i 1

4 Plate 1| TGEINC(B) i1

5 Dish 13| NDGF 1 PMU SIBPF 1
SLBY 2 {SLRO(YT)

6 Butterpot/ straight-sided storage 1|BLWHF(S) i1

7 Pan/ pancheon 4| CODMARB 2 |[CDRF 1 NHEREFA7 1

12 Jar 1|CCPF 1

14 Mug 5| MMVB 2 iSTR 1 STNWEST | 2

26 Chamber pot 1|NDGT 1

28 Porringer 1|MMVB 1

38 Pipkin 1|NDGT 1

39 Drug jar 1|TGENC(B) i1

42 Handle (unattrib) 3|ClsT 1 {MMVB 2

98 Hollow ware (unspec) 16 |BLWHF(U) {5 |{CIST 4 MALV 1
MMVB 1 NDGT 1 NHEREFA7 1
TGHNC(B) {3

99 Unknown 3| MMVB 2 iNEREFA7 |1

Total 54

Fabrics and Quantities

The vessel equivalent per family, at 0.16, would seem to indicate a low level of
completeness, although the mean sherds per family (4.4) is the highest for any of the
groups examined, which suggests that for some reason fewer rims and bases have
survived, giving a surprisingly low total eve. The detailed figures in Table 8.2 show that
only in the case of tin-glazed wares is the eve per family significantly higher (0.28) than
average. The brokenness of the group is also not very different from DW1 and DW2; the
mean sherd weight is 30.5g, compared with 25g and 26g respectively for those two

groups, and much lower than, for example, the 57g for DW8.

Taking account of both vessel equivalents and sherd numbers, there is a fairly even
distribution of fabric types between Blackware, mottled ware, slipware, stoneware and tin-
glazed earthenware, the last featuring as the largest contributor, with rather smaller
contributions from North Devon wares, Coarse Domestic wares and wares tentatively
identified as from Herefordshire. It is noticeable that the Blackwares are entirely of the
red, iron-rich variety, with no BLWCR, that is a fabric which is identical with the mottled
ware, and that the slipware is entirely composed of red/orange or brown fabrics with
raised trailed slip decoration (SL), rather than the types with usually buff fabrics and
trailed and often feathered decoration over a dark red background (SLW). The stoneware
consists of one English brown stoneware mug, and two imported Westerwald mugs or
The

badly

tankards. Coarse Domestic s-hiecldég

type with a mi xed O6marbleddé fabric

89

afype al mo

cont a



sherds are all coarse, gravel-tempered wares, except for one sherd of a sgraffito dish
which joins with others from group DW8. The tin-glazed earthenware is all, except for one
small sherd, of decorated forms, mostly painted with cobalt blue, but in one case
manganese purple (very fragmentary). Looking at the distribution between types in a
different way, it would be possible to group the CD and the NDGT wares, and possibly the

NHEREF as wel |, as al | belonging t o a 6coar s
O6presentabled finer and/ or dueecaofiguretoé I8.3% for e s . i
6coarsewared6 by eve, or 25.2% by sherd count.

There are no Roman or medieval sherds, no Midlands Yellow or Midlands Purple, and

only five small sherds of o0Cisterciandé or | ate

Forms

59% of the families in the group are recognisable as specific forms, a higher proportion
than for any group other than BRD1 and DW3. By far the highest number in any category
is the up to 11 thrown slipware dishes in SL type fabrics. To these might be added one
dish rim in a harder fabric, with trailing, listed as PMU but which might belong to this
group, or is possibly ND. There are no press-moulded, piecrust-edged SLW type dishes,
usually assumed to be of somewhat later date. Apart from this quite large and
homogeneous group, there are other more varied groups: five drinking mugs, consisting
of t wo 6standar doéo mottl ed war e mugs, one i n k
German stoneware; up to four large pancheon type vessels in CD fabrics; and three very
different bowls, one in a plain brown-glazed fabric, possibly Herefordshire, and two in
TGE, although they could hardly, within this overall classification, be more different in their
appearance. Remaining forms are represented by single examples: an almost complete
TGE plate with a seated Chinese figure; a large BLW straight-sided storage vessel or

butterpot; a rim sherd of a large CD jar; a North Devon chamber pot; a pipkin also from

North Devon; a mottled ware porringer; and a TCc
Date
White salt-glazed stonewar e i s wholly absent, even in the

as is SLW slipware. These absences suggest a deposition date in the late 17" or early
18" century, although Midlands Yellow ware, sometimes taken as an indicator of earlier
date (see SANS and DW?7) is also absent. The red/orange trailed slipware dishes appear
to have affinities with excavated examples from kiln sites in Burslem and Hanley in north
Staffordshire (Kelly 1969, Celoria & Kelly 1973: 62-3); these publications are reticent

about dates, but Kelly suggests that the clay pipes excavated with his examples were
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made in the period 1670-1710 (Kelly 1969: 3). Two of Kel | y 6 s Burslem dis

illustrated by Barker (2001)and descri bed as 6ca. 16906.

tradition which was well established in Staffordshire by the mid-17" century, and which
may have been influenced in turn by the Essex industry which came to supply the London
market and to be known as Metropolitan slipware (Gaimster 1997b, Davey & Walker
2009). However, it seems much more likely in Worcester that such dishes came from
Staffordshire than from Essex.  The single sherd of a North Devon sgraffito decorated
dish (which connects with dishes in group DW8 i see below) is from a dish with an exact
parallel from pottery waste excavated in Bideford and typical of the period ¢.1660-1700
(Allan et al. 2005). The evidence of other groups suggests that North Devon wares of
both kinds are more common in Worcester in the 17" and early 18" century than later.
The small sherds of 6éCisterciand and | at

residual.

Overall, the group would seem to have been deposited no later than 1720 and perhaps as

early as 1700.

Interpretation

As with other Deansway contexts, later 19" and 20™ century disturbance has destroyed
stratigraphical evidence of subsequent activity, or any connection with any other
structures than the wall [15206], which, being founded on concrete, is presumably of
much later date. The absence of any Roman or medieval material, and the concentration
of rubble filling near the top of the pit, suggest that the deposit is primary and comes from
the disposal of domestic refuse from a household or households nearby, followed by
topping up the fill with rubble before further development on the site. There is no way of
knowing whether the items disposed of came from one household or more than one, or
whether the deposit took place on a single occasion or over a period, however short. All
that can be said is that the pottery comes from a fairly limited range of fabrics, all
apparently current in the years around 1700, and in a variety of forms which might be
expected in a domestic context, namely storage, food preparation, eating and drinking,

and sanitary needs.
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Group DWY7 (see Table 9)

Context

This group results from the combination -of foul
square tile-b ui | t structur e, with tiles cour sed and
wer e O oat pad-courses of bricks and brick fragment]s 8 and 063 sandstone
used in SW corner.® The sides were Overtical
approximately 2.5m by 2. 4m, and 1:liike&cassgpeé ¢ 9. I
Its north-west corner had been destroyed by the foundations of the carpet factory which

later occupied the site (see Figure 11). Four layers were evidently recognised in the

excavation (in descending order):

(15209) : A o6l ayer of b r[1&24 1], o tbpaoy (15&10)mBatchyar i n t
laid[?]l ayer of half bricks on top, & 1 large | um
remains of a sealing layer/floorinthetopofcess-pi t [ 15211] 0.

(15210) : A Ol ayer of ash wi tlliwad d mel b lilce u
I nterpreted-waledcésapit |l [ 16211] be

(15234): O0Third [bidwall eldwpi tidh. brlictker preted a
pitao.

s e [dichsyterru omi urhd n[ b5 2 Ic deksddepoditimt er pr et
15211] 6. This | ayer o6éwas | argely
mi nation. o

(15236): 06Ba
bottom of cess-pi t |
finds discri

There was O6abundantd mortar Vvemalidmredantpd |cahyaerrc

[original emphasis] in the next (15210), which was clearly sufficient to distinguish them

from each other and from the next layer down. The two bottom layers were distinguished

by a difference in colour bet ween 6éstrong brow

the presence o fshandyellowdaginthd base lajee , a

The justification for regarding these contexts as a single group rests on the existence of a
number of cross-context joins; specifically one definite and four probable between (15209)
and (15210), two between (15210) and (15234), and one between (15234) and (15236).
However, these are all between adjacent contexts and may simply be the result of errors
in excavation and recovery. The group was consequently recorded as four separate
entities, and only later amalgamated into one, so that it remains possible to distinguish the
products of each layer separately. The contexts were recorded as:

DW7a : (15209)

DW7b: (15210)

DW7c: (15234)

DW7d: (15236)
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Table 97 Group DW7

Table 9.1 7 DW?7 - Basic statistics

(incl
sieved)
Sherd No 282 353
Total weight 77259 79709
Mean sherd weight 27.49g 22.69
Vessel equivalent (eve) 11.73 11.73
Sherd families 147 218
Mean sherds per family 1.93 1.62
Mean weight per family 52.69 36.69
Min weight per family 1g 19
Max weight per family 10419 10419
Median weight per family 18g
Vessel equivalent per family 0.08 0.05
Table 9.27 DW7 - Fabric types
Sh Fam Wt Eve
No No
BLWLHF(S) Blackware, late hard fired, slipped 1 1 21 0.12
BLWLHF(U) Blackware, late hard fired,unslipped 1 1 1 0.00
CDOMIC(V) Coarse Domestic, orange micaceous, 2 2 173 0.40
unglazed
CDPF Coarse Domestic, paler fabric 40 25 1512 0.69
CDRF Coarse Domestic, red fabric 9 7 447 0.08
CIST1 Cistercian, type 1 11 11 30 0.15
CIST2 Cistercian, type 2 14 11 188 1.93
MALV Late Malvernian 21 10 924 1.25
MART Martincamp 1 1 5 0.00
MPL Midlands Purple 7 7 212 0.15
MPLGL Midlands Purple, overall glaze 6 5 129 0.24
MYWCR Midlands Yellow, cream fabric 91 28 2007 3.83
MYWYG Midlands Yellow, yellow/green 10 2 338 0.70
NDGF North Devon, gravel free 3 1 78 0.00
NDGT North Devon, gravel tempered 1 1 9 0.00
NHEREFA7 North Herefordshire (Vince A7) 7 7 158 0.00
PMU Post medieval, unknown 4 4 71 0.00
SLRO(YT) Slipware, early, red/orange, yellow trailed 4 3 25 0.07
SLWCR(MB) Slipware, cream fabric, refined, marbled 2 1 32 0.18
STNFRE Stoneware, Frechen 6 2 469 0.50
STNWEST Stoneware, Westerwald 5 2 113 0.46
STNWEST(U) Stoneware, Westerwald, uncoloured 2 1 115 0.44
STN2 Stoneware, type 2 1 1 13 0.00
TGEINC(B) Tin-glaze, with inclusions, buff 5 3 203 0.54
TGEINC(P) Tin-glaze, with inclusions, pink 2 1 48 0.00
MED Medieval 15 7 267 0.00
(MED incl sieved) | Medieval including the sieved samples)™ 86 78 512 0.00
ROM/MED Roman or Medieval 11 2 137 0.00
Total excluding sieved samples 282 147 7725 | 11.73
Total including sieved samples 353 218 7970 | 11.73

% See Note below, p 95
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Table 9.3 17 DW?7 - Fabric class (excl sieved samples)

Sh No % Wit % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 2 0.7 22| 0.3 0.13| 11
Coarse Domestic (CD) 51| 18.1 | 2132 | 27.6 1.18 | 10.0
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
Mottled ware (MMW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 101 | 35.8 | 2345 | 30.5 453 | 38.5
North Devon (ND) 4 1.4 87| 1.1 0.00| 0.0
Slipware (SL/SLW) 6 2.1 57| 0.7 024 | 21
Stoneware (STN) 14 5.0 710 | 9.2 1.41 | 12.0
Tin-glaze (TGE) 7 25 251 | 3.2 054 | 4.6
White salt-glaze (WSGS) 0 0.0 0| 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Roman/Medieval (ROM/MED) 26 9.2 404 | 5.2 0.00 0.0
Other 71| 25.2| 1717 | 22.2 3.71 | 31.7
282 7725 11.74
Table 9.3 17 DW?7 - Fabric class (incl sieved samples)
Sh No % Wt % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 2 0.6 22| 0.3 0.13| 11
Coarse Domestic (CD) 51| 14.4 | 2132 | 26.8 1.18 | 10.0
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
Mottled ware (MMW) 0 0.0 0| 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 101 | 28.6 | 2345 | 294 453 | 38.5
North Devon (ND) 4 1.1 87| 11 0.00| 0.0
Slipware (SL/SLW) 6 1.7 57| 0.7 024 | 21
Stoneware (STN) 14 4.0 710 | 8.9 141 | 12.0
Tin-glaze (TGE) 7 2.0 251 | 3.1 054 | 4.6
White salt-glaze (WSGS) 0 0.0 0| 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Roman/Medieval (ROM/MED) 97| 275 649 | 8.1 0.00| 0.0
Other 71| 20.1| 1717 | 21.6 3.71 | 31.7
353 7970 11.74
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Table 9.4 - DW7 1 Forms

Form No | Description No

5 Dish 5| MYWCR 1 NDGF 1 {SLRO(YT) 3

6 Butterpot/ straight sided 2 CDPE 1 MALVY 1

storage

7 Pan/ pancheon 1|CDPF 1

9 Cup 4|CIST1 1 CIST2 3

12 Jar 6 | CDPF 1 MALV 3 SLWCR(MB) |1
MYWYG 1

14 Mug 3| MYWCR 1 STNWEST |1 STNWEST(U) |1

15 Gorge 1|STNWEST |1

19 Bartmann bottle 1| STNFRE 1

26 Chamber pot 3| TGEINC(B) {3

28 Porringer 1|[NDGT 1

34 Strainer/colander 1| MYWCR 1

37 Flask 1| MART 1

38 Pipkin 1|MED 1

39 Drug jar 1|TGEINC(P) {1

42 Handle (unattrib) 6 | BLWLHF(U) i1 CIST1 1 CIST2 1
MYWCR 3

52 Tankard 1|MYWCR 1

97 Flatware (unspec) 1|MYWCR 1

98 Hollow ware (unspec) 80| BLWLHF(S) |1 CDOMIC(U) |2 |CDPF 16
CDRF 7 CIST1 4 CIST2 5
MALV 4 MED 4 MPL 6
MPLGL 5 MYWCR 16 | MYWYG 1
NHEREFA7 |6 PMU 2 STN2 1

99 Unknown 28| CDPF 6 CIST1 5 CIST2 2
MALV 2 MED 2 MPL 1
MYWCR 4 PMU 2 ROM/MED 2
STNFRE 1 NHEREFA7 |1

147

Note: The group drawn from these contexts includes three bags containing samples sieved
at 5mm and 1mm from 15234, and at 1mm from 15236. The post medieval sherds from
these bags have been included in the detailed analysis, but the medieval sherds,
numbering 71 (all from 15234), were simply identified but not weighed or measured.
Consequently, the inclusive figures given in italics in the tables above represent a truer
picture of the assemblage as a whole. However, these figures necessarily assume that the
71 medieval sherds do not contribute to the eve. Since they are all very small (mean
weight 3.5g), this assumption is probably near to the truth, but not coincident with it. The
total eve for the group is thus likely to be slightly greater than that shown above. Also, the

inclusion of the 6sievedd sherds involves

associated in families, which inflates the number of families and deflates the eve per
family, although that is already very low. The inclusive figures have been used in Table 4.
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Figure 117 Sketch plan of cess-pit [15211], containing DW7, showing upper
levels (15209) & (15210)

Other finds from these contexts included 30 fragments of clay pipe, a very large quantity

of animal bone (according to the finds record in excess of 2,000 pieces), iron nails and

slag (concentrated in (15234)), but virtually no glass.

Fabrics and Quantities
When the Osieved®d maveeerifamily, ai 0s05, isithe lowedt éod gny

group. Even without this material, the figure only increases to 0.08, still at the bottom of
the range, comparable to DW2 and the group from Sanscombe Street. So the
assemblage is extremely incomplete. It might, however, be relevant that the values for

eve per family increase with the depth of the layers concerned (excluding the sieved

samples):
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DW?7a: 0.03
DW?7b: 0.06
DW7c: 0.09
DW7d: 0.16
The assemblage as a whole is also very fragmentary. It is at the bottom of the range for
mean weight per sherd, mean weight per sherd family, and the proportion of recognisable
forms. This is partly attributable to the presence of the sieved sherds, but even if they are

removed from the picture, the position is hardly improved.

The group is markedly different from others from Deansway. The presence of a
substantial quantity of Midlands Yellow ware (38.5% by eve, almost 30% by both sherd

count and weight) in itself distinguishes it from all other groups. Further, more than 25% of

the eves are accounted for b waresCrosiy @&teasimndé and

the former case, in small fragments. Of the remaining approximately 35% of the eves,
only Coarse Domestic products and stoneware achieve double figures, small
contributions are made by tin-glazed wares, slipware and Midlands Purple, and Blackware
is insignificant. There is no mottled ware or white stoneware. These percentages are all,
in the light of the presence of 97 Roman and medieval sherds not measured for vessel
equivalent purposes, in theory too high, although probably only marginally so. The
stoneware is all imported German types. The majority of the substantial number of CD
sherds is in the paler, iron-sparse version (CDPF), and almost all are isolated, single-
sherd families making only small individual contributions to the eve total. There is a single
sherd of a Martincamp flask (probably Type Il - Hurst et al. 1986). North Devon wares

are restricted to tfhrreeeed sshgerradfsf iotfo ad idsghr aavleslo f ¢

sherd of a gravel-tempered vessel, probably part of a porringer also from DWS8.

In view of the relatively |l arge numbdaetoof &6Ci

differentiate two sub-types, CIST1 and CIST2, reflecting an improvement in quality from

the first to the second. In fact CIST2 in all probability has already arrived in the Blackware

tradition; at any rate it appears to be what Barker describes as such in Part Two of his

North Staffordshire type-series (Barker 1986).

It is worth noting that not all the fabric types were distributed evenly across the layers into

which the fill of the pit was divided. Thetwoor t hree TGE chamber pot s,
jar 6, the Westerwald mugs, the slipware O6éhone
porringer sherds were all found in the bottom ¢
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parts of vessels also found in DW8. All of these fabrics were confined to this bottom

layer.

Forms

Only 15% of the families in the assemblage can be positively identified (or 22% if the

sieved sherds are excluded); in either case this places the assemblage at the bottom of

the comparative table (see Table 4). Of the relatively few vessels that can be recognised,

a number are connected to food storage or preparation: six jars, one in CD, similar to

those listed under DW8, three in Malvernian ware, one in a very hard fired version of
Midlands Ye | | o w, and the slipware Ohoney potd alre,;
occur in DWS8; two straight sided 6ébutterpotod t
and one pan in CD. To these must be added an almost complete colander or strainer in

Midlands Yellow. The dishes include three sherds of a North Devon sgrafffito example

joining with one of those from DW8, one in Midlands Yellow and small sherds from up to

three SL type slipware examples, similar to those from DW6.

Drinking equipment includes a number of cups or tygs in Cistercian ware (or early
Blackware), two Westerwald stoneware mugs and
source, at least one mug and a possible tankard in Midlands Yellow, , a sherd from a

Martincamp flask, and one German stoneware bottle with two applied heraldic

cartouches. The other recognisable forms are a sherd from a porringer in North Devon
gravel-tempered ware, three plain white tin-g | azed c¢chamber pot s, and pe

in decorated tin-glaze.

Date

Midlands Yellow ware (or just Yellow ware according to Gooder(1984:155)) appears to be

largely a product of the 17™ century. Woodfield (1964:78) ¢ | ai ms t h atuallyi t had
ceased circulation by the early 18" c ent ur y 6 . I f this is so, then
absence of white salt-glazed stoneware, English brown stoneware, and even the

ubiquitous press-moulded slipware dishes with their trailed and combed decoration, and

the virtual absence of Blackware other than what has been referred to above as CIST2
(6early Blackwaredo), it woul d suggest t hat t h
perhaps in the late 17" rather than the early 18" century. The presence of more than
average amounts of 6Cisterciand and Malvernian
The assemblage therefore looks back to a repertoire belonging to the second half of the

17" century; there is certainly nothing which need be later than 1700. However, the
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evidence supplied by the different contents of the layers within the pit suggests a more

complicated history (see below).

Interpretation

Completeness, as judged by the eve per family, although still pretty low, is greatest in the
lowest | evel of t he pit ti0-¢ldzee Westerevaldsstortbvwwapep Mortht 6 ) an
Devon wares and the only example of developed Staffordshire slipware are all confined to
that context (15236), although it does also contain a range of other fabrics. Added to this,
all the cross-context joins involve material in this lowest level with sherds in the rubbish
pit, context (15231), group DW8. A tentative interpretation might then be that this cess-pit
(and possibly (15201), containing DW6, which also exhibits a cross-context join with
DW8) was at some point towards 1700 cleaned out and the contents deposited in the
rubbish pit containing DW8, but leaving some material behind at the bottom. It was then
filled with rubble and soil from elsewhere containing earlier, including medieval, material.
There is no way of knowing what the timing of these operations was, nor whether the pit
containing DW8 was used for other rubbish from the locality. But, together with the
sequence sketched above in relation to DW1 and DWS3, this observation reminds us of the
potentially complicated stories attached to the disposal of rubbish in urban settings, and

the effect on the contents of apparently securely defined contexts like cess-pits and wells.

Group DW8 (see Table 10)

Context

This group comes from Deansway, site 2, context (15231), which is laconically and rather

unhel pfully described as o6fil/l of hole6é, and i
contained oO6moderated amounts oO0bccasircmal 6 amdar tb
whole bricks, and Orar @0 dainde sttoo nbee 0 1Cowd ,a me sn ad
vague boundaries. 6 It was cut by t herodpat er p
DW1, which in turn was interpreted as the result of cleaning out the cess-pit [15021]. The

cess-pit was then refilled with context (15020), group DW3 (see Figure 8). There appears

therefore to be a chronological relationship between these three groups; DW3 is later than

DW1, which is later than DW8. None of the events which produced these relationships

need to have been separated by more than a few days; no assumption can be made

about the length of time involved. But at least the basic relationship seems secure. As

far as other relationships are concerned, it should be noted that there are cross-context
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Table 107 Group DW8

Table 10.17 DW8 - Basic statistics

Sherd No 325
Total weight 184799
Mean sherd weight 56.99
Vessel equivalent (eve) 18.63
Sherd families 109
Mean sherds per family 2.98
Mean weight per family 169.5¢
Min weight per family 29
Max weight per family 3147¢g
Median weight per family 219
Vessel equivalent per family 0.17
Table 10.2 7 DWS8- Fabric types
Sh Fam No Wit Eve
No (gm)
BLWCR Blackware, cream fabric 1 1 24 0.12
BLWLHF(U) Blackware, late hard fired, unslipped 51 10 1342 3.05
CDMARB Coarse domestic, marbled fabric 15 2 553 0.18
CDPF Coarse domestic, paler fabric 36 4 4759 2.79
CDRF Coarse domestic, red fabric 36 11 4085 1.58
CISTERC Cistercian ware 12 11 63 0.73
MALV Late Malvernian 6 6 96 0.14
MED Medieval 5 5 36 0.00
MMW Manganese mottled ware, uncertain 2 2 47 0.00
MMWB Manganese mottled ware, buff fabric 4 3 51 0.34
MMWP Manganese mottled ware, pink fabric 8 5 194 0.62
MYWPK Midlands Yellow, pink fabric 1 1 6 0.00
NDGF North Devon gravel free ware 21 3 2063 1.00
NDGT North Devon gravel tempered ware 26 6 3021 2.22
NHEREFA7 North Herefordshire (Vince A7) 7 6 231 0.29
PMU Post medieval unknown 10 10 171 0.24
ROMAN Roman 1 1 14 0.00
SLWB(JW) Slipware, buff fabric, jewelled 3 1 91 0.67
SLWB(MB) Slipware, buff fabric, marbled 4 4 31 0.00
SLWB(YB) Slipware, buff fabric, yellow & brown lined 1 1 37 0.00
SLWCR(MB) Slipware, cream fabric, refined, marbled 17 1 320 0.68
SLWM(YB) Slipware, mixed fabric, yellow & brown lined 2 2 54 0.00
STNWEST(U) Stoneware, Westerwald, uncoloured 7 1 192 0.40
STNWEST Stoneware, Westerwald 18 4 320 1.96
TGEINC(B) Tin-glazed, with inclusions, buff 20 6 517 1.04
TGEINC(P) Tin-glazed, with inclusions, pink 11 2 161 0.58
325 109 | 18479 | 18.63
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Table 10.37 DWS8 - Fabric class

Sh No % Wt % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 52| 16.0 1366 | 7.5 3.17 | 17.1
Coarse Domestic (CD) 87 | 26.8 9397 | 50.8 456 | 24.4
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Mottled Ware (MMW) 14 4.3 292 | 1.6 097 | 5.2
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 1 0.3 6| 0.0 0.00| 0.0
North Devon (ND) 47 | 145 5084 | 27.5 3.24 | 174
Slipware (SLW) 27 8.3 533 | 2.9 135| 7.2
Stoneware (STN) 25 7.7 512 | 2.8 2.35| 12.6
Tin-glaze (TGE) 31 9.5 678 | 3.7 1.62| 87
White salt-glaze (WSGS) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 6 1.8 50| 0.3 0.00| 0.0
Other 35| 10.8 561| 3.0 140 7.4
325 18479 18.66
Table 10.4 - DW8 - Forms
Form No | Description No
1 Bowl 4 |BLWCR 1 NDGT 2 NHEREFAY 1
4 Plate 2| TGEINC((B)|1 |TGEINC(P) 1
5 Dish 6 |NDGF 3 |[SLW(YB) |1 |SLWM(YB)|2
7 Pan/pancheon 3 |CDRF 1 |MALV 1 |NDGT 1
12 Jar 9 |BLWLHF(U)|1 CDMARB |1 CDPF 4
CDRF 2 SLWCR(MH 1
14 Mug 4| STNWEST({ 1 STNWEST |3
15 Gorge 1|STNWEST |1
26 Chamber pot 4|BLWLHF(U)|2 |TGEINC(B)|2
28 Porringer 1|NDGT 1
39 Drug jar 3|TGEINC(B) |2 |TGEINC(P)|1
42 Handle (unattrib) 3 |CISTERC
98 Hollow ware (unspec) 52 |BLWLHF(U)|7 |CDMARB |1 |CDRF 8
CISTERC |8 MALV 2 MMW 2
MMWB 3 MMWP 5 NDGT 2
NHEREFA7Y |4 PMU 7 SLWB(JwW)|1
SLWB(MB) |1 |TGEINC(B)1
99 Unknown 17| MALV 3 |MED 5 |.MYWPK |1
NHEREFA7 i1 PMU 3 ROMAN 1
SLWB(MB) |3
Total 109

joins between sherds from this group and DW6 (one case) and DW7 (at least nine).

Other finds include more than 160 fragments of clay pipe, a great deal of animal bone, six

nails and some iron slag, but apparently almost no glass.

Fabrics and Quantities

The vessel equivalent per family, at 0.17, is higher than most groups but still well short of

DW3 and BRD1, so that the group is relatively incomplete. The median weight per family,
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at 21g, is comparatively low, as is the proportion of families recognisable as specific

forms, so that the assemblage also looks quite broken.

The most noticeable feature of the distribution of fabrics is that Coarse Domestic (CD)
fabrics are heavily represented. Both by sherd number and by eve they contribute about
a quarter of the group. Three types of CD are identified, COMARB, CDPF and CDRF, but
these distinctions are fairly arbitrary and merge at the margins.

Coarse Domestic wares are followed in quantity by Blackwares and North Devon wares,

for both of which the proportions for sherd number and eves are in rough agreement. The

North Devon <category, however, -firseeedveand dgrwa
temperedd versions, the first repr angletrbe e d by
regarded as table ware or display items, whereas the latter should be bracketed with

Coarse Domestic wares as belonging to the kitchen or buttery. If the NDGT wares and

the CD wares were joined in a larger O6utilitar

the 6coarse domesticd pr oepa36¥obyene. t o 35% by sher

Bl ackwares are al most entirely of the 6l ate har
Of the remaining overall categories in Table 10.3, stoneware is represented by up to five
Westerwald drinking vessels (four mugs and one gorge). There is no brown stoneware.
There is comparatively little slipware, although this category does include an example of
the elaborately decorated O0jewelledd type char .
of a jar in a hard fired cream fabric with marbled and combed surface slip decoration.
There is none of the SL type, with simple trailed white slip over a red base. Mottled ware
is not common, and included for the most part only as small fragments of unrecognisable
hollow forms; it is worth noting that BLWCR, essentially the same fabric with a different
finish, is also more or less absent. The tin-glazed wares are a relatively small contributor,
and are of three sub-t y pes: plain white everyday wares; 0
fabric with roughly applied decoration in the form of purple or blue horizontal lines and
chevrons; and one small sherd with multicoloured decoration in brown, yellow, blue and

green, a very rare occurrence in these groups.
There are seven sherds tentatively identified as North Herefordshire wares, one Midlands

Yellow sherd, and 18 sherds listed as Cistercian or Late Malvernian, together with six

small medieval or Roman sherds.
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Forms

The largest number allocated to a single form is that for jars. Of these perhaps up to

seven of the nine listed are large, probably storage jars of some kind, with a distinctive rim

shape which might be seen as adapted to tying down a textile covering. They have a

rotund rather than a straight s andedodcotsebnatp e, unl
have handles. A similar vessel is illustrated by Gooder (1984: 243, no 248). 6Jarsod ar
completed by a Blackware example, which might equally be a jug or a vase, and the hard

fired slipware vessel already mentioned, which bears a strong resemblance to a
supposed 0honey pot 6 al (4984: 206,Ina 223y and élelledb y Gooc
0Staffordshire, |l ate 17C6.

To the CD jars could be added, as part of the storage and food preparation equipment

present, at least three pans, one in CDRF, one in late Malvernian ware, and one a very

large North Devon example, in gravel-tempered ware, with a massive horizontal handle,

similar to those catalogued by Allan et al (2005: 187, nos 216-9), with an applied thumbed

clay strip under the rim. Al so i n NDGT are t\
Type 3J, and a suggested porringer, with horizontal handle attachment, which is akin to

his Type 5 (Allan et al. 2005: 191, Fig 17). One of the other bowls, with turned lines

below a simple club rim, is one of the clearest examples of a Herefordshire import. There

are some small sherds b e-trailed,gpressgmoutded slipiaee o6 u s u a
dishes, but the major contribution to dishes is a group of (probably) three dishes in North

Devon sgraffito ware, two of them substantially complete, and all with the same

decorative scheme.

Drinking equipment is most obviously exemplified by four German stoneware vessels

from the Westerwald, including one gorge. One or two of the small sherds of mottled

ware may also belong to drinking mugs. In addition, some or all of the small sherds,

including handle fragments, labelled Cistercian, that is in an iron-rich fabric with a dark,

sometimes metallic glaze, are probably from the small drinking vessels with multiple

handles, labelled tygs in Figure 6. Other than the two small TGE sherds which were

interpreted as plate fragments, there are no other forms associated with eating or

drinking. Two ot her forms are present: three 6édrug |
of horizontal lines and chevrons in blue and purple; and four chamber pots, two in plain

white TGE, and two in Blackware. The singl e ex
a straight sided cylindrical vessel which is the right size and shape for a mug or tankard,

but it is not possible to be sure.

103



Date

The absence of white salt-g| azed stoneware (WSGS), even the
for a date no later than the early years of the 18" century. A relative early date is also

suggested by the paucity of mottled ware and its relative, BLWCR.

The decorated North Devon dishes probably date from the last decades of the 17"
century. It was once thought that such dishes ceased to be made about 1700 (Watkins
1960). However, recent excavations at Bideford suggest that they continued to be made,
but that the carefully executed geometrical decoration of the late 17™ century gave way to
6 hasdtrialmpn sketchy dB8 sentgyn @l&n et al. 2005:193). 1 Bhe single
sherd of Midlands Yellow ware, along with the very fragmented remains of probable
Cistercian O0tygsb©o, can probably be added to t|
material, as residual in a later assemblage. Given that it is possible that such relatively
unusual display objects as the North Devon dishes might have lasted longer than more
utilitarian vessels, it seems reasonable to allocate a date range of 1700-1720 to this group

as a whole. None of the other contents would be inconsistent with this.

It should also be remembered that DW8 underlies DW1, which is earlier than DW3. Both
of the latter include some white stoneware (WSGS), DW1 a very small amount, but DW3
a substantial amount, together with the only creamware in any of the groups. This would
support a chronology which places DW8 earlier than DW1, which is assigned to the
period 1720-50.

Interpretation

This group comes not from a well, cess-pit, or other well-defined built structure, but from a
relativelyshal | ow (¢ 0.8m) O6rubbishé pit, containing,
animal bone and broken clay pipes. It shares cross-context associations with DW6 (from
a brick-built cess-pit) and DW7 (from a tile-lined cess-pit, all the associations from the
bottom layer). One of the North Devon sgraffito dishes is divided between all three
groups (DW6, DW7 and DW8), and at least three out of the five Westerwald mugs are
shared between DW7 and DW8. Taking all of these contexts together, and in particular
the associations between this group and DW7 (bottom layer), it is suggested that the
contents of this pit represent a cleaning out of the cess-pit containing DW7, which was at
a later date filled and sealed with rubble and soil from elsewhere containing earlier

material
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The distribution of forms appears to be consistent with the material being domestic in
nature (the presence of storage and food preparation equipment, together with drinking
mugs, plates and chamber pots). The North Devon dishes look like a matched set, or part
of such a set, which might have formed

discard, apparently together and complete, marks the passing of a fashion, or one

a

pri

z

generationbds taste being superseded by another.

Group BRD1 (see Table 11)

Context

This group ori ginates from an excavation undert aken

conditions, in advance of the redevelopment of an area known to contain the site of the
medieval Blackfriars (Barker 1969). The excavation revealed a fragment of the
Blackfriars buildings and several other features, including a section of Roman roadway.
Among the features were four wells, two of which were interpreted as Roman and one as
medieval, and these were given a full treatment in the published report. The remaining

well was mentioned in passing:

6Anot her wel | | We | | -Built, @amd cantaibed a lhrge awda s

remarkable collection of drinking mugs, mixing bowls and chamber pots of the
early 18th century, which presumably came from an inn, not yet identified. It is

intended to publish this important group

Publication did not in the event take place. However, Worcester City Museum retains a
number of boxes of material, labe | | ed &é Br oad Sid),rwhiehtmatch¥gethel
published description. Most of the sherds and other material in the boxes are marked

bri

30

OWBS (ie Worcester Broad Str eet |Bark&rel969: 68)6 .

clearly shows Well 2meas ea ad Me dieavallr e& m@moadt

the text follows this (see Figure 12). No original site records have been found, so that the
uncertainty about the identity of the well cannot positively be resolved, but it may be that
the labels on the site plan were at some point transposed, and that this mistake was
perpetuated in the writing up stage. The following account assumes that the assemblage
in the City Museum | aéntohdd e the publihédirep@ti@as camind
f rom Oakeidemticak 6

Much work has been done during the years since this assemblage was recovered, in
sorting it into families and in restoring some vessels. The restoration has in eight cases

amounted to reconstruction, with missing pieces replaced by plaster or similar material, so
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Table 117 Group BRD1

Table 11.17 BRD1 - Basic statistics

Excl Rest, Unm Incl Rest,

& Dist* Unm & Dist*

Sherd No 412 470
Total weight 179749 26516g9**
Mean sherd weight 43.63g 56.42**
Vessel equivalent (eve) 65.47 75.41
Sherd families 235 259
Mean sherds per family 1.75 1.81
Mean weight per family 76.49¢9 102.38g**
Min sherd weight per fam 19 1g**
Max sherd weight per fam 715¢g 3051g**
Median sherd weight per fam 31g 33g9**
Vessel equivalent per fam 0.28 0.29

*For explanation see p 109

*Weights distorted by restoration

Table11.271 BRD1-Fabric types (including Restorations,
Sh Fam Wik Eve
No No (gm)
BLWLHF(S) Blackware, late hard fired, slipped 4 2 480 1.47
BLWLHF(U) Blackware, late hard fired, unslipped 20 11 4958 3.44
BUFSL(BG) Buff ware, slipped, brown glaze 7 2 1166 1.77
CDPF Coarse domestic, paler fabric 8 6 1369 0.95
CDRF Coarse domestic, red fabric 2 2 729 0.34
MMWB Manganese mottled ware, buff fabric 8 6 585 1.53
MMWP Manganese mottled ware, pink fabric 3 3 208 0.33
MYWRF Midlands yellow ware, red fabric 1 1 9 0.00
NHEREFA7 North Herefordshire (Vince A7) 4 2 231 0.00
ROMAN Roman 1 1 171 0.11
SLBU(YT) Slipware, early, buff fabric, yellow trailed 3 1 95 0.11
SLWB(3C) Slipware, buff fabric, three-coloured 9 2 939 0.46
SLWBW(FIG) Slipware, buff fabric, white slipped, figured 18 2 1097 0.79
SLWM(YB) Slipware, mixed fabric, yellow/brown lined 27 12 1004 1.11
SLWPMI(YB) Slipware, pink micaceous, yellow/brown lined 4 1 314 0.30
STN2 Stoneware, type 2 41 39 316 2.76
STN2(DB) Stoneware type 2, dipped base 115 52 6269 | 32.09
STN4 Stoneware, type 4 1 1 38 0.30
STN5 Stoneware, type 5 3 1 128 0.43
STNNOT(NW) Stoneware, Nott/Derby, no white line 4 2 42 0.18
STNNOT(W) Stoneware, Nott/Derby, white line 5 4 145 1.00
STNWEST (V) Stoneware, Westerwald, uncoloured 8 1 92 0.00
TGEINC(B) Tin-glazed, with inclusions, buff 53 28 2713 5.15
TGEINC(P) Tin-glazed, with inclusions, pink 35 17 1962 3.44
WSGS(D) White salt-glazed stoneware, dipped 4 2 95 0.65
WSGS(U) White salt-glazed stoneware, undipped 82 58 1361 | 16.71
470 259 26516 | 75.42

*Weights distorted by restoration
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Table11.371 BRD1-Fabri c class (including

Sh No % Wik % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 24 5.1 5438 | 21.1 4.91 6.5
Coarse Domestic (CD) 10 2.1 2098 8.1 1.29 1.7
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Mottled ware (MMW) 11 2.3 793 3.1 1.86 2.5
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 1 0.2 9 0.0 0.00| 0.0
North Devon (ND) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Slipware (SL/SLW) 61 | 13.0 3449 | 13.4 2.77 3.7
Stoneware (STN) 177 | 37.7 7030 | 24.8 | 36.76 | 48.7
Tin-glaze (TGE) 88 | 18.7 4675 | 17.8 859 | 114
White salt-glaze WSG) 86 | 18.3 1456 5.6 | 17.36 | 23.0
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 1| 02 171 0.7 011 | 0.1
Other 11| 23 1397 5.4 1.77| 23
Total 470 26516 75.42

*\Weights distorted by restoration

Table11.47 BRD1-Forms(incl udi ng Restorations, Unmar ked

Elcc))rm Description No FABRICS

1 Bowl 27 | TGEINC(B) 8 | TGEINC(P) 4 i WSGS(U) 15

3 Jug 1 | BLWLHFU) | 1

4 Plate 6 | TGEINC(B) | 2 | WSGS(U) 4

5 Dish 19 | SLBU(YT) 1 | SLWB(3C) 2 { SLWBW(FIG) | 2
SLWM(YB) | 12 | SLWPMI(YB) | 1 | WSES(U) 1

6 Butterpot 8 | BLWLHF(U) 2 | CDPF 3 | CDRF 2
NHEREFA7 1

7 Pan/pancheon 2 | CDPF 2

9 Cup 1 | WSGS(U) 1

11 Saucer 2 | WSGS(U) 2

14 Mug 103 | STN2 39 | STN2(DB) 52 STN4 1
STNNOT(W) | 1 | WSGS(D) 2 | WSGS(U) 8

15 Gorge 2 | STN5 1 | STNWEST(U) | 1

26 Chamber pot 21 | BLWLHF(S) | 2 | BLWLHF(U) 2 | TGEINC(B) 8
TGEINC(P) | 9

28 Porringer 3 | BLWLHF(U) | 2 | BUFSL(BG) 1

40 Ointment pot 2 | TGEINC(B) 2

42 Handle (unattrib) 2 | STNNOT(W) | 1 | WSGS(U) 1

44 Cream/milk jug 2 | WSGS(U) 2

51 Baking dish 3 | BUSL(BG) 1 MMWB 1 i MMWP 1

97 Flatware (unspec) 1 | TGEINC(B) 1

98 Hollow ware (unsp) 44 | BLWLHF(U) | 4 | CDPF 1 { MMWB 4
MMWP 1 | MYWRF 1 { STNNOT(NW)| 2
STNNOT(W) | 2 | TGEINC(B) 6 | TGEINC(P) 3
WSGS(U) 20

99 Unknown 10 | MMWB 1 { MMWP 1 { NHEREFA7 1
ROMAN 1 | TGEINC(B) 1 | TGEINC(P) 1
WSGS(U) 4

Total 259
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that aggregate weights for the group as a whole and for parts of it are distorted and

cannot be used in assessing quantities. Further sorting has revealed more associations.

In addition, a few sherds contained in the boxes (16 out of 470, or 3.4%) are unmarked, or

are marked OWBS Distod. 't is not knowninwhat t|
Table 11 and discussed below these sherds and the reconstructed vessels have been

included in the group, but alternative figures excluding them have also been calculated.

While the weights are clearly affected by the reconstructions, eve figures are
comparatively little affected by the inclusion of the additional sherds.

No contextual evidence other than that contained in the published report (Barker 1969)
now exists, so that it is not possible to say anything about the stratigraphic relationships of
the well, even if, given the conditions of the excavation, they were recorded at the time.
Neither is it known if the well was bottomed, or whether more material was left in it. All
that is known is its very approximate location (now under a later development than that

which destroyed it in the fi rbsuilptléa.ce), and it s

It is obviously impossible to be certain that the assemblage as it now exists in the City
Museum store is complete after over forty years. For example, the clay pipes preserved
amount to no more than three bowls and two stem fragments, and in view of other
assemblages of a similar date, it is difficult to believe that more pipe was not originally in
the well deposit. Either clay pipe was not thought at the time to be important enough to
recover more than a few exampl es, or the assem

examples.

Fabrics and Quantities

The main types present, by sherd number, are tin-glaze, white salt-glazed stoneware,
brown stoneware and slipwares, but, if eves are used, it can be seen that over 70% is
accounted for by WSGS and STN, with TGE a substantial contributor (11.2%), but
slipwares contributing less than Blackwares. As indicated elsewhere, this may be partly
the result of using both base and rim percentages to estimate eves, since press-moulded
slipware dishes do not have a measurable base. But even if the slipware eve were
doubled to compensate for this, it would stil be less than that for Blackwares. Other types
are by comparison relatively insignificant. There is very little mottled ware or Coarse
Domestic wares, and very little else, so that the range of wares present is less marked

than in some other groups.

Added to this, the variation within the broad categories of wares (TGE, STN, WSGS) is

limited. Virtually all the white salt-glaze is the fully-developed, undipped type; almost all
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the stoneware is Type 2, except for a very small amount of Nottingham/Derby, and one
imported Westerwald vessel; and, although this does not appear in the above analysis, all
the tin-glaze except for one or two decorated plates consists of plain utilitarian wares. All

of the slipwares except for one dish are SLW types.

The total eve amounts to almost 73, including the restored vessels, and the eve per sherd
family, a measure of completeness, 0.29, so that relative to other groups more of the
vessels represented has survived. If weights are considered, excluding for this purpose
the restored vessels, the mean weight per family, at 76.5g, and the median weight, 319,
are relatively high, which suggests that the brokenness of the assemblage is relatively

low.
There is one Roman sherd, and one very small sherd of Midlands Yellow ware.

Forms

The relatively high level of completeness is emphasised by fact that only 22% of sherd

families cannot be given a specific form. The outstanding characteristic of the

assemblage is the very large number of mugs, that is straight-sided drinking vessels with

one handle (form 14). In addition, there are two globular type mugs ( 6gor ges 6, fo
The majority of the form 14 mugs are in brown stoneware with a rilled base, the base

dipped in a white slip. The colour of the salt-glazed exterior of the mug varies between

dark brown and very pale brown, and the interior colour varies almost as much, but does

not have the -peyeplidc ad p pdbena raanngcee . The handl es, wh
forms with a raised cordon and smoothed-in bottom attachment, with no bottom terminal.

Many complete bases survive, in contrast to rims, which are thin, with a simple turned line

on the exterior. The fabric is a light to dark grey, with prominent and abundant black

specks. No ale-measure marks have been found.

The next most frequent forms are bowls, chamber pots and dishes. The latter are almost
allpresssmoul ded sl i pwar erdisgte £ dwgietsh ddmiee with a ma
with o6éstandarddéd brown and yellow feathered dec
three possible Blackware examples, are in plain white tin-glazed earthenware, with a form
similar to those at Temple Balsall (Gooder 1984: 164). The bowls include plain tin-glazed
types, probably to be interpreted as basins, and examples in white salt-glazed stoneware,
the former typically about 230-250mm in diameter, the latter smaller and including some

which may be tea bowils.
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Date

The substantial amount of White Salt-glazed Stoneware means that the date of deposition
must be after about 1720, and probably some time after this. On the other hand, there is
no refined redware or creamware, which might be expected to appear after the middle of
the century, so that a date range of 1720-50 would be appropriate. The relative scarcity
of mottled wares would tend to support this conclusion. The slipware dish with the figure
of a man in wig and coat appears to be from the same mould, dated 1751, as an example
illustrated by Brears (1971: 52). If so, the date would have to be a little later.

As indicated above, only three clay pipe bowls and two stem fragments are included in
the collection of finds as it now survives. One of the bowls has a mark on the base of the
spur, akin to Broseley type 4 (c1680-1730), but the mark is indecipherable. All three

bowls are late seventeenth or early eighteenth century types (Oswald 1975).

Interpretation

Given the number of brown stoneware mugs, c han
according to the published note) the original interpretation that the assemblage
O6presumably came from an innd seems plausible
assumed that it all had the same origin. In the absence of excavation records or a

published report, little more can safely be said, though it might be postulated that, if it

represents a single discard episode, it was the result of a clearance following an inn

closure or perhaps a restocking with more up to date or fashionable utensils, at a date in

the mid-18th century.

Group CATH (see Table 12)

Context

This group is taken from a somewhat wunusual co
built into the foundation of one of the 14™ century buttresses of the Chapter House of

Worcester Cathedral. The chamber was discovered in the course of excavations in 1996
directed towards investigating a 6émortared sat
Housebo, revealed the previous Gl wmwfordhg t he
1997, and see Figure 13). Excavation in the following season (1997) established that the

6curvilinear foundationd which was thé" primary
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Table 127 Group CATH

Table 12.17 CATH - Basic Statistics

Sherd No 88

Total weight 3203

Mean sherd weight 36.4¢9

Vessel equivalent (eve) 6.42

Sherd families 64

Mean sherds per family 1.38

Mean weight per family 50.0g

Min weight per family 19

Max weight per family 1480g

Median weight per family 69

Vessel equivalent per family 0.10

Table 12.2 7 CATH - Fabric types
Sh Fam No Wt Eve
No (gm)

BUFSL(BG) Buff ware, slipped, brown glaze 1 1 3 0.00
BLWCFE(S) Blackware, coarse fabric, slipped 1 1 11 0.00
CDPF Coarse Domestic, paler fabric 2 2 61 0.07
CDRF Coarse Domestic, red fabric 5 2 129 0.10
CDWF Coarse Domestic, white fabric 1 1 15 0.00
CIST Cistercian ware 17 11 71 0.86
MALV Late Malvernian 1 1 31 0.00
MART Martincamp 1 1 35 0.00
MED Medieval 1 1 33 0.00
MMWP Manganese mottled ware, pink fabric 2 2 2 0.00
MPL Midlands Purple 3 3 63 0.11
MPLGL Midlands Purple, overall glaze 1 1 1480 1.00
MYWCR Midlands Yellow, cream fabric 12 9 789 1.29
MYWP Midlands Yellow, pink fabric 1 1 1 0.00
NDGT North Devon gravel tempered 1 1 13 0.00
PMU Post medieval, unknown 1 1 1 0.00
PORCH Porcelain, Chinese import 1 1 4 0.08
ROM/MED Roman or Medieval 6 5 102 0.17
ROM Roman 8 8 105 0.06
STNFRE Stoneware, Frechen 1 1 10 0.25
TG Tudor Green 3 1 18 1.00
TGEINC(B) Tin-glaze, inclusions, buff 11 3 211 1.18
TGEINC(P) Tin-glaze, inclusions, pink 3 2 8 0.10
WSGS(U) White salt-glazed stoneware 4 4 7 0.15
88 64 3203 6.42
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Table 12.37 CATH - Fabric Classes

Sh No % Wit % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 1 1.1 11| 0.3 0.00 0.0
Coarse Domestic (CD) 8 9.1 205 6.4 0.17 2.6
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0| 0.0 0.00 0.0
Mottled Ware (MMW) 2 2.3 2| 01 0.00 0.0
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 13| 14.8 790 | 24.7 1.29 20.1
North Devon (ND) 1 1.1 13| 04 0.00 0.0
Slipware (SL/SLW) 0 0.0 0| 0.0 0.00 0.0
Stoneware (STN) 1 11 10 0.3 0.25 3.9
Tin-glaze (TGE) 14 | 15.9 219 | 6.8 1.28 19.9
White salt-glaze (WSGS) 4 4.5 7 0.2 0.15 2.3
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 15| 17.0 240 | 7.5 0.23 3.6
Other 29 | 33.0] 1706 | 53.3 3.05 47.5
88 3203 6.42
Table 12.41 CATH - Forms
Form No | Description No
6 Butterpot/ straight sided storage 3|MPLGL {1 |[CDPF 1 {MPL 1
19 Bartmann bottle 1|STNFRE {1
37 Flask 1|MART 1
39 Drug jar 1| TGEINC(B] 1
42 Handle (unattrib) 2| MED 1 {ROM/MED]|1
50 Costrel 1|TG 1
52 Tankard 1|MYWCR |1
97 Flatware (unspec) 2|PORCH {1 {WSGS() i1
98 Hollow ware (unspec) 41 |BUFSL(BG1 {BLWCF(S)i1 |CDPF 1
CDRF 2 CDWF 1 CISTERC |9
MALV 1 MMWP 2 MPL 1
MYWCR 4 MYWP 1 NDGT 1
ROM/MED; 3 ROM 8 TGEINC(B)i 1
TGEINC(Pj1 {WSGS(U) |3
99 Unknown 11| CISTERC |2 MPL 1 MYWCR 4
PMU 1 ROM/MED {1 TGEINC(B)i 1
TGEINC(P; 1
64

century remodelling of the Chapter House, of which the buttresses formed part (Crawford
1998). It was not clear what the relationship between the foundation and the original

structure of the 11™ i 12™ century Chapter House was, although a further investigation in

1999 justified a tentative conclusion that

survival of part of an 11™ century Anglo-S a x o n r(@rawtom & &@y 2000: 4). The
1999 excavation also revealed another underground chamber adjacent to one of the other

buttresses. Whatever the conclusions relating to the medieval structures may be,
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however, the contents of the first underground chamber were not medieval (at least not in
deposition):

O60Medi eval finds from the chamber consisted of
it is likely that these found their way into the chamber in the in the post-medieval

period. Joining pieces of post-medieval pottery were found inside and outside the

chamber, so it is likely that, in the 17™ century, rubbish was allowed to build up in this

area. At the point of abandonment of the chamber, some of this debris was pushed

into it. Whilst two fairly intact pots were found in the chamber ... , there is no evidence

that the chamber was ever filled with water [sic]. The animal bones from the chamber

are still being studied, but preliminary work indicates that an early example of a turkey

was amongst the food debris.

The function of the chamber remains obscure. It may have been designed to operate
as a sump or soakaway, but the walls ... show no sign of tide marks. Parallels may be
sought in the chamber from Oriel College, Oxford ... which functioned chiefly as a cess
pit, and ... [there are] ... similarities in construction between the chamber at Worcester
and the sanitary substruct ur e(Cravfordtl®&4)Hospi t al

The results of the promised study of the animal bones were subsequently published by
Thomas (1999), in an article the main purpose of which was to use the animal bones and
historical records for a di"senturg Fheconterisfofthef east i r
underground chamber were referred to again in the process of trying to establish a date

for the deposit, and thus for the animal bone and the feasting which produced it:

O0What ever it s .oiridsckdrtha in thesevermeerghecentury the chamber
was reused as a rubbish pit, and the lack of stratification and the homogeneous nature
of the material suggests that this deposition occurred in a single event. This is
supported by the fact that two conjoining fragments of majolica ware were found both
inside and outside the entrance to the chamber. Similarly, fragments of Bristol Blue
delftware and seventeenth century dimpled glass were also found in contexts on top of
the chamber roof, as well as within.

The clay pipes included within the fill of the chamber provide the most accurate means
of dating this deposit. Nine stamped clay pipe bowls were recovered, along with
numerous stem fragments. Pipe bowl typology, and analysis of the stamps on the
bases, suggest dates of manufacture of between c. 1690 and 1710 (Oswald 1975, 41:
190-92).

The pottery and glassware ... provides additional support for the date of this deposit.
Fragments of seventeenth-century tin-glazed earthenware, probably Bristol Blue Delft,
were retrieved, as were sherds from a sixteenth- to seventeenth-century straight-sided
Midlands Purple butter jar, and one almost complete yellow ware jug. The types of
glass bottles that were recovered ... were also very similar to those that were made in
the third quarter oft he s ev ent e ¢Thonms 1981845ur v . 6

There are several references to the O6homogeneo
that the contents of the chamber were removed as one context. The pottery from that
context is included in Table 12. However, the material from the outside of the chamber

which was judged to be contemporary has also been included in order to provide as close

a picture as possible of the deposit as a whole.
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The nomenclature used by Thomas is somewhat idiosyncratic. It is not immediately
obvious what &édmajolica war eghazed sartherovards the terin h a n p
is more properly used of the older, polychrome tradition of Italian origin which was
progressively succeeded in the Netherlands and England from the early 17" century by a
mostly monochrome blue tradition imitative of Chinese porcelain (Black 2001b). This later
tradition came in the early 18" century to be called Delftware, and Thomas uses this term
to refer to OBristol Bl ue Delft o, alt Airugh Br |
pottery was incidental to the main purpose of the excavation and the publications arising,
except as a dating aid; other than the illustration of two vessels by Crawford (1997:Fig 3),

the pottery from this excavation has not been published.

Fabrics and Quantities

This is a small group, and too much weight should not be placed on quantification. It is,
however, immediately apparent that the group is very fragmentary and incomplete, except
for the notable survival of three substantially complete vessels. Although the average
weight per family is 50g, and average sherd weight 36.4g, these figures are inflated by the
weights of the complete vessels, particularly the butter pot, and the median family weight
is a mere 69, the lowest for any group, so that the group exhibits high brokenness. The
eve per family, at 0.1, is also at the lower end of the range. The majority of the
assemblage consists of relatively small sherds of a wide range of fabrics, many being
represented by only a single sherd. The only fabrics to be represented by more than 10
sherds are 6Ci st er cllowgand tinyglazedeearthdviades. aOf tHesothef e
types, if the Roman and medieval sherds, totalling 15, are excluded, only Coarse

Domestic wares, totalling eight sherds, rise above five in number.

The 6Cisterciand sherds wergeerhapsio,abavkor tggt one b
10g or less in weight. There was no attempt to divide them, as sherds from DW7 and the
Commandery were, into CIST1 and CIST2 categories, the latter perhaps representing a
more developed blackware, but they all appeared to belong to CIST1 types, that is a red
to purple fabric with rather uneven gl aze, wi t
when held under a light source, and sometimes with a metallic finish. There were no

sherds of CIST(BG) type with a brown glaze.

The Midlands Yellow ware sherds were all of the cream-bodied fabric, except for one very
small sherd in the pink version. Again, all were very small, except for an almost complete

vessel, described as a jug by Thomas (1999: 345), but without a pouring lip. As seems
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typical of these wares, the finish is very variable, both in colour, ranging from a pale
yellow to a rich buttercup, sometimes having a greenish tinge, and in the thickness of the
glaze, resulting sometimes in a matt finish, sometimes very shiny. All of the TGE sherds
came from vessels decorated in cobalt blue, including one substantially complete small

jar, except for two conjoined sherds which had an external mottled finish in purple.

Midlands Purple fabrics were represented by very few sherds, but including most of a
heavy O6butterpoté type vessel, roughly gl azed
glazed on the interior only, one at least of them probably from a similar vessel. The two
sherds labelled BUFSL(BG) and BLWCF(S) are probably no more than variants on the
observed types of Coarse Domestic wares. One CD sherd was in a very pale, almost
white fabric, with a lumpy internal brown glaze, unique to this group. The rest of the
group includes two very small sherds of mottled ware, one of North Devon gravel
tempered ware, the neck and lugs from a Tudor Green (Border Ware) costrel, and four

very small sherds of white salt-glazed stoneware.

The imported wares consisted of a sherd from a Martincamp flask, a small fragment of
Chinese porcelain with both underglaze blue decoration and overglaze painting in brown,
and the neck of a Ger man @&5sherds (h/@oohttie tosal) weree war e &

in Roman or medieval fabrics.

Forms

Out of a total of 64 families, only eight were recognisable as specific forms, reinforcing the
observation that the assemblage was very fragmented. Of these, three were substantially
complete vessels. Two of them were illustrated by Crawford (1997: Fig 3), namely the
butterpot in Midlands Purple, and the Midlands Yellow vessel described by Thomas as a
jug. The third was a small decorated tin-glazed jar. Of the remaining five forms, two
appeared also to be straight sided storage vessels, although it was not possible to say
whether they were of the classic, tall cylindrical butterpot shape. The other three were a
stoneware Bartmann bottle, a Martincamp flask (assuming that no other form is likely in
this fabric), and the neck and lugs of a Border ware costrel. It is likely that at least one
and possibly two pans or pancheons in Coarse Domestic wares are represented, and that

some of the Cistercian sherds come from tygs or cups.

The three substantially complete vessels all illustrate the endemic confusion surrounding
the nomenclature assigned to ceramic for ms. i

well with the general description and illustration provided by Egan in his discussion of the
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marks found on these vessels (Egan 1992). He, however, describes these vessels as

6cyl i stahewarelau t t e ragdedtesphasis). The size, fabric and profile of his only

more or less complete, marked example, found in London, is very similar to the example

from the Cathedral, although it is not clear whether his is glazed. He refers to Celoria and
Kellybés publication of an assembtlyame Wwaroans 8B;urts
il lustration i s adselwith sightyrflarieg rim;yil buttedpotit caald it i on 6
(original emphasis). Their reference is in fact to a fabric tradition, rather than a shape

(coarse hollow ware vessels of various shapes which seem to share the same coarse

dark-red, relatively hard-fired body. They can be both earlier and later than the well-

known butter-pots of the late 17" ¢ e n t iu origin®l emphasis) (Celoria & Kelly 1973:No

16 & p 13). Gooder also referstotwo versions of a O60butterpoto fabri
in one of which she illustrates a vessel which is wider than it is deep, that is quite unlike

the tall cylindrical form of{Godderé98421G Noe246)., and |
Brears adds to the confusi on hugglazéeé mtcmadebn ng a b
Burslem, ..., for the storage of butter for sale. By an Act of Parliament these pots were to

weigh less than 6lbs, yet contain 14lb of bu t t e r(added emphagis) (Brears 1971:243-

4). The present example, without its rim and upper parts, weighs 1480g, or about 3.7Ibs.

The Midlands Yellow vessel described as a jug by Thomas (1999:345) seems very similar

to what Woodfield cal (Woodfield 2496482).a Thd préasennadthoe d | ar s
recorded it as a tankard, though perhaps its somewhat bulbous shape militates against

this description. Finally, the tin-glazed vessel belongs to a well-established form, that of

6jarsd6 with a slight constr i c.tTheotaler beesiopwitht he r i
a Owaistedd cemfttrean @alritadnani édal barell ob, f ol
These are usually called drug jars, having been made in large quantities for pharmacies

and the shops of apothecaries, although strictly speaking they are dry drug jars, the jars

for liquids having a very different appearance. Biddle, in discussing the finds from
Nonsuch Pal ace, adopts the traditional odrug |
form is likely to have had many other uses, and illustrates a large 17" century group

including one which has the same decoration as the present example (Biddle 2005: Fig

51:137). The recent publication on the London tin-glaze industry, however, is more

circumspect and confines itself to a distnct i on bet ween-3060mm)yame &6 (r i n
6s mal | 6-70nm)i jans, esdhewing the epithet @ r u @yder et al. 2008:47-9 for
Pickleherring, 77-8 for Rotherhithe).
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Date

The distribution of wares, except for the four very small white salt-glazed sherds,
suggests a deposition in the late 17™ century, which was the conclusion implied by
Thomas and Crawford, although nowhere explicitly stated. Crawford thought only that
rubbish had piled up in the area in the 17" century and that some of it had subsequently
been used to fill the underground chamber. If the WSGS sherds are not assumed to be
intrusive, however, the final date of deposition cannot be any earlier than 1720 or so. The
group is very mixed, containing Roman and medieval material, and other sherds which
might be as early as the 16™ century, but the majority is probably 17™ century in
manufacture. The assemblage contains the highest proportion of Midlands Yellow, by
vessel equivalent, in any group other than DW7; this seems a good indication of a
predominantly 17™ century date (Woodfield 1964)

Interpretation

The singularity of this makes inerpretatidndiffiault. iThen and r
area excavated, around the Chapter House, was clearly badly affected by all kinds of
disturbances which rendered stratigraphical associations very difficult to establish (see
Crawford 1997, Figl). Assuming that the contexts which have been combined together in
the above account really belong to a single event, there seems no reason not to
hypothesise that the event was a clearance of the area, perhaps as late as the early 18"
century, and the filling of the underground chamber with the resultant debris. The
inclusion of Roman and medieval sherds implies that the clearance was not just a matter
of pushing relatively recently accumulated rubbish into the chamber, but of including
debris from a somewhat wider area, though not necessarily very wide; Roman pottery is
after all very likely to arise from any disturbance in this central area of the city. In other
words at least some of the material has been subject to redeposition, probably on a
number of occasions. The presence of both very fragmented material and a small

number of largely complete vessels serves only to emphasise the mixed nature of the

deposit.

The analysis of the animal bone led Thomas to conclude tha t it was the resul
statusdé feasting, possibly even the annual 6au
which he was able to examine late 17"cent ury account s. He asserts

fragments of numerous high quality glassand pot t ery vesselsd support
(Thomas 1999: 352). This seems debatable; clay pipes are hardly an exclusively high
status category, there is no analysis of the glass, and the pottery is not especially

remarkable either in quality or quantity. There is only one very small sherd of imported
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porcelain, and the other fabrics represented are not different from what might be expected
elsewhere in the city at this date. It only seems safe to conclude that the assemblage
results from tidying up and disposal of rubbish at some time in the late 17" or early 18"
century, the rubbish arising from the immediate locality. It is worth noting that the
excavation revealed the foundations of post-medieval buildings very close to the Chapter
House, O6which are known t o h(&ravdordieed). pul |l ed dov

Group CIT1 (see Table 13)

Context

This group comes from the excavation in 1998/9 of a site in the centre of the city, between

the High Street and The Shambles (formerly Baxter Street), subsequently published in the

Transactions of the Worcestershire Archaeological Society (Griffin et al. 2004 - see also

Figure 14). By the late 17™ century the site was occupied by an inn, which came to be

known as the Kingos ™ ¢eetaydwas taenhome iohexhibitioas ahdd

theatrical performances, a purpose built structure for the latter being apparently eventually

provided in 1762, although it did not last longer than the century. The site was used for

the cityds Market Hal | from 1804 wuntil(forr 951, S
site history see Hughes in Griffin et al. 2004). The excavation reached Roman and

medieval levels, but in the upper levels, dating to the 17™ and 18" centuries, revealed a

complex of fairly insubstantial buildings, pits and surfaces which appear to represent

yards and the buildings surrounding them. Exce
Unitsé, and the context containing this group
dumped within t he Theaxantext was thosenffor adetailed treadnmerdt in

the published report as 6édhaving [an] i mportant
to the earlier half of the eighteenth century due to the absence of porcelain ... and

c r e a mw@riffie Z004a:85). The cellar from which the assemblage came appeared to

be one of the deeper late features on the site which had escaped truncation by modern

activity:

60Much of the evidence f or htrdditwentigthecenturyldvasf Per od
removed during machining, or had been truncated by construction of the City Arcade in

the 19506s. However, deeper cut foundations
with clearance deposits and features.

Of the former, the most significant was a series of brick arches and associated fills (AU

4044) which spanned and infilled the area of a former cellar (AU 4043 ...). An obvious
interpretation of the infill deposits is that they were associated with clearance and
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Table 137 Group CIT1

Table 13.17 CIT1 - Basic statistics

Sherd No 455
Total weight 139949
Mean sherd weight 30.8¢g
Vessel equivalent (eve) 22.58
Sherd families 148
Mean sherds per family 3.07
Mean weight per family 94.69
Min weight per family 1g
Max weight per family 891¢g
Median weight per family 359
Vessel equivalent per family 0.15
Table 13.27 CIT1 - Fabric types
Sh Fam No Wt Eve
No (gm)
BLWLHF(S) Blackware, late hard fired, slipped 16 6 733 0.78
BLWLHF(U) Blackware, late hard fired, unslipped 28 14 1167 3.03
BUFSL(BG) Buff ware, slipped, brown glaze 8 4 98 0.10
CDMARB Coarse Domestic, marbled fabric 17 6 2256 0.57
CDPF Coarse Domestic, paler fabric 22 9 743 0.59
CIST2 6Ci stercianb, type 2 5 1 164 1.00
MED Medieval 1 1 5 0.00
MMWB Manganese mottled ware, buff fabric 66 16 1033 1.89
MMWP Manganese mottled ware, pink fabric 6 2 297 0.69
MYW Midlands Yellow ware 1 1 10 0.00
MYWMX Midlands Yellow ware, mixed fabric 1 1 3 0.00
NDGT North Devon gravel tempered ware 69 15 3125 3.12
NHEREFA7 North Herefordshire (Vince A7) 1 1 15 0.16
PMU Post medieval, unknown 4 4 70 0.41
SLBY Slipware, brown & yellow 1 1 16 0.07
SLRO Slipware, early, red/orange 5 1 166 0.09
SLRO(YT) Slipware, early, red/orange, yellow trailed 3 1 55 0.06
SLW Slipware (later, unspec) 1 1 1 0.00
SLWB Slipware, buff fabric, general 12 3 117 0.25
SLWB(YB) Slipware, buff fabric, yellow & brown lined 9 8 195 0.27
SLWM(YB) Slipware, mixed fabric, yellow & brown lined 50 5 1102 0.61
SLWP(IW) Slipware, pink fabric, jewelled 12 1 72 0.92
SLWP(YB) Slipware, pink fabric, yellow & brown lined 4 3 97 0.00
STN2 Stoneware, type 2 5 5 27 0.47
STN2(DB) Stoneware, type 2, dipped base 20 10 627 3.08
STNFRE Stoneware, Frechen 4 3 35 0.00
STNNOT(W) Stoneware, Nottingham, white line 5 2 29 0.19
STNWEST Stoneware, Westerwald 11 4 448 1.06
TGEINC(B) Tin-glaze, with inclusions, buff 37 13 666 1.44
TGEINC(P) Tin-glaze, with inclusions, pink 26 3 573 1.03
WSGS(U) White salt-glazed stoneware, undipped 5 3 49 0.70
455 148 | 13994 | 22.58
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Table 13.37 CIT1 - Fabric classes

Sh No % Wit % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 44 9.7 | 1900 | 13.6 3.81 | 16.9
Coarse Domestic (CD) 39 8.6 | 2999 | 21.4 1.16 5.1
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
Mottled ware (MMW) 72| 158 | 1330| 95 258 | 114
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 2 0.4 13| 0.1 0.00| 0.0
North Devon (ND) 69 | 15.2 | 3125 | 223 3.12 | 13.8
Slipware (SL/SLW) 97 | 21.3| 1821 | 13.0 2.28 | 10.1
Stoneware (STN) 45 9.9 | 1166 | 8.3 480 | 21.2
Tin-glaze (TGE) 63| 138 | 1239 | 8.9 2.47 | 10.9
White salt-glaze (WSGS) 5 11 49| 04 0.70| 31
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 1 0.2 5| 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Other 18 4.0 347 | 25 167 74
455 13994 22.59
Table 13.4 - CIT1 - Forms
Form No | Description No
1 Bowl 9|BUFSL(BG) |1 NDGT 1 TGEINC(B)| 6
TGEINC(P) |1
4 Plate 1|TGEINC(B) |1
5 Dish 20|SLRO 1 SLRO(YT) |1 SLWB 2
SLWB(YB) |8 |SLWM(YB)|5 |SLWP(YB)|3
6 Butterpot/ straight sided storage 5|BLWLHF(S)|4 |CDPF 1
7 Pan/ pancheon 11|CDMARB |4 |CDPF 1 |[NDGT 6
9 Cup 1|SLWP@IW) |1
12 Jar 3| CDPF 1 NDGT 2
14 Mug 15|STN(DB) |10 |STN2 2 |STNWEST|3
26 Chamber pot 6 | BLWLHF(U){1 TGEINC(B); 4 TGEINC(P); 1
29 Tyg 1|CIST2
42 Handle (unattrib) 3|MMWB 2 {STNFRE |1
43 Lid (unattrib) 1|WSGS) i1
51 Baking dish 5| MMWB 4 IMMWP 1
53 Loving cup 1|MMWB 1
97 Flatware (unspec) 1|SLBY 1
98 Hollow ware (unspec) 55 | CDPF 4 {BLWLHF(S}2 {BLWLHF(U;12
BUFSL(BG) {3 CDMARB {2 MMWB 8
MMWP 1 NDGT 6 NHEREFA7 1
PMU 3 SLWB 1 STNNOT(W 2
TGEIN®) {2 {TGEINC(P)1 |WSGS() |1
STN2 3 STNFRE {2 STNWEST {1
99 Unknown 10| CDPF 2 {BLWLHF(Uj1 |MED 1
MMWB 1 MYW 1 MYWMX 11
PMU 1 SLW 1 WSGS(U) i1
148
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demolition prior to the construction of the first Market Hall in the early nineteenth
century. However, the large assemblage of material from the infill is of late
seventeenth to early eighteenth date and it is possible that the cellar had fallen into
disuse sometime during Period 4 [17"/18" centuries], and had been used for clearance
of rubbish. The pillars for the arches extended through the cellar floor, ..., and ... were
of nineteenth-century date. These can almost certainly be associated with one of the
phases of building of (GriffnetaVd0@4t7ba)i an mar ket ha

G
0~/
]
384900, [ /385000 85100 S E 385200,

Reproduced by kind permission of Ordnance Survey © Crown copyright NC/2004/27262

Figure 1471 City Arcades, location (Griffin et al 2004)
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Fabrics and Quantities

The recorded number of sherds (455) contrasts with the number (433) given in the

published report. The vessel equivalent per family, at 0.15, places this group fairly high in

the table for completeness (see Table 4). This position is supported by the identification

of more than 50% of families as recognisable forms, a status shared by only three other

groups (BRD1, DW3 and DW®6). The published reportindeedco mment s t hat Omany
sherds could be joined t o(Grffio 2004a:85, althoughdhmsp | et e
still applies only to a relatively small proportion of the group.

The distribution of the broad classes of fabrics is fairly even. By sherd count the various
types of slipware account for more than 20%, closely followed by mottled wares, North
Devon wares and tin-glazed wares. Blackwares, stonewares, and CD wares are also
quite well represented. The same classes appear in the eve distribution, although
stoneware now accounts for more than 20%, no doubt largely because of the common
survival of brown stoneware mug bases (the same factor affects BRD1 to an even greater

extent). CD wares, however, contribute less to the eve.

The slipwares are for the most part of the SLW type, but there is a small amount of

(earlier?) red/orange bodied ware, including one dish of the usual shape but without the

usual yell ow trail ed paThae ®L¥Wncategqrydatsd inchudles ans s | i p v
unusually elaborately decorated cup (or porringer?) with trailed patterns in cream and

brown slip on an olive green background. Most of the stoneware is accounted for by

STNZ2, that is the common type with a buff to grey fabric with prominent black inclusions

and a brown glaze, but there are some German imports, mostly Westerwald, but some

small sherds from Frechen vessels, and five sherds of Nottingham stoneware. The

mottled wares are almost all of the buff fabric, but a few sherds with a pink fabric, slipped

with a lighter clay before glazing, are present. The North Devon ware is all of the
0standardé6, teenpey edgivavelety. The O6Cisterciant
or two-handled drinking vessel, and could perhaps be categorised as blackware, but the

fabric is softer and the product not so well
listed as BLW. There are only five WSGS sherds, possibly all from the same vessel, two

small Midlands Yellow sherds, one medieval sherd, and no Roman material.

Forms
Up to 20 dishes are present, almost all (18) in buff, mixed or pink varieties of slipware,
with trailed and feathered decoration. The sherds, some of which are small, are from

press moul ded ddriwshtes mmiimsh. 6 pWlkere the diameter
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from about 220mm to a maximum of 340mm. One dish of this type is rectangular in form.

The oO6featheredd patterns produced by combing t
over a dark ground are o f di ffering types, some Ounidir
patterns, others much more angul ar or O6spi kyo
directions, and someti mes 6jigglingd t he res:

rectangular dish displaysamoul ded raised rectangular o6frameb

least one moulded, though indecipherable, letter, and some of the normal circular dishes

also have moulded circular ridges, in one

rim sherd, without feathered decoration, has a trace of a moulded pattern, perhaps part of
a figure of the kind included in group BRD1. The other two dishes are of the SL type,
although one is actually plain, without a trailed pattern; it is included in this category since

its form and fabric are the same as the normal trailed variety.

Drinking equipment is largely accounted for by stoneware mugs, the majority in English
brown stoneware, familiar from group BRD1, having a rilled, dipped base. Only a few
rims are included in the assemblage, listed as STN2; as with group BRD1, the rims, which
are thinner and more fragile, do not seem to be recovered in any quantity. None can be
matched with bases. Up to a dozen of these mugs are recognisable. In addition, three
Westerwal d mugs are certainly present, one

and another with the edge of an applied cartouche which is probably also a crowned
monogram. A further Westerwald vessel is present, in a paler fabric with a grey core,

which is probably a large mug or tankard. Two other vessels are associated with drinking:

wi t h

case

a

the decorated, 0jewell edd slipware cup mention

two handled tyg. Some of the other sherds listed as BLWLHF may belong to similar
vessels to the latter. One mottled ware vessel of an unusual, conical shape, with one
surviving handl e, may perhaps be a tank

analogous to the better-known examples from Nottingham/Derby.

Also in mottled ware are a number of shallow, wide dishes with straight sides,
characterised her.eThaysseem brdyko atayr indthissfdbecsand are
perhaps simply serving dishes. There are up to a dozen pans, five straight-sided
Obutterpotd typedthreeopossiplestorage Jassedll of,thesa mtilitarian

vessels are in CD fabrics, blackware, or North Devon gravel-tempered ware.

Up to six chamber pots, one in blackware and five in plain tin-glaze, are recognisable, but
a number of other blackware sherds could belong to additional vessels of this type.

Finally, bowls are mainly in tin-glazed earthenware, both undecorated and decorated in
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cobalt blue. Another decorated tin-glazed sherd is perhaps also of a bowl, with a wavy

attachment below the rim.

Date

As indicated above, the excavator thought that this group was of late 17" to early 18"
century dat e. One Westerwald mug is decorated
later than the accession of George | in 1714. On the other hand, the virtual absence of

white salt-glazed stoneware suggests a deposition date not long after this. The rarity of
apparently early forms of bl ackwar e, or O6Ciste

Yellow wares, would support a date in the early 18™ century.

The clay pipes from this context do not display any decipherable marks, but the forms are
all compatible with a Broseley origin. Most seem to be Broseley types 4 and 6, two of the
type 46s having the small ci rwhichlaracharaotristicef on t he
this type. These types are both dated to about 1690-1720. There is also at least one
Broseley type 1c, of about 1670-80 (Oswald 1975: 50). The published report identifies a

group of 19 bowls from this context, 6possibly boucg
maker/ supplieré, and |links this to the existen
17" century:

6Batches of pipes could have been ordered for
or for a tavern where they could have been sold or made available to inn customers to
smoke a pipeful of tobacco and replaced. Such practices are known in the nineteenth
century and are per f ec(Atkiny2004:81g92)c a | in earlier |
The context also contained 10 base and neck sher ds from wine bottles of
Obl adder & shape, that is with short necks and
base (Griffin 2004b). This form evolved from the earlier
longer neck, and was in circulation by the late 17" century (Willmott 2002: 89). All of this
evidence leads to the conclusion that the pottery in this deposit was discarded not much
later than 1720.

Interpretation

The present context accounts for a fairly large proportion of the total of post-medieval and

modern pottery recovered from the site as a whole (455 sherds out of 1299, or 35%), and

the published discussion of other, much smaller, groups from other contexts does not

suggest a greatly different composition in terms of fabrics and forms (Griffin 2004a:82-89).

The documented existence of the Ki ngdés Head inn on"cenuiys site
prompts the interpretation of the assemblages of artefacts from the site in terms of

rubbish discarded from the inn, and quantities of wine bottles and drinking mugs in this
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context support this conclusion. The number of stoneware mugs does not approach the
huge number in group BRD1, which was supposed to have derived from an inn or
alehouse. The other pottery, including quantities of serving dishes, pans and storage
vessels, and chamber pots, suggests a substantial establishment, though not necessarily
an inn, but this interpretation depends on the material having been discarded in one
operation, which cannot be assumed. We must be satisfied with the conclusion that at
some point in the 1720s or later the cellar in question fell out of use and was used as a
rubbish depository, no doubt for material from the inn. The absence of later material
suggests that this use did not persist for long, or alternatively that later activity on the site,
connected with the construction of the market hall in the 19" century, removed any later

levels.

Groups CMDL1 & 2 (see Table 14)

Contexts

These two small groups originate from excavations at the Commandery over two seasons
in 2005-6 (Miller et al. 2007). The Commandery is in origin a medieval hospital, founded
in the early 13" century on land on the north side of Sidbury, just outside Sidbury Gate.
The hospital was suppressed at the Reformation, surrendered in 1540 and the site and
buildings sold to Thomas Wylde, a Worcester clothier, in 1544. The Wylde family over the
course of the 17" and 18™ centuries rose to become gentry and landowners. They
continued to own the site as a private dwelling until they sold it in 1763, although after
1695 their main residence was in Shropshire. The buildings played a brief part in the
Battle of Worcester in 1651 as the royalist headquarters, and now house a museum with
a Civil War theme. The excavations and associated research have resulted in a clearer
picture of the development of the intricate complex of buildings which now occupy and
which have occupied the site (Miller et al. 2007:45-6). In the medieval period the 13"
century chapel was modified over time, but the other medieval buildings were replaced in
the 15" century by a group, centred on the surviving Great Hall, which weathered the
dissolution in the early 16™ century. This group, including the Hall and the chapel,
remained more or less unaltered, and were merely refurbished and modified in minor
ways by the Wyldes during the 150 years or so following their acquisition. It was only in

the late 17" or early 18™ century that the house was substantially altered from its

medieval, primarily timberf r amed character into a 6gentry
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Table 147 Group CMD

Note: Table 14.1 combines the separate values for CMD1 and CMD2; tables 14.2, 14.3 and

14.4 include combined values only.

Table 14.17 CMD - Basic statistics

CwMD1 CMD2 Total
Sherd No 45 50 95
Total weight 847¢g 917¢g 17649
Mean sherd weight 18.8¢g 18.3¢g 18.69
Vessel equivalent (eve) 2.46 2.34 4.80
Sherd families 41 46 87
Mean sherds per family 1.1 11 11
Mean weight per family 20.79 19.9¢9 20.3g
Min weight per family 19 1g 19
Max weight per family 108g 145¢g 145¢g
Median weight per family 13¢g 7.5¢ 99
Vessel equivalent per family 0.06 0.05 0.06
Table 14.27 CMD - Fabric types
Sh Fam Wt Eve
No No (gm)
CDPF Coarse domestic, paler fabric 8 8 545 0.11
CIST(BG) Cistercian, brown glaze 20 17 258 3.18
CIST1 Cistercian, type 1 22 20 104 0.30
MALV Late Malvernian 23 22 577 0.60
MED Medieval 14 12 190 0.16
MYWCR Midlands Yellow, cream fabric 1 1 2 0.00
NHEREFA7 North Herefordshire (Vince A7) 1 1 18 0.00
SLWB(YB) Slipware, buff fabric, yellow & brown lined 1 1 2 0.00
STNFRE Stoneware, Frechen 1 1 37 0.27
STNWEST(U) Stoneware, Westerwald, uncoloured 1 1 17 0.18
TG Tudor Green 1 1 1 0.00
TGEINC(B) Tin-glaze, inclusions, buff fabric 2 2 13 0.00
95 87 | 1764 4.80
Table 14.31 CMD - Fabric classes
Sh No % Wit % eve %
Blackware (BLW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Coarse Domestic (CD) 8 8.4 545 | 30.9 0.11 2.3
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00 0.0
Mottled ware (MMW) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Midlands Yellow (MLW) 1 1.1 2 0.1 0.00| 0.0
North Devon (ND) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Slipware (SL/SLW) 1 1.1 2 0.1 0.00| 0.0
Stoneware (STN) 2 2.1 54| 3.1 0.45 9.4
Tin-glaze (TGE) 2 2.1 13 0.7 0.00| 0.0
White salt-glaze (WSGS) 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.00| 0.0
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 14 | 14.7 190 | 10.8 0.16 3.3
Cistercian (CIST) 42 | 44.2 362 | 20.5 3.48 | 725
Late Malvernian (MALV) 23| 24.2 577 | 32.7 0.60 | 125
Other 2 2.1 19 1.1 0.00| 0.0
95 1764 4.80
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Table 14.4 - CMD - Forms

Form No | Description No

5 Dish 1|SLWB(YB) |1

7 Pan/pancheon 6 | CDPF 3  |MALV 3

12 Jar 2| MALV 2

15 Gorge 1|STNWEST(| 1

19 Bartmann bottle 1|STNFRE 1

29 Tyg 2|CIST1 2

38 Pipkin 1|CIST1 1

42 Handle (unattrib) 1|CIST(BG) i1

98 Hollow ware (unspec) 44| CDPF 4 CIST(BG) {14 |{CIST1 11
MALV 11 {MED 3 TGEINC(B)i 1

99 Unknown 28| CDPF 1 {CIST(BG) {2 |CIST1 6
MALV 6 MED 9 MYWCR |1
NHEREFA7 {1 TG 1 TGEINC(B)i 1

Total 87

Garden Wing and Commandery House, both brick-built. The Garden Wing has yielded a
dendrochronological date of 1708 as a general indicator for the timing of this process
(Miller et al. 2007: 8). It appears that the final demolition of the chapel, which occupied an

area to the east of, and partly under, Commandery House, also dates from this period.

The attraction of the site from the present point of view was the potential for examining
material whose origin, unlike that of any other group, is firmly tied to a known dwelling
which still exists and whose history is well established. Moreover, a 1670 probate
inventory for the house is included in the sample of inventories used for this study (see
Chapter 6). Consequently, the finds records and the excavation report were scanned with
a view to identifying pottery groups which might throw some light on the material culture of
the 17" and/or eighteenth century house. Unfortunately, there appear to be no well
defined post-medieval assemblages from contexts such as cess-pits, wells or rubbish pits,
or indeed any substantial assemblages at all. lronically for the present purpose, the rare
opportunity to examine archaeologically the immediate surroundings, and even the
interior, of a Worcester late medieval and early modern house, as opposed to the back
plots of long demolished houses, has meant that these kinds of contexts, which are
normally located in back plots, have, if they exist, remained undisturbed. However, the
material originating from Trench 7, in the yard to the east of Commandery House, where
the chapel, or much of it, was thought to have stood, was examined in detail, as it seemed
to afford the best chance of including potteryf r om t he

period of the charg
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and the building of Commandery House in the late 17" or early 18" century (see Figure
15).

The chapel was in fact revealed to have stood in this place, and Phase 4 of Trench 7 was

associated with its demolition:

6The demolition of the chapel was represented

(context 7046). The pottery from this deposit was not closely dateable, but a
contemporary deposit to the east contained pottery of 17" or 18" century date (context
7045). Both deposits were apparently dumped, and both were overlain by demolition
debris (contexts 7038 and 7041). Taken together with the date assigned ... to
Commandery House (c 1680), and dates recently obtained for the Garden Wing by
dendrochronology (1708), the evidence suggests that the chapel, or at least its east
end, was demolished in the late 17" or early 18™ century. Two pits were dug through
the dumped deposits and were probably associated with the process of demolition
(contexts 7040 and 7043). The pits were sealed by more made ground which also
covered more of the slighted chapel walls (context 7036=7026=7037). [@dded
emphasis] (Miller et al. 2007:18-9)

Contexts 7045 and 7036=7026=7037 were therefore recorded (Groups CMD1 and CMD2

respectively).

Fabrics and Quantities

Compared with other groups examined, these are very small. They have been
amalgamated for the purpose of quantification and discussion because they seem to date
from the same general period. The record of the combined group still enables the

distinction between the original contexts to be recovered if necessary.

Even when combined the total assemblage still only amounts to 95 sherds, the lowest of
any assemblage except that from the Cathedral. The mean weight per sherd (18.6g) and
the mean weight per family (20.3g) are both the lowest of any assemblage, and the vessel
equivalent per family, at 0.06, is also at the bottom of the comparative table (see Table 4).
The assemblage is thus very fragmented, and there are no even remotely complete
vessels present. It is obvious from the
sherd. This situation seems characteristic of the site as a whole. The total pottery
assemblage of 1581 sherds weighed 21.31kg, producing a mean sherd weight of only
13. 5¢g, and the peanetddrew all @h e lalte db 3@p osshter d s

figur

wei gh

an even lower mean weight of 10.9g, compared with 14.9g f or 6 m¢gMiliereev &.| 6

2007: 22). This observation is consistent with most contexts being the product not of
rubbish disposal or primary deposition but of building and demolition operations involving

the movement and redeposition of soil and rubble, so that the pottery contained within

these contexts is |ikely to have experienced s
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and reaching its final resting place, contributing to its fragmentary and incomplete

character.

It is also obvious that in terms of fabrics the group is completely different from any other

examined, prompting the immediate reaction that it must be of an earlier date. It consists
overwhel mingly of war asee Appentive 1) lared dMah@r@ians(bbcalr c i an 6
fabric 69 - (Hurst & Rees 1992)), with the addition of some medieval material. Apart from

these categories, there are a few sherds of CD wares and single, mostly very small,

sherds of Mi dl ands Yell ow, i mported German stohew
Border ware, a possible Herefordshire import, and tin-glazed earthenware. There is no

Blackware, not even of the early CIST2 type, no mottled ware, no white salt-glazed

stoneware, no brown English stoneware, no North Devon wares. 72.5% of the eves

(though no great reliance ought to be placed on figures from such a small group) are from

CIST fabrics,orwhat t he Worcestershi-medtgpal seedesaondly
(fabric 78).

Forms

Given the very fragmentary and incomplete nature of the group, little can be said about

the range of forms present. Some forms are clearly more recognisable from small sherds

than others, and this is likely to distort any analysis. The one smal | sherd of O6sta
yellow and brown lined slipware, for example, is likely to have come from a press-

moulded dish, which is by far the most common form in which this fabric is found in all the

groups examined. Six pan type vessels were identified, three in CD fabrics and three in

|l ate Malvernian fabrics, the | atter probably s
from Deansway (Bryant 2004:303-4). Among the Malvernian sherds there are also two,

and probably more, sherds which exhibit the thumb-impressed decorative strip below the

rim which seems characteristic of jars, or perhaps pipkins, in this tradition (Morris

1980:Fig 75, Bryant 2004:304 Types 7 & 8). One of these has external sooting. Many if

not all of the CIST sherds, both the brown-glazed type (CIST(BG)) and CIST1, with a

harder red fabric and black, sometimes metallic grey, glaze, probably came from cups or

6tygsd (the |l atter defined for this purpose as

was it possible to say how many handles were present. The CIST(BG) sherds, one with

an applied spot in white clay, and including seven bases, all between 60mm and 70mm in

diameter, were probably all from cups or tygs similar to those also illustrated from

Deansway contexts (Bryant 2004:311, fabric 78).
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Other than a possible pipkin foot in CIST1, the only other reasonably clear form is the
base of a probabl e 6Bartmanno bottl e (form
characteristic concentric arcs resulting from removing the vessel from the wheel with a
wire (Hurst et al. 1986:214). There is also a rim sherd in what appeared initially to be
Westerwald stoneware, although it is certainly not as refined as that normally encountered
for this fabric in other groups, having black inclusions and surface imperfections in what is
usually a very uniform product. It is also undecorated, and does not have the distinctive
rim form found in Westerwald drinking vessels. The TGE sherds are not clearly
identifiable, but one has a very small fragment of a base, too small to measure for eve

purposes, but which may belong to the standard plain chamber pot form. The other has a

fragment of sketchily applied blue cobalt decor
jarsdé (form 39), but this is by no means concl
Date

One of the contributing contexts to this group (7045) is explicitly stated in the published
report to cont dionl18®Bpentery d&atelé6f (see above),
(7036=7029=7037) by implication. A period of two centuries is a long and elastic frame,
and in fact, in terms of its content, in distinction to its deposition date, the assemblage
contains very little or nothing that need date from the 18" c ent ur y . The o0Cister
glazed ware (CIST(BG)) is generally seen as a 16" century product (Morris 1980, Barton
1966:18-21, Barton 1969:85-88, Bryant 2004), though no doubt it survived beyond 1600.
The CIST1 type is probably contemporary, but may have lasted longer as it developed, at
different speeds in different places into the blackwares (CIST27?) which were current at
latest by the mid-17" century (Barker 1986). The CIST2 types seem to be absent from
this group. Adding to these, the Malvernian industry is supposed to have ended by the
middle of the 17" century, and to have been in decline before this (Bryant 2004:300,
Vince 1977a), so that the vast majority of the combined assemblage would appear to
have been manufactured by no later than, to take a very generous view, the third quarter
of the 17" century. lIts deposition date may of course have been later, but in view of the
multiple absences enumerated above, there seems no reason to think that it was much
after 1700. All of this must be accepted in the context that this assemblage is a small
one, and too much significance should not be read into it; but it seems to be an essentially

17" century collection.

Interpretation
The combined assemblage comes from two contexts which are firmly associated with the

demolition of the Commandery chapel, and are f
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the demolition debris. Whatever the manufacturing date of the latest sherds may be
(perhaps the later 17" century for the very small slipware and tin-glazed sherds), the date
range for the great majority of the material certainly extends earlier, in some cases much
earlier. This factor, together with the fragmentary and incomplete nature of the
assemblage, argues for its being incorporated in soil and rubble of mixed and unknown
origins, collected and used in building operations at the Commandery and not necessarily
from there, although probably so. The assemblage contains food preparation and storage
vessels, and drinking equipment, notably a group of fragmentary brown glazed cups or
tygs comparable with other groups from Worcester. If it can be assumed to have come
from the contents of the house, it may throw some small light on the ceramic repertoire

current there in the mid-to-late 17" century.

Group SANS (see Table 15)

Context

The group is from a combination of five nominally separate contexts (102, 103, 105, 107

and 401) from an excavation on the site of the City Ditch in Sansome Street (Napthan

2006). The combination is justified by a number of cross-context joins, and by the

detailed arguments put forward by the excavator leading to the conclusion that the

separate contexts are all parts of one feature, cut [120]. He interpreted the feature(s)
containing the groupas O6sand extraction/ wast eomphratvglyos al 6 f
meaningless group of intercut extraction featuresd The assemblage is included here as

deriving from a reasonably well-defined and stratified post-medieval context. It is fairly

small, containing only 135 sherds, from a total from the site, including unstratified

material, of 314. Of these, 268 were recorded as -ndediseval 6, so that t

assemblage represents about half of the post-medieval pottery recovered from the site.

Fabrics and Quantities

The eve per family, at 0.08, indicates very low completeness, and the median sherd
weight is only 21g, so that the assemblage is very fragmented. In addition, the forms of
65% of the recorded sherd families cannot be identified further than a general description

(6fl atwaredbé, 6éholl ow wared).
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Table 157 Group SANS

Table 15.17 SANS - Basic statistics

Sherd No 135
Total weight 6621
Mean sherd weight 49.0g
Vessel equivalent (eve) 8.74
Sherd families 106
Mean sherds per family 1.27
Mean weight per family 62.59
Min sherd weight per fam 19
Max sherd weight per fam 558¢g
Median sherd weight per fam 21g
Vessel equivalent per fam 0.08

Table 15.217 SANS - Fabric types

Sh | Fam Wt Eve

No No | (gm)
BLWCF(S) Blackware, coarse fabric, slipped 1 1 7 0.00
BLWCR Blackware, cream fabric 2 2 19 0.00
BLWLHF(U) Blackware, late hard fired, unslipped 10 9 300 1.10
BUFSL(BG) Buff ware, slipped, brown glaze 3 2 460 0.51
CDMARB Coarse domestic, marbled fabric 1 1 132 0.00
CDPF Coarse domestic, paler fabric 15 13 | 1300 0.64
CDRF Coarse domestic, red fabric 4 4 429 0.26
CISTERC Cistercian ware 3 3 17 0.00
MED Medieval 1 1 27 0.00
MMWB Manganese mottled ware, buff fabric 7 5 96 0.27
MMW P Manganese mottled ware, pink fabric 3 2 93 0.34
MPL Midlands Purple 2 2 219 0.23
MYWCR Midlands yellow ware, cream fabric 1 1 13 0.00
MYWMX Midlands Yellow, mixed fabric 3 2 223 0.32
MYWPK Midlands Yellow, pink fabric 5 5 49 0.11
MYWRF Midlands Yellow, red fabric 2 2 163 0.36
MYWYG Midlands Yellow, yellow/green fabric 1 1 2 0.00
NDGF North Devon gravel free ware 3 2 76 0.00
NDGT North Devon gravel tempered ware 25 13 | 1550 0.90
NHEREFA7 North Herefordshire (Vince A7) 4 3 234 0.15
SAGGAR Saggar 1 1 558 0.25
SLRO(YT) Slipware, early, red/orange, yellow trailed 3 3 45 0.05
SLWB(YB) Slipware, buff fabric, yellow/brown lined 5 5 90 0.25
SLWBW(FIG) Slipware, buff fabric, white slipped, figured 4 3 95 0.06
SLWCR(MB) Slipware, cream fabric, refined, marbled 7 2 201 1.00
SLWP(MB) Slipware, pink fabric, marbled 1 1 5 0.00
SLWP(YB) Slipware, pink fabric, yellow/brown lined 1 1 13 0.00
STN2 Stoneware, type 2 2 2 16 0.00
STN3 Stoneware, type 3 1 1 2 0.00
STNNOT(NW) Stoneware, Nott/Derby, no white line 1 1 1 0.00
STNNOT(W) Stoneware, Nott/Derby, white line 3 3 12 0.08
STNWEST Stoneware, Westerwald 2 1 90 0.43
TGEINC(B) Tin-glazed, with inclusions, buff 4 4 21 0.00
TGEINC(P) Tin-glazed, with inclusions, pink 2 2 45 1.16
TGENINC Tin-glazed, no inclusions 1 1 6 0.18
WSGS(D) White salt-glazed stoneware, dipped 1 1 12 0.09

135 106 | 6621 8.74
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Table 15.37 SANS - Fabric classes

Sh No % Wit % | eve %
Blackware (BLW) 13 9.6 326 | 49| 1.10| 12.6
Coarse Domestic (CD) 20| 14.8 | 1861 | 28.1 | 0.90 | 10.3
Creamware (CCW) 0 0.0 0 0.0| 0.00| 0.0
Mottled ware (MMW) 10 7.4 189 29| 061] 7.0
Midlands Yellow (MYW) 12| 89| 450| 6.8] 0.79| 9.0
North Devon (ND) 28| 20.8 | 1626 | 246 | 091 | 104
Slipware (SL/SLW) 21| 156 | 449 | 6.8| 1.36 | 15.6
Stoneware (STN) 9| 6.7 121 | 18| 051 | 5.8
Tin-glaze (TGE) 7| 5.2 72 1.1 | 1.33| 15.3
White salt-glaze (WSG) 1 0.7 12 0.2 | 0.09 1.0
Roman/Med (ROM/MED) 1| 07 27| 04| 0.00| 0.0
Saggar 1| 07 558 | 84| 025| 29
Other 12| 89 930 | 14.0| 0.89 | 10.1
Total 135 6621 8.74
Table 15.4 - SANS - Forms
Form | Description No
No
1 Bowl 2 | MYWMX 1 NHEREFA7 1
5 Dish 11|SLRO(YT) |1 |SLWB(B) 5 |SLWBW(FIG) |3
SLWP(MB) |1 |SLWP(YB) 1
6 Butterpot/straightsided storage 3|CDPF 1 |CDRF 1 |MPL 1
7 Pan/pancheon 5| CDPF 2 |CDRF 1 |MYWRF 1
NDGT 1
9 Cup 2 | MYWMX 1 |MYWRF 1
12 Jar 8 |BUFSL(BG) |1 CDPF 2 CDRF 1
NDGT 3 SLWCR(MB) |1
14 Mug 2|STNWEST |1 MMWB 1
40 Ointment pot 3| TGEINC(B) |1 TGEINC(P) 1 TGENINC 1
41 Saggar 1|SAGGAR 1
42 Handle (unattrib) 1|NDGT 1
97 Flatware (unspec) 1|BLWCR 1
98 Hollow ware (unspec) 52 |BLWCR 1 |BLWLHF(U) |9 |BUFSL(BG) |1
CDMARB 1 CDPF 7 CDRF 1
CIST 3 MMWB 3 MMWP 2
MPL 1 MYWCR 1 MYWPK 4
MYWYG 1 NDGF 2 NDGT 6
NHEREFA7 |2 STN2 1 STNNOT(NW)| 1
STNNOT(W)|2 |TGEINC(B) |2 |WSGS(D) 1
99 Unknown 15|BLWLHF(S) |1 |CDPF 1 |MED 1
MMWB 1 MYWPK 1 NDGT 2
SLRO(YT) |2 |SLWCR(MB) |1 |STN2 1
STN3 1 |STNNOT(W) |1 |TGEINC(B) |1
TGEINC(P) |1
106

136




Insofar as it is possible to argue from a limited sample, with a total eve of 8.74, there is a
fairly even distribution of fabric types. Blackwares, Coarse Domestic wares, North Devon
wares, tin-glazed earthenware, slipwares and Midlands Yellow are all represented, with
mottled wares and stoneware less common. White stoneware, however, is virtually
absent, being represented by one sherd of the dipped version. Although tin-glazed wares
contribute 15.3% of the eves, there are only seven sherds, weighing 72g. This should
provide a warning against relying too much upon conclusions drawn from small samples,
and upon inferences from sherd number and weight. In this case, the tin-glazed wares
consist of fragments of up to three smal
abraded base, thus inflating the eve for this type, and four other small sherds, two of
which have some blue decoration. In spite of the impression given by the eve figure, this

ware is really not as prominent in this group as some others.

On the other hand, slipwares, which produce a similar eve figure to tin-glaze, do seem to
justify a higher profile. There are representatives of up to eight press-moulded dishes,
most with the familiar yellow and brown striped decoration with pie-crust edges, but two
with what may be more el aborate 6figured
fired clay mould. Among a very limited amount of stoneware, there is one Westerwald
mug with purple manganese decoration. A number of vessels, including North Devon
gravel tempered jars, but also vessels in Blackware, Midlands Yellow ware and Coarse
Domestic wares, were sooted on the exterior, indicating that they had been used at least

for heating the contents, if not necessarily for cooking. For example, one Midlands Yellow

0

60i n-

deco

cup, bl ackened on the base, can hardly have be

held a heated drink of some kind, warmed next to the fire. Withinthe 6 Ot her 6

total,

are a few sherds of 6Cisterciandé type wares, Ww

and Midlands Purple.

There is one large (558g) fragment of what the excavator interpreted as a saggar. If this
is the case, it is an indicator of a local pottery industry in the city in the late 17" i early
18" century. This is said to be only the second such find in the city, the other being at 39
The Tything (Griffin 2002), although a third was included in the report of a Watching Brief
at the Kingo sMildrealanes 2@1)d Nooerofthe products of this suggested
industry has yet been identified, though there is every likelihood that at least some of the

Coarse Domestic categories in this and other assemblages may have had a local origin.

There is only one medieval sherd, and no Roman material.
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Forms

Little can be said in view of the fragmented nature of the group, but of the identifiable

vessels, dishes (that is, predominantly press-moulded slipware dishes) are prominent,

although that is doubtless accounted for by the fact that this form can be easily
recognised even from a small sherd. There are
both in Midlands Yellow ware, and probably nearer in form to a mug, although with

convex sides. Ot her f or ms iaoteer yorls the nondd ut t er p

earthenware vessels to be expected in kitchens, storage areas or dairies.

Date

The presence of Midlands Yellow wares, which are more indicative of the 16" and 17"
centuries than the 18" (Woodfield 1964), and the absence of white salt-glazed stoneware,
except for a sherd of dipped ware, which could be earlier than 1720, tends towards a
deposition date in the late 17" or early 18" century. The proportions of wares present,
however, could, in this case as in others, be as much a reflection of the status or wealth,
or even age, of the household(s) from which the material came as of the date at which it
was deposited. In other words, it could be the result of clearing out a very old-fashioned
household in 1740.

Interpretation

The site location is just outside St Martinés
where there is evidence for tile manufacturing and sand and clay extraction (Miller et al.
2000), and the material may have come from this area. But if this assemblage is part of a
rubbish deposit used to fill pits created for the removal of sand, as the excavator thought,
it would be unsafe to assume that the material used necessarily came from the immediate

neighbourhood. The excavator comments:

d&Jnfortunately it is unclear what were the sources of these ceramic assemblages i
they do not all appear to have derived from the relatively humble cottages lining the
street frontage, and it is more likely that they derived from elsewhere, possibly an
inn just within the City Wall. The presence of high quality material of late 17" C
date in this area is not easily explained but may relate to clearance and rebuilding
activities in the aftermath of the Civil War.6(Napthan 2006: para 8.2)
As far as this particular sub-set of the total assemblage is concerned, it is not obvious that
it consists of very high quality material, nor that it exhibits characteristics suggesting it
came from an inn. The fragmentation and lack of completeness suggest that a number of
events have taken place between original discard and final deposition, which re-

emphasises the dangers of assuming a very local origin, or indeed a single origin. This
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may simply be rubbish collected or contributed from various sources and used to fill a
hole. That filling may have happened over a relatively long period, that is the pit was
open and used by people in the city or the locality as a refuse tip, or it may have

happened as a single event; the evidence does not permit a decision either way.
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