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Chapter 1. Introduction

Aims of the report

The original aim of this report was to provide an account of
the very large amount of post-Roman pottery produced by the
Colchester excavations of 1971-85, and thus to complete
the series of Colchester Archaeological Reports dealing with
the excavations themselves and the various categories of
finds recovered, such as the small finds, Roman pottery and
glass, etc. This original aim, enshrined in the title of this
report, remains at the centre of the work.

Implicit in this aim was the production — inasmuch as time
and resources allowed — of an illustrated typology of
pottery forms arranged by presumed source, date and fab-
ric, together with a discussion on chronology supported by
the illustration of stratified groups of pottery. From an econ-
omic point of view, it was — and still is — hoped that the
report would serve as a reference work for future archae-
ologists excavating in the Colchester area, thereby diminish-
ing the need for repeated illustration of the commoner forms
of post-Roman pottery dealt with in this volume.

In the decade or so that this report has been in preparation,
the original aims have been widened somewhat, while other
originally peripheral aspects (eg documentary sources) have
deepened. The need for a wider synthesis of Colchester’s
post-Roman pottery has become more apparent, and
material outside the original 1971-85 excavation brief (eg
museum material) has been added to the volume to fill gaps
in the excavated assemblage. Documentary work on both
published and unpublished sources has also allowed a
deeper insight into the social and economic contexts in
which the pottery was used and the community that used it.

In certain cases, material from Colchester has been used
as a springboard for wider discussion of particular wares in
Essex, East Anglia or even further afield. Here the purpose
has been to draw attention to these wares and to stimulate
future discussion. Thus the aim of the present report is now
rather wider than that of the original. It aims to provide a
synthesis of post-Roman pottery from the Colchester area,
and to a lesser extent, a synthesis of certain categories of
ware native to north Essex, and finally, in a few cases, a
statement of our current knowledge of some minor wares
occurring as imports at Colchester and elsewhere.

The sites: general characteristics
[Fig 1]

This study is based on around two tonnes of post-Roman
pottery from more than 80 sites and watching briefs in Col-
chester undertaken by the Colchester Archaeological Trust
between 1971 and 1985. A few exceptional vessels from
excavations up to 1989 are also included, together with

several dozen complete vessels recovered from various
other findspots in the town (in the collection of Colchester
Museum), plus a few vessels from elsewhere in north Essex.

Many of the sites are self-contained sub-sites within more
extensive areas of excavation up to approximately four acres
in extent. In terms of post-Roman pottery, the most import-
ant area excavations were those at Lion Walk, Culver Street
and Middleborough (Fig 1), though some smaller sites also
produced useful assemblages. The locations of the larger
excavations, mainly in the southern intramural and the west
and north-western extramural areas, were dictated by re-
development which tends to occur in the commercial parts
of town. By comparison, the relatively undeveloped north-
ern and eastern areas of the walled town have escaped
both large-scale redevelopment and consequent excavation.

Before listing the individual sites in more detail below, it will
be useful to summarise the main characteristics of features
on the 1971-85 excavations which produced post-Roman
pottery. Detailed descriptions of these features and their
interpretation may be found in other reports in this series

(CARs 1, 3, 6 and 9).

Anglo-Saxon activity (5th to 7th century) is represented by
three or perhaps four Anglo-Saxon sunken huts at Lion
Walk and Culver Street, which have produced a small but
significant collection of pottery. Definite late Anglo-Saxon
features are extremely rare and confined to a few rubbish-
pits probably of the early to mid 11th century on the Cups
Hotel site in the High Street. Norman robber trenches and
pits are particularly abundant and are the main source of
the early medieval pottery recovered from the excavations.

In a town with no naturally occurring stone, the robbing of
Roman foundations by means of digging trenches was a
natural response to the demand for building materials.
Extensive robbing of Roman ruins must have begun before
1066 as surviving late Saxon churches in Colchester al-
ready incorporate large quantities of Roman brick. At first,
standing ruins must have been exploited, but as demand
increased even the foundations of Roman buildings were
robbed for the rubble. Most of the town’s robber trenches
are thought to date to the later 11th and 12th centuries,
coinciding with the sudden enormous demand for building
materials on ambitious Norman projects such as the castle,
St John’s Abbey, St Botolph’s Priory and numerous parish

churches (CAR 1, 47-8). A few robber trenches contain only
13th-century pottery, and one exceptional robber trench
behind the town wall seems to have been dug as late as
c 1400 (see Stratified Group 9).

Rubbish-pits or cess-pits were also abundant from the late
11th and particularly the 12th century, and some have
produced particularly large and well-preserved groups of
pottery (eg Stratified Groups 5 and 6). Right up until the
18th century, rubbish-pits continued to be the main repos-
itories of discarded pottery. Only in the 13th to 14th cent-
uries is there an apparent thinning-out in the frequency of
pit-digging, a national trend thought to be related to plague-
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prevention measures (Platt 1976, 72). In the 15th and 16th
centuries, stone-lined latrines were added to a number of
Colchester houses, and these have also produced sub-
stantial groups of pottery (eg Stratified Group 13). Brick-
lined latrines replaced these from the 17th century onwards.

At least a dozen medieval houses have been excavated.
These are typically late medieval timber-framed structures
standing on low walls or plinths of mortared tile, although a
few earlier ‘Norman’ houses were built entirely in stone.
Many of these medieval houses survived with alterations
into the late post-medieval period. The remains of post-
medieval houses, both timber-framed and brick-built, have
also been excavated.

Military or defensive features excavated included the 11th-
century town ditch at Lion Walk and a section through the
adjacent Roman and medieval town wall. A much earlier
excavation on one of the 1648 Civil War siege forts prod-
uced a small group of pottery which is also included in this
report.

Industrial features include lime kilns, pottery kilns and
a bronze-working oven (see below for details). There has
been only limited excavation of medieval religious sites
in Colchester and these have produced only very small
assemblages of pottery. More recent excavations at
St Botolph’s Priory and St Mary Magdalen’s church (a
former leper hospital) have produced rather larger assem-
blages, but these lie outside the scope of the present report.

Pottery as evidence of trades, rather than purely domestic
occupation, is almost certainly represented in the large
dumps of post-medieval apothecaries’ wares at Lion Walk
(eg Groups 19 and 20), while at Middleborough, Lion Walk
and perhaps other sites there is evidence of extensive
rubbish- dumping from nearby inns or taverns (eg Stratified
Group 21).

Apart from the pottery kilns and a few other instances, one
can summarise the post-Roman archaeology and hence the
pottery from the 1971-85 excavations as being overwhelm-
ingly domestic in character.

The site code reference system

This is basically the same as that described in CAR 3 (pp 1-
2). The earlier sites have an alphabetic code, eg LWC for
Lion Walk, MID for Middleborough, and so on (see below).
Some later sites have a museum accession code, eg 1.81
for Culver Street (unofficially CUL). Each sub-site within a
larger site is referred to by an area code, eg LWC J, for Site
J at Lion Walk. Each area is followed either by a feature
number, eg F68, perhaps a pit or a trench etc, or by a layer
number, eg L77, which could represent a spread of material
or a layer within a pit. Where neither a feature nor a layer is
concerned the finds number is given, eg B22 for finds num-
ber 22 from Site B. Finds numbers are the component parts
of features or layers or else discrete contexts in themselves.
Before 1973, finds numbers often equated with layers. Full
site and context references therefore will usually appear in
the following format:

LWC RF18: Feature 18 on Site R at Lion Walk
LWC KL101: Layer 101 on Site K at Lion Walk
LWC N3: Finds number 3 on area N at Lion Walk

The post-Roman pottery came predominantly from features,
usually pits or trenches. The fills of these could be compos-
ed of several finds numbers which could represent layers
within the features or else arbitrary spits.

To facilitate rapid recording for this report, pottery was cat-
alogued by feature whenever possible. The bags of pottery
from a single feature were assembled and examined to
determine whether or not the finds numbers concerned
represented fills of significantly different date or character
within the context. Where no significant difference was
detected, all the pottery from a single feature was merged
and recorded and bagged by fabric. Apart from the element
of time saving, this system had the advantage of allowing
vessel profiles (often from several finds numbers) to be
assembled quickly and selected for illustration.

The sites: a gazetteer

Lion Walk (LWC; CAR 3, 31-92, see also Fig 158)

The site lies in the southern intramural half of town, bound-
ed by Culver Street to the north and the town wall to the
south. The lane Lion Walk, running north-south, divides the
site into eastern and western halves and continues north-
wards beyond Culver Street as a passageway through the
Red Lion Hotel, a prominent, early Tudor building fronting
onto the High Street.

The excavations revealed two large Roman courtyard
houses and the eastern edge of the legionary fortress. Two
Anglo-Saxon huts represent the earliest post-Roman
features from the town (see below). A scatter of 10th- to
11th-century Thetford-type ware occurs across the site, and
a concentration of this on Site J indicates some form of Late
Anglo-Saxon activity in the area though no features of this
date were identified. Pits and robber trenches of late 11th-
to 12th-century date are prolific across the site, but the lack
of features dug before c 1050/1100 is considered to reflect
the distance the site lies away from the High Street, where
occupation in the town was concentrated perhaps until the

12th century (CAR 3, 75). A concentration of tap slag in
robber trenches and other features at the southern end of
the site indicates 11th-/12th-century iron-working, but no

associated industrial features were located (CAR 3, 91).

The most important medieval feature of the site was a 12th-
century stone house (possibly two houses) at the northern
end of the site (see below, Sites G and D). This remained
an important feature throughout the medieval and post-
medieval periods until its demolition in 1971, and had a
significant influence on the nature of pottery assemblages
in the immediate vicinity. The location of the house on the
corner of Lion Walk and Culver Street demonstrates the
existence of these two streets by the 12th century. Lion
Walk is first recorded as a street c 1320 when it was known

as Cat Lane (CAR 1, 79).

It is likely that much of the Lion Walk area was under cult-
ivation in the medieval period. Convincing evidence for
cultivation, perhaps in the 12th and 13th centuries, has

been found at the southern end of the site (CAR 3, 92).
Morant’s 1748 map of Colchester shows only a few houses
along the west frontage of Lion Walk, and behind these, the
extensive ornamental gardens of Trinity House. The east
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frontage remained as gardens and a timber yard until the
building of Lion Walk Congregational Church at the south-

ern end in 1765 (CAR 6, 381-4).

Details of land ownership in the area are unknown or un-
researched for the medieval period. The builders of the
stone house on the corner of Lion Walk are likely to have
been fairly wealthy, possibly even members of the town’s

small Jewish community (CAR 1, 69), though there is no
definite evidence for this. Later occupants of the house
could have included wealthy artisans or merchants, and it is
suggested that wealthy apothecaries may have owned the
house in the late 16th and 17th centuries (see below, p 5).
There is strong evidence that in the late 15th century both
frontages of Lion Walk were owned by Lord John Howard,
Duke of Norfolk and Constable of Colchester Castle. In
1481 or 1482, Howard built a hall at the northern end
of Lion Walk street set back a little from the High Street

(VCHE, 9, 44). After his death at the Battle of Bosworth in
1485, Howard’s Colchester properties passed to his son
Thomas, second Duke of Norfolk and Earl of Surrey. The
original hall became the nucleus of an impressive timber-
framed inn containing shop units. This ‘New Inne’, other-
wise ‘Le Whyght Lyon’, was eventually called the ‘Red Lion
Inn’. Two documents of 1515 establish that the Earl of
Surrey (Duke of Norfolk) was the owner and that consider-
able gardens and farms were annexed to the inn, some
of which lay to the south (Stenning 1994, 155-6). David
Stenning identified these gardens as the east frontage of
Lion Walk (ibid, fig 1), but it is likely that the west frontage
was also included. These gardens remained the property of
the Red Lion Inn until the 18th century. David Stenning
tentatively identifies the north-east frontage of Lion Walk as
a piece of vacant land called ‘Le Stalles’ in a will of 1573
(ibid).

The excavations demonstrated that extensive late medieval
or post-medieval pit-digging took place in the ‘gardens’ of
the ‘Red Lion Inn’. Much of the pottery and other finds
recovered here is likely to represent rubbish from the inn
itself and from the shop units on the High Street. It is known
that the inn was owned by wealthy apothecaries, perhaps
from the late 16th century until the 18th century, and that
their shop occupied one of the High Street units. There can
be little doubt too that the large numbers of tin-glazed
apothecary jars recovered from Lion Walk also represent
rubbish-dumping from this source (Chapter 5, pp 230-2).

The Red Lion was one of at least seven medieval inns in
the market area of the High Street and it was abutted in
1515 by two other inns (Stenning 1994), which all probably
disposed of their rubbish to the rear on the south side of
Culver Street, in and around Lion Walk. Definite evidence of
tavern waste is not easily distinguished from the mass of
domestic rubbish but probably includes a 15th- or 16th-

century brass spigot tap (CAR 5, fig 44) from Site B (east
frontage).

By the end of the 19th century, most of the Lion Walk area
had been built over by housing, almshouses and the rebuilt
Congregational Church.

The sub-sites at Lion Walk are listed below (see CAR 3,
fig 59 for general plan and figs 60 and 61, sheets 2a and 2b
for detailed plans).

1) East frontage sites

Sites A and R (LWC A and R)

These are adjoining and the most easterly LWC sites, lying
approximately 45 m east of Lion Walk. Pits, robber trenches
and lime kilns. The pottery is almost entirely post-medieval,
but with a very large assemblage of 17th- to 18th-century
wares including several tin-glazed ‘chargers’ from rubbish-
pits LWC AF3 and AF6. Many complete profiles from these
pits are illustrated in this report. A north-south ?robber
trench or soakaway on Site R produced Stratified Group 22,
c 1730-40 (LWC RF18). A large collection of Anglo-Saxon
antler-working debris from LWC RF15 was accompanied by

a single sherd of Anglo-Saxon pottery (CAR 5, 88-91).

On Morant’s map of 1748, this area is shown as a large
orchard or garden to the rear of houses set back a little from
Culver Street. It probably lay beyond the area of Lion Walk
owned by the Red Lion Inn (possibly on its eastern bound-
ary). This fact appears to be expressed in the low numbers
of pharmaceutical vessels from Sites A and R in contrast
to sites further west. However, fragments of several glass
alembics (distilling vessels) were recovered from one early
16th-century pit (LWC AF15), suggesting the presence of
apothecaries (see p 232).

Sites B and S (LWC B and S)

These are adjoining sites on the east frontage, with early
medieval robber trenches, and medieval and post-medieval
pits and trenches. The pottery is mostly post-medieval. The
robber trenches include an unusually late, 13th-century
example (LWC BF18) dated by a Paffrath-type ladle (Fabric
18), a North French green-glazed jug (Fabric 27), and local
wares. There are 14th- and 15th-century rubbish-pits
including Stratified Group 11, c 1425-75 or earlier (LWC
BF45). A large north-south trench (LWC BF14) is interpret-
ed as a boundary ditch, possibly shown on Morant’s map of
1748. This feature produced a large collection of tin-glazed
apothecary or pharmaceutical wares deposited c 1650
(Stratified Group 20), possibly discarded at the death of a
prominent local apothecary in 1655 (see Chapter 5, p 232
and Stratified Groups 19 and 20).

Site U (LWC U)

This is a very small site, east frontage, with medieval and
later pits and trenches.

Site V (LWC V)

Dispersed watching-brief. The most significant post-Roman
feature was a large pit on the north-east frontage of Lion
Walk which yielded Stratified Group 19 of c 1650 (LWC
VF2). Like Stratified Group 20, approximately 40 m south,
this pit produced an important collection of tin-glazed apoth-
ecary wares and a German crucible containing droplets of
mercury. Nearby, a brick-lined latrine (LWC VF1) produced
a range of pottery and clay pipes dating from c 1740 to
1840, including eight chamberpots in local and imported
fabrics.

2) West frontage sites

All the sites listed below lie on the west frontage of Lion
Walk except Sites M and N which lie adjacent to the town
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wall, south of Eld Lane. Sites are listed roughly from north
to south. Any changes to the excavator’s original site or

building phases (as listed in CAR 5, 4-5) are indicated where
necessary.

Site G (LWC G)

This site occupies the north-west corner of the frontage at
the junction of Lion Walk and Culver Street. The archae-
ology is dominated by Building 28, a Norman stone building
which survived through many structural additions and alter-

ations until its demolition in 1971 (CAR 1, 53-4; CAR 3,
75-82).

The revised site periods presented below are based on a
careful study of the stratigraphic evidence in combination
with architectural, numismatic and ceramic dating evidence.
The original site periods have been refined and subdivided
but not radically changed.

Period 1a c 1100-1125 Pits and robber trenches
Period 1b c 1125-1150 Pits and robber trenches
Period 2a c 1150-1200 Building 28, Phase 1
Period 2b c 1180-1350 Building 28, Phase 1
Period 2c c 1350-1500 Building 28, Phase 1
Period 3 c 1500-1600 Building 28, Phase 2
Period 4a c 1600-1680/1700 Building 28, Phase 3
Period 4b c 1680/1700-1720 Building 28, Phase 3
Period 4c c 1720-1972 Building 28, Phase 3

Some of the main dating evidence from the site may be
summarised here as it affects the dating of a number of
pottery fabrics discussed elsewhere in this report. Two epi-
sodes of robber trench- and pit-digging can be distinguished
before both were cut by the foundation trenches for Building
28. The robber trenches of Period 1a produced two Norman
coins: a cut halfpenny of William I from F233, struck c 1066-

87 and probably lost by c 1095 (CAR 4, 65), while a penny
of Henry I from F203 was struck c 1105 and probably lost
by c 1115 (ibid). These contexts produced early medi-
eval sandy ware (Fabric 13) together with Stamford and
developed St Neots-type wares, a few possibly residual
sherds of Thetford-type ware and a residual sherd of 10th-/
11th-century North French glazed ware (Fabric 95P). The
high percentage of imported regional wares in these con-
texts together with the two Norman coins suggests dumping
from a fairly affluent source, possibly from buildings along
the High Street.

Building 28 sealed these earlier pits and robber trenches. It
was constructed of coursed rubble and probably took the
form of a first-floor hall. A round-headed opening in the
Phase 1 wall could date as late as c 1200 but could, on the
evidence presented above, date anywhere between c 1115
and 1200. The excavator has suggested a date of c 1150
as a suitable estimate for the first phase of the building

(CAR 3, 75).

In subsequent phases, new rooms and other adaptations
were made to Building 28, the details of which are describ-

ed in CAR 3 and need not concern us here. Late in Phase
2, a chequerboard floor of Flemish tiles was laid in Room
3b. This has been dated to the 15th or 16th century, and it
was repaired in places with local unglazed pavement tile

of the mid 16th century or later (CAR 3, 81). Sherds of
Cologne/Frechen stoneware (Fabric 45D/E) and a sherd of
local Fabric 40 sealed by the floor suggest it was laid after
c 1525 and had probably been abandoned as a room by
c 1625, when extensive pit-digging occurred.

The quality of late medieval and post-medieval pottery from
Site G (and adjoining Site E) reflects to a degree the status
of its occupants at this time. The yard of Building 28
produced sherds of at least two Saintonge polychrome jugs
(c 1275-1325), which are generally rare in Colchester. The
south yard produced a sherd from a very rare German
‘Gothic’ stoneware drinking vessel (Fabric 45K; probably
15th century), the only example of its kind in Britain.
Another luxury ceramic — a sherd of Sevillian Cuerda Seca
(Fabric 46D/1) — was found in Room 8. A complex of large
rubbish-pits was dug through the floors of Rooms 6 and 7
during the early 17th century, and these produced some
substantial groups of pottery, among them numerous
fragments of fine 16th- and 17th-century German stone-
wares and slipwares, several Nuremberg tokens and Italian
maiolica. One of these pits produced Stratified Group 18
(LWC GF24, c 1625-50).

There is no definite evidence available as to the identity of
the builders or occupiers of Building 28, but there is little
doubt that they must originally have been persons of some
wealth to have owned a stone house in a town where stone
was scarce and most buildings were of wood and daub. To
what extent Colchester’s stone houses can be connected
with the small but wealthy Jewish community, present from
c 1180 onwards, is unclear. It is certain, however, that in the
13th century Jews did own a number of stone houses in
and near the High Street, so it is possible that Building 28

might also have once belonged to Jews (CAR 1, 69;
Stephenson 1984-5, 50).

In the later medieval period, one would expect a house of
this sort to have been occupied by fairly prosperous
merchants or artisans. In the late 15th century or perhaps
the early 16th century, the house, like much of Lion Walk,
could have been part of the estate of the Duke of Norfolk
together with the Red Lion Inn (see above), with both per-
haps leased to tenants. There is circumstantial document-
ary evidence to suggest that, in the late 16th and 17th
century, Building 28 may have been the home of the Buxton
family — wealthy and influential apothecaries — who own-
ed the Red Lion Inn and much of the Lion Walk frontage
until 1655 (see Chapter 5, p 230). The later ownership of
Building 28 is similarly unresearched.

Site D (LWC D)

The site is a westerly continuation of Site G along the south
frontage of Culver Street. The eastern half of the site is
occupied by the northernmost room of the stone Building 28
(mainly Site G, see above) and is phased as Site G. A
north-south foundation was probably a party wall between
Building 28 and Building 29 — apparently a timber-framed

building later largely replaced in brick (CAR 3, 82). The
pre-building period of Site D is similar to that on Site G, with
pits and robber trenches containing an assemblage of pot-
tery dating to c 1150-1200 and including sherds of Stamford
and Andenne wares and glazed Hedingham ware.

The Phase 1 gravel floor of Building 29 sealed a sherd from
a Hedingham stamped strip jug (G253) and sherds of early
Colchester-type ware, giving a rough date of c 1250 for
the start of Building 29. The following building phases are
assigned by the excavator.

Phase 1: c 13th/14th to 16th/17th centuries
Phase 2: c 16th/17th century to c 1650-1700
Phase 3: c 1650-1700 to 1972

There is less pottery and a more disconnected stratigraphy
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than on Site G. There are some cross-joins between pottery
from both sites in Phase 1, and a sherd from a 13th-century
London-type ware aquamanile on Site D could indicate
occupants of moderately wealthy status. Like Site G there is
a fairly large collection of imported German stonewares in
the 15th- to 17th-century levels. Both sites produced sub-
stantial parts of 15th- to 16th-century industrial vessels
in Colchester-type ware (Figs 92.132 & 105.239), possibly
connected with distilling or alchemical practices.

Site E (LWC E)

This site has some early medieval pits but mostly 15th-/
16th-century pits probably representing dumping from
Buildings 28 and 29 (above). Room 8, a 16th-century
extension of Building 28, encroached on the site. Part of
Building 30 (Trinity House), a brick building of the 18th to
20th centuries, encroached on the northern side of the site

(CAR 3, 82).

Site H (LWC H)

An Anglo-Saxon sunken hut (Hut 2) produced Stratified Group

1 (5th century, see CAR 1, 5-6). The site also included early
medieval to post-medieval pits.

Site J (LWC J)

On this site, early medieval pits and robber trenches yielded
a higher than normal concentration of late Saxon Thetford-
type ware. A medieval lime kiln contained 13th-century
pottery. The site also included 16th- and 17th-century pits.

Site P (LWC P)

This site had early medieval pits and robber trenches,
excavated by sample trenches only. The pottery has not
been catalogued.

Site K (LWC K)

An Anglo-Saxon sunken hut (Hut 1) was dated to the 6th/

7th century (CAR 1, 1-5). The site also included early medi-
eval and later pits and trenches. Some large late 15th- to
16th-century rubbish-pits included F64, c 1525-50, possibly
an early apothecary’s dump (see Chapter 5, p 232). There
was also an important apothecary’s dump of c 1600 (F15)
containing complete German stoneware vessels and tin-
glazed Netherlands drug jars (p 232).

Site T (LWC T)

This site had early medieval pits and trenches. It was a very
small site; the post-Roman features were not excavated.

Site Q (LWC Q)

Late 15th- to 17th-century pits, mostly unexcavated.

Site C (LWC C)

Early medieval pits and robber trenches. Complex of late
medieval and post-medieval rubbish-pits including Stratified
Groups 12 (LWC CF65; c 1475-1525) and 16 (LWC CF77/
F22; c 1550-1600). Large number of tin-glazed drug jars
probably indicating apothecary’s dump (see Chapter 5,
pp 235-43).

Site L (LWC L)

Early medieval pits and robber trenches cut by a complex of

at least nine medieval lime kilns with five phases (CAR 3,
87-91). Although these have been described as being of
‘later type’, re-examination of the pottery associated with
the kilns suggests Phase 1 began in the 13th century and
Phase 5 probably ended in the 14th century, although the
pottery could be a little residual.

The kilns were succeeded by a phase of pit-digging in the
15th century. This includes Stratified Group 10 (LWC LF33;
c 1400-50), a large rectangular daub-lined pit that may have
had an industrial function.

These features are in turn cut by pits containing 15th-/16th-
century stoneware. Finally most of the site was sealed by
Building 31, a group of almshouses built in the reign of
Charles I and which fronted onto Eld Lane. They were re-

built in 1897 (Building 32; CAR 3, 82).

Site M (LWC M)

Section across rampart behind town wall. Large robber trench
for rear face of Roman town wall apparently an official under-
taking connected with the refurbishment of the wall c 1382-
1421. Produced Stratified Group 9 of this date (LWC MF22/
F52/F53; see Fig 208). Other late and post-medieval pits.

Site N (LWC N)

Section through Roman and medieval town wall including
medieval bastion (c 1382-1421) which was demolished after
the siege of 1648. A section through late Saxon defensive
ditch produced a sequence of deposits from c 1050-1300
(Stratified Group 4; LWC NF21, see Fig 208). Fifteenth- to
16th-century pits and foundations of house of same date,

possibly destroyed in siege of 1648 (Building 33; CAR 3, 84).

Culver Street (1.81 or CUL; CAR 6, 21-205)

The Culver Street site lies to the west of Lion Walk, and
also inside the town wall. The development covers about
four acres and is the largest archaeological site ever dug in
the town. Much of this large area was periodically under
cultivation during the post-Roman period. Evidence for the
accumulation of ‘dark earth’ (cultivation soil) was found on
many of the sub-sites even as late as the post-medieval

period (CAR 6, 122), and the site lies close to the south-
western angle of the town wall where seasonal crops were
grown in the 14th century (Britnell 1986, 10). Speed’s map
of 1610 and Morant’s map of 1748 show the Culver Street
area to have been largely composed of orchards, gardens
and fields with relatively few houses along the Culver Street
and Head Street frontages. These factors probably explain
the relative lack of post-medieval pottery from the site, in
marked contrast to Lion Walk where no site lay too far from
a street frontage or a building. Shewell Road, which bisects
the site at Culver Street, is of recent origin.

From the ceramic viewpoint, there are two chronological
peaks at Culver Street, the 12th century and the 15th/early
16th century. The earlier material is heavily concentrated
in the south of the site (Sites G and H), where it occurs in
pits and robber trenches in the vicinity of a large wooden
structure probably of early medieval date (Building 128).
The considerable quantities of early medieval pottery
recovered from these sites probably represents dumping to
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the rear of houses on Head Street, though some of it may
be associated with Building 128.

The 15th-/early 16th-century material is concentrated in the
north of the site and probably represents dumping from
houses on the south and perhaps the north frontage of
Culver Street. Nearly all the pottery comes from large pits,
some of which may be gravel pits while others may have
been horticultural in origin before final use as rubbish-pits.
The largest groups of 15th-/early 16th-century pottery came
from the northernmost sites (Sites A, B and E), which also
yielded three 15th-century coins. Large bowls, cisterns (for
brewing) and drinking vessels predominate. Some of this
could be ordinary domestic refuse, but the high number of
vessels associated with drinking is suggestive of nearby
inns. One pit on Site E (Stratified Group 14, 1.81 EF14/F19)
produced a ceramic industrial base (Fig 105.238) and a
piece of glass alembic, perhaps from the same distilling unit
(Rachel Tyson, pers comm). A piece of glass flask or urinal
came from the same context. All these are suggestive of
apothecaries or the commercial distilling for liquor.

Besides the period/area concentrations outlined above,
pottery of all dates between the 10th and 19th centuries
occurs sporadically across the whole Culver Street site. Two
instances of widely separated cross-joining sherds on Cul-
ver Street are worthy of note. The first of these concerns a
distinctive Hedingham ware early rounded jug (Fig 49.1), of
which most of the body and rim came from a pit on Site G
(1.81 GF163; Stratified Group 6, c 1175-1200), while the
handle was found over 50 m north-east in a contemporary
layer on Site D (1.81 DL866). In the second instance, a rim
sherd from a 17th-/18th-century mug in post-medieval red-
ware (Fabric 40) was found on Site M (1.81 MF121) over
60 m north-east of the rest of the vessel on Site H (1.81
HF628). It is difficult to imagine the reasons for such a wide
dispersal of the sherds from a single vessel. Perhaps the
explanation is ploughing or the carting-away of topsoil or
manure. One wonders how many other such instances have
gone unrecognised.

Detailed descriptions of the sub-sites and post-Roman

features at Culver Street have been published in CAR 6
(overview pp 34-5, figs 3-9; detailed account pp 118-26).
The following list will therefore be confined to the main
pottery-producing features and the more significant post-
Roman structures. Post-Roman pottery at Culver Street was
almost entirely derived from isolated pits and robber trench-
es. Unlike Lion Walk with its substantial medieval/post-
medieval buildings and sequences of lime kilns, Culver
Street produced very few good sequences of post-Roman
stratigraphy and hence cannot be phased in the same way.
Sites A, B, C, D, E and M lie on the northern half of the site
and J, G, H and K in the southern half. Site W was a
watching brief along the west of the site behind the east

frontage of Head Street (general site plan CAR 6, fig 1.2).

Site A (1.81 A)

Early medieval robber trenches. Numerous 15th-/16th-
century rubbish-pits. Some later features.

Site B (1.81 B)

Anglo-Saxon sunken hut (Hut 3) yielding Stratified Group 2
(1.81 BF4, 7th century). Early medieval robber trenches,
?13th-/14th-century lime kilns. Large 15th-/16th-century
rubbish-pits. Some later features.

Site C (1.81 C)

Very small site. Early medieval robber trenches. Some later
pits. High proportion of Anglo-Saxon pottery probably deriv-
ed from Site B.

Site D (1.81 D)

Early medieval robber trenches. Medieval and 15th- to
17th-century pits.

Site E (1.81 E)

Ambiguous ?Anglo-Saxon sunken hut (Hut 4; CAR 6, 120-
22) or 12th-century timber-revetted storage pit producing a
sherd of Anglo-Saxon vegetable-tempered ware (Fabric 1).
Early medieval robber trenches and pits. Two c 13th-
century ovens. Numerous 15th- to 17th-century rubbish-pits
and latrines including Stratified Group 14 (1.81 EF14/F19,
c 1525).

Site M (1.81 M)

Small site. Early medieval robber trenches and 15th- to
17th-century pits.

Site J (1.81 J)

Early medieval robber trenches and pits. Twelfth- or 13th-
century oven. Several 15th-/16th-century pits. Some later
features. Part of Building 128 (see below).

Site G (1.81 G)

Early medieval robber trenches and complex of large 12th-
to early 13th-century rubbish-pits producing large amounts
of pottery. These include Stratified Group 6 (1.81 GF163,
c 1175-1200), identified on the basis of environmental

evidence as a cess-pit (CAR 6, 124-5). In the northern part
of Site G and extending into Site J, two east-west lines of
pits have been interpreted as the footings of an early medi-

eval building (Building 128; CAR 6, 122-3). Some 15th-/
16th-century and later pits.

Site H (1.81 H)

Early medieval robber trenches, numerous 12th-century
rubbish- and cess-pits including Stratified Group 5 (1.81
HF365, c 1125-50). In the south of the site was a group of
probably three separate outbuildings of coursed rubble and
peg-tile. These are referred to as Building 129 and probably
represent ancillary structures of 15th- to 16th-century date

in the garden of one of the houses on Head Street (CAR 6,
125). The main structure was a small cellar and adjoining
rectangular pit for access by wooden stairs. These features
produced Stratified Group 15 (1.81 HF39/F158, c 1525-
50). Large amounts of 15th-/early 16th-century pottery were
also recovered from the topsoil during site clearance. Some
later features also excavated.

Site K (1.81 K)

This small site produced very few post-Roman features and
only a relatively small amount of pottery. Much of this, how-
ever, was Anglo-Saxon and represented substantial parts of
two or three 6th- to 7th-century vessels. Curiously these
were found in a brick-built structure identified as a late
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Roman ?corn-drying oven (CAR 6, 108-112; and see Fabric
1). The site produced a small collection of later pottery.

Site W (1.81 W)

Watching brief along west of site behind Head Street front-
age. Medieval stone cellar (Building 130) but no associated
pottery. A small collection of late medieval and post-
medieval pottery was recovered, mostly unstratified. An
unusual c 14th-century sgraffito-decorated tile from this site

has been published (CAR 6, 260-61).

Middleborough (MID; CAR 3, 155-209)

Middleborough is a suburb on the north side of the town
lying between the north-west corner of the town wall and
the River Colne. A mill was located on the Colne, north of
the excavated area, from at least c 1300 (Britnell 1986, 23).
At least seven pottery kilns of c 1175-1225 were excavated
here, and medieval and post-medieval animal bone from
the site indicates that a tanning industry was located here

(CAR 12, 51). The discovery of eight leaden cloth seals
of late 16th- or 17th-century date, including an unused
example, suggests that cloth-working or sealing may have

taken place in the immediate locality (CAR 5, 35). Speed’s
map of 1610 and Morant’s map of 1748 show houses along
the southern and eastern frontages of the excavated area

with fields or gardens to the rear (CAR 3, fig 191).

Four adult inhumations on the site, which were thought to
be of probable late Saxon date, have been redated as

Roman (CAR 6, 323). The earliest definite post-Roman
features are robber trenches of the late 11th or early 12th
century, though these produced very little pottery. The
latest robber trenches date to the 13th or early 14th century;
some of them cut the kilns of c 1175-1225.

A timber structure (Building 74) was associated with the
pottery kilns and may have been a potter’s workshop. Build-
ing 74 and the most easterly pottery kiln were in turn sealed
by a timber-framed building (Building 75) for which pottery
and numismatic evidence indicate a construction date of
perhaps c 1300-1325.

Building 75 and its northern neighbour Building 76 occupied
the eastern frontage of the site on Middleborough proper.
Both were timber-framed buildings set on plinths of rubble
and tile. Building 75 survived until c 1862 when a new cattle
market was created on the site. A substantial part of
Building 76 survived as the New Market Tavern until the site
was redeveloped in 1978.

The post-Roman pottery is mainly derived from the early
medieval kilns, from medieval and post-medieval occup-
ation associated with Buildings 75 and 76, and from very
extensive post-medieval rubbish-pits to the rear of these
buildings and to the rear of (unexcavated) post-medieval
houses along the southern frontage demolished in c 1862

(CAR 3, fig 190).

Middleborough was excavated as a series of sub-sites A, B,
C, D, E and G, but a universal context numbering system
was used for the site as a whole. Only Sites A, B, C and E
are of relevance to the post-Roman pottery. Sites C and E
correspond with Buildings 75 and 76 respectively. The early
medieval kilns occur on Sites A and C (for convenience
recorded as MID X). Sites A and B consist largely of post-
medieval pits (for convenience recorded as MID Y).

Only one stratified group was selected for full publication,
Stratified Group 21 (MID AF15, c 1680-1700). This prod-
uced over 100 clay tobacco-pipe bowls and may well have
been a tavern dump. The pottery indicates that the occup-
ants of the buildings were reasonably prosperous. Not
unnaturally, most pottery from Middleborough is of local
origin, supplemented in the period c 1270-1350 by Mill
Green and Hedingham ware jugs from central and northern
Essex respectively. Imports include a few Saintonge jugs (at
least one polychrome) and, in the 14th and 15th centuries,
two Spanish lustreware vessels. German stonewares are
common from 15th- to 18th-century contexts along with
German slipwares in the 16th to 17th century, a Mediterran-
ean ‘mercury’ jar, an Italian Montelupo tazza and many
Dutch slipware and coarseware vessels.

As unusual feature of the Middleborough buildings was the
practice of burying whole pots under rooms with their rims
set flush with the floor. In Building 76, a jug of c 1400 was

set in the floor in before a hearth (Fig 73.15; CAR 3,
fig 185), while in Building 75 six pots of c 1650-1700 were
buried in various parts of the house (Fig 151, pp 219-21).

The phasing given here for MID C and E differs slightly from

that given in earlier reports in this series (CAR 3, 189-208;

CAR 5, 4).

Site C (MID C)

Period 1 c 1175-1225 Pottery kilns and Building 74
Period 2 c 1200/25-1270/1300 Robber trenches
Period 3 c 1270/1300-1325/50 Building 75, Phase 1a
Period 4 c 1325/50-1375 Building 75, Phase 1b
Period 5 c 1375-1450/1500 Building 75, Phase 2
Period 6 c 1450/1500-1580 Building 75, Phase 3
Period 7 c 1580-1770 Building 75, Phase 4a
Period 8 c 1770-1862 Building 75, Phase 4b
Period 9 c 1862-1978 Open livestock market

Site E (MID E)

Period 1 c 1150/1200-1270 Robber trenches
Period 2 c 1270/1300-1350 Building 76, Phase 1
Period 3 c 1350-1450/1500 Building 76, Phase 2
Period 4 c 1450/1500-1600 Building 76, Phase 3
Period 5 c 1600-1650 Building 76, Phase 4
Periods 6-7 c 1650-1862 Building 76, Phases 5 and 6
Period 8 c 1862-1978 Building 76 (New Market

Tavern)

Long Wyre Street (COC; CAR 6, 355-65)

The site lies at the northern end of Long Wyre Street on the
west frontage (nos 7-15) and occupies about a third of an
acre. Redevelopment of the eastern side of the site in the
19th and 20th centuries resulted in the destruction of almost
all traces of medieval occupation along the frontage, leav-
ing little more than a succession of floors and foundations
to the rear. These represent wings or out-houses added to
the rear of houses during the medieval and post-medieval
periods. The site phasing is presented below but, as fully
considered pottery dates were not available at the time of
phasing, the excavator’s dates are in some cases rather too
late. Periods 8 and 9 in particular could be up to a century
earlier than the dates given here.

Periods 1-6 Roman
Period 7 c 11th-c 14th century Pits and robber trenches
Period 8 ?c 14th/15th century Building 149
Period 9 ?c 16th century Building 150
Period 10 ?c 17th/18th century Building 151
Period 11 c 19th/20th century Modern buildings
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Activity on the site commenced with the digging of robber
trenches in the late 11th or more likely the 12th century.
These trenches, and the site as a whole, produced quite a
high concentration of late Saxon Thetford-type ware but
all of this seems to be residual. An episode of pit-digging
succeeded the trenches, probably in the 13th century. The
pits were probably cess-pits relating to buildings on the
street frontage. One of these pits produced Stratified Group
7 (COC F213, c 1225-75).

A layer of cultivated soil sealed both trenches and pits. In
this soil were sherds of polychrome Colchester-type ware
copying Mill Green ware and therefore datable to c 1300-
1325.

In Period 8, the cultivated soil was cut by stakeholes repre-
senting Building 149. An oven and some cess-pits, some
lined with stone, peg-tile and brick, are associated with this
phase. The lined pits may represent 15th- or 16th-century
structures, but the pottery is of the 13th, 14th and possibly
early 15th centuries. One (unlined) cess-pit produced Strat-
ified Group 8 (COC F212, c 1300-1325).

Building 150 (Phase 9) was a rear wing whose walls sur-
vived only as shallow robber trenches. Surviving features
included ovens, drains and large cess-pits, some stone- or
timber-lined. Associated pottery suggests a 14th- to early
15th-century date, and a coin of 1279-1350 reinforces this
impression. An (unlined) cess-pit (COC F121) produced
several almost complete vessels including a Saintonge
p gau (Fig 174.7), a Dutch pipkin (Fig 179.4), and local
wares of c 1400-1425.

In Period 10, a timber-framed building on low mortared
plinths was constructed (Building 151). To the rear of this, a
large pit produced Stratified Group 17 (COC F61, c 1625-
50). Substantial groups of post-medieval pottery were
associated with this phase and with the successive brick
buildings of Phase 11.

The Cups Hotel (CPS; CAR 6, 328-38)

A small but intensively-occupied site on the north side of the
High Street. It lies next to the town hall, formerly the site of
the Norman Moot Hall, which was the political heart of the
medieval town. Most of the medieval frontage had been
removed by post-medieval cellars. Consequently the main
excavation trench was located 8 m further north, and a
smaller trench a little north of this.

The following site phasing is slightly more subdivided than

that published in CAR 6.

Periods 1-4 Roman
Period 5 c 1000-1200 Pits
Period 5a c 1100-1150 Robber trenches
Period 6a c 1200 Layers
Period 6b c 1200-1450 Buildings 155 and 157
Period 7 c 1450-1700 Buildings 156 and 157
Period 8 c 1700-1972 The Cups Hotel

Several sherds of early to mid-Saxon pottery were recov-
ered from the main trench, and a stamped sherd of 6th-
century or later date was found in a late Saxon context

(Fabric 1; CAR 1, fig 21.1). A rim in Ipswich ware
(c 725-850), the only definite example from the town, was
found in a Norman robber trench (Fig 7.1; CPS F116), while
another mid-Saxon sherd, either an Ipswich variant or a
Frankish import, came from another late Saxon or Norman
pit (Fig 8.1; CPS F46).

The earliest definite post-Roman features are a small
number of large late Saxon pits, probably cess-pits, which
include Stratified Group 3 (CPS F106, c 1000-1050). There
are other pits of late 11th- and 12th-century date, while
most of the robber trenches, some of which were exception-
ally deep, seem to date to the 12th century. There is a high
proportion of late Saxon Thetford-type ware from the site,
most of it residual. Sherds of Stamford, St Neots-type and
imported Andenne wares also occur in the robber trenches.
A selection of early medieval sandy ware (Fabric 13) and
Thetford-type vessels has been published, together with a
discussion of the pits and robber trenches they came from

(CAR 1, 34, figs 32-4).

Traces of the rear wall were found of a c 13th-century
building which had probably fronted the High Street (Build-
ing 155). In the northern trench, the remains of a substantial
stone building were found (Building 157), possibly early medi-
eval or else c 13th century. Associated with this was a late
medieval stone latrine producing a range of late medieval
and post-medieval pottery. Both structures were probably
demolished in the 19th century. The remains of a c 15th-
century timber-framed building (Building 156) were found in
the main trench. This fronted the High Street and may have
been the original Falcon inn. This was mentioned from 1411
onwards, and was succeeded in the 18th century by the

Cups Hotel, which was demolished in 1972 (CAR 6, 336-8).

Balkerne Lane (BKC; CAR 3, 93-154)

The site lies along the western side of the town, outside and
alongside the town wall. Despite the large size of this site,
very little evidence of medieval occupation was found, most
of the features being of Roman date. No features earlier
than the 17th or 18th centuries were excavated, these
being related to a few post-medieval houses that had stood
here and to gravel-digging in the vicinity. The relatively small
collection of pottery recovered was mainly post-medieval.
This all confirms the impression from cartographic and other
evidence that post-Roman occupation in the area was min-
imal until post-medieval times.

Magdalen Street (MSC; CAR 6, 341-4)

A small extramural site lying on the south side of Magdalen
Street some distance beyond the medieval South Gate.
Phased as follows:

Period 1 11th/12th-14th/ Hollow way
15th century

Period 2a 14th/15th-15th/ Building 158, Phase 1
early 16th century

Period 2b 15th/early 16th-c 1700 Building 158, Phase 2
Period 2c c 1700-19th/early Building 158, Phase 3

20th century
Period 3 19th/early 20th Brick house

century-1974

The site began as a sunken street or hollow way (‘Grub
Street’) in the late 11th or early 12th century. Layers of
gravel and sand accumulated in this until the 14th or 15th
century. Sherds from two or three 13th-century Saintonge
or North French jugs and from London-type ware jugs
of similar date occurred in the fills and residually in later
phases. Building 158, sealing the hollow way, was of three
phases. The Phase 2 building was a typical 15th-/16th-
century timber-framed structure, though only the mortared
plinths survived.
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From the ceramic point of view, the most interesting aspect
of Magdalen Street was the evidence for nearby pottery
production probably around the middle of the 15th century.
No evidence of actual kilns was found, but numerous wast-
ers of Colchester-type ware were found in pits and layers
within the Phase 2 house. Finds of other pottery waste had
been made in the vicinity since 1907 (see p 110). It is
possible that pottery production predates Building 158 and
could have ceased when a row of new houses was built on
the Magdalen Street frontage probably in the 15th century.
Brick floors distinguish the Phase 3 house. It was replaced
later with a brick house.

‘Spendrite’ (SPT; CAR 6, 995-7)

A small site/watching brief at 61-62 High Street. Early medi-
eval and later pits. The only significant post-Roman feature
was the corner of a deep stone and ?brick-lined cess-pit
or latrine which produced Stratified Group 13 (SPT F14,
c 1500-1525).

The Gilberd School (GBS; CAR 6, 127-39)

A large site just inside the western wall of the town. Site of
Roman legionary barrack blocks. The site was never intens-
ively occupied in the post-Roman period and was under
cultivation for much of this time. The post-Roman pottery
assemblage is consequently small and dominated by modern
wares from 19th-century sand-extraction pits. The few
medieval features (mainly pits and trenches) include a lime
kiln and a bronze-working oven for casting bells or vessels.
The latter has an archaeomagnetic date of c 1050-1100.

An early medieval sandy-ware vessel (Fig 22.13) was as-

sociated with the oven (CAR 6, 137-8).

St Giles’s Church (STG; CAR 9, 221-35)

The church stands to the south of the town in the grounds
of the former St John’s Abbey. It was founded in the 12th
century and much modified in subsequent centuries. It is
now redundant. Phasing is not provided here as the post-
Roman pottery assemblage is very small and dominated by
post-medieval wares. The most significant ceramic find
from the church is a group of medieval floor tiles, possibly
manufactured at or near Colchester (ibid, 231-4).

St John’s Abbey (StJA; CAR 9, 203-221)

This includes the excavations in the abbey grounds (StJA),
and those in 1972 for the Inner Relief Road B (IRB) which
uncovered the late Anglo-Saxon church.

St John’s church was a small stone structure demolished in
c 1095 to make way for the construction of St John’s Abbey.
A small amount of pottery was associated with the
destruction of the church including a bowl illustrated in this
report (Fig 30.54). The Norman abbey of St John was
destroyed by fire in 1133, but unfortunately no pottery was
found directly associated with this event. A deep layer of
soil was dumped on the site after the fire. Graves cutting
this soil produced a small amount of pottery including a
cooking pot illustrated here (Fig 20.5). The graves probably
predate the construction of nearby St Giles’ Church in

c 1150. A small amount of late medieval pottery was also
recovered from the site.

The pottery from this site has been reported on by Carol

Cunningham (CAR 9, 218 and microfiche pp 108-134) and
was not recorded for the purposes of this report. The pot-
tery illustrations, however, are published here.

Butt Road (BUC; CAR 9, 41-63)

Roman cemetery to south-west of the town. Few post-
Roman features. Medieval oven, late post-medieval sand
pits and houses. Small collection of post-Roman pottery
from Anglo-Saxon onwards, mostly 19th century. Pottery
scanned but not recorded.

Crouch Street (CSC; CAR 6, 785)

Small excavation/watching brief to south-west of the town.
Late medieval and post-medieval pits. Possibly associated
with nearby religious foundation of Crouched Friars, and
successive post-medieval houses. Fragment of Tudor
stove-tile (Fabric 42; Gaimster 1988a, fig 2.4). Pottery
scanned but not recorded. Medieval pottery from Crouched

Friars reported in CAR 9 (pp 255-6).

Maldon Road (MRC; CAR 9, 236-44)

Small excavation to south-west of the town. Roman inhum-
ations. ?Late medieval and post-medieval pits, possibly
associated with Crouched Friars and later house. One pit
produced a fragment of Tudor stove-tile, possibly from the
same stove as that from Crouch Street (Gaimster 1988a,
fig 2.3). Pottery scanned but not recorded.

Trinity Street (TSC; CAR 6, 347-54, 828)

Intramural site located between Lion Walk and Culver
Street sites. Small excavation and post-medieval building
survey. Early medieval and later pits and a well. Remains of

two ‘kilns’ built of peg-tile were found (CAR 6, 36 & 323);
many of the tiles were warped and vitrified. Two identical
18th-century ‘flower pots’ were associated with the kilns
and appear to be wasters (Fabric 40; Fig 149.182). The
function of the kilns is uncertain. They may have been tile
kilns which were occasionally used for pottery firing, or they
could have been industrial furnaces, perhaps for metal-
working. Small collection of Anglo-Saxon to modern pottery
recovered from site. Pottery scanned but not recorded.

Angel Yard (40.86 or AGY; EAH, 27, 35-83)

Intramural site on High Street next to town hall. Early medi-
eval features, medieval and post-medieval timber-framed
building including former Angel Inn. Large assemblage of
Anglo-Saxon to modern pottery. Not included in the brief
of this report because the excavations began in 1986,
but some exceptional vessels are illustrated here including
substantial parts of a Colchester-type ware louver
(Fig 107.245).
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Osborne Street (5.88 or OSB; Shimmin 1994)

Extramural site south of town. Late medieval buildings and
related features. The pottery is outside the scope of this
report because of the date of the excavation, but an excep-
tional Colchester-type sgraffito sherd is illustrated here
(Fig 111.261).

Other watching briefs and findspots

Individual items have been illustrated from a number of
minor watching briefs and earlier findspots. Details are
provided in the concordance of illustrations (Appendix 1)

and in CAR 6 and CAR 9.

Methodology
[Fig 2]

Quantities: some figures

The computer archive contains information on approx-
imately 100,000 sherds, or around two tonnes, of medieval
and post-medieval pottery. Actual totals are as follows:

No of sherds: 78,899 (see below)
Weight: 1,953.425 kg
EVEs: 820.72 (see below)

Total quantification for all 48 sites in the computer archive
was not possible due to time and financial constraints, but
pottery weight per fabric and context was always recorded.
Data from the fully recorded sites suggest the figures
presented above for sherd numbers and EVEs represent
around 80% of the true totals. It must be emphasised, how-
ever, that all the chronological bar charts presented in this
report are based only on contexts where 100% pottery
quantification was carried out (see below, ‘Ceramic phasing’).

Because of the volume of post-Roman pottery from the
1971-85 excavations, a recording strategy was developed
when it became apparent that full Level III recording of all
the pottery would not be possible.

Pottery from 83 sites and watching briefs was available for
examination. Initially all of this was briefly examined, spot-
dated and roughly quantified by weight. Data from this initial
quantification has not been used in this report. On the basis
of this overview, 32 sites were eventually selected for full
Level III recording in view of the large and well-stratified
pottery assemblages that most of them produced.

The Level III computer record contains information on site
code, context, fabric type, quantification (number of sherds,
weight, EVEs), vessel part, vessel form, handle type, rim,
base and spout type, rim diameter, glaze type and position,
slip type and position, other decoration, traces of use, site
or ceramic phasing and any other comments. The 32 sites
selected for full recording were: LWC A-E, G, H, J-N, Q, S,
U; 1.81 G; COC; CPS; BKC A, C, D, H, J, M, N, V; MID C,
E, X; MSC; SPT; and STG.

In addition to these sites, all of the 22 Stratified Groups
selected for publication were also fully recorded. The
ceramic phasing file (see below) was drawn only from these
fully quantified sites and contexts. Modern fabrics (ie
mainly 19th-century fabrics, code Fabric 48) were not fully

recorded. This would have been of dubious value, partic-
ularly as 19th-century levels were often machined off and
these non-local wares of the industrial period have been
the subject of numerous antiquarian books. Consequently,
on those sites where the pottery was fully recorded, the
modern wares were only identified by fabric code and
quantified by sherd numbers and weight. On other sites
modern wares were quantified by weight only.

Sixteen other sites out of the 83 received summary comput-
er recording. At its most basic, the summary computer record
contains information on site code, context, fabric code,
vessel form, rim and base form, and the collective weight of
all sherds of that fabric in that context. Occasionally more
details have been provided. Summary computer recording
was applied to the following sites: 1.81 A-E, H, J, K, M, W;
GBS A, B; LWC R, V; MID A/B (MID Y).

The remaining 35 sites and watching briefs were ‘scanned’
simply to determine what fabrics were present and whether
any items were worth adding to the illustrated vessel typ-
ologies or the fabric reference collection. This data was not
recorded on computer (for list see ‘The sites: a gazetteer’
above).

In the fabric typologies set out below (Chapters 2-13), it
should be borne in mind therefore that the quantities listed
for each fabric will normally represent only about 80% of the

true totals present (indicated by an asterisk, except
weight where 100% is always given). In practice, however,
fabrics represented by less than a hundred sherds have
usually been presented together with their full quantific-
ation. This is particularly the case with the rarer foreign
imports. Thetford-type ware (Fabric 9) has also been fully
quantified, but nothing larger than this.

11

Chapter 1: introduction

Fig 2 The main sites: bar chart showing pottery quantities by
weight and date (medieval/post-medieval).



Classification and methods

[Fig 3]

The pottery in this report was recorded following a system
for classifying post-Roman pottery from Essex first devised
by Carol Cunningham during the late 1970s/early 1980s,
but not fully published until 1985 (Cunningham 1985, 1-16).
The basis of this system is a hierarchy of alpha-numeric
codes allowing fabric, vessel form (eg bowl, jug etc), vessel
sub-form (eg rim and base form), and other attributes to be
recorded as a series of fields comprising a computer record.
This system was expanded and adapted as necessary.

The list of fabric codes used for post-Roman pottery in
Essex has, of necessity, been extended by the need to
accommodate new fabrics recognised in the county in the
decade or so since Carol Cunningham’s 1985 report, so
much so that it is now desirable to provide an enlarged and
updated list which is presented below. Because this is an
evolving system, tied to on-going research, the list present-
ed below is itself only a reflection of current knowledge and
it too will require revision as research progresses. Because
it has evolved over several years with input from several
individuals, the list is not entirely logical, but these in-
consistencies are often only visible with hindsight. Fabric
23C, for example, a white ware from the Low Countries
which is almost exclusively post-medieval in date, is in-
appropriately placed under the Fabric 23 heading, which
otherwise comprises only English medieval white wares,
but for the sake of maintaining record consistency over the
years the decision was taken to leave it as it is.

Although the original 1985 list claimed to be a ‘fabric list’,
this was not entirely correct. It was, and still is, a list of
generic pottery names which include wares, ware types,
fabrics and form/fabric associations (eg Marticamp flasks,
Spanish olive jars etc). The revised list of pottery codes
presented here contains the original 1985 codes, modified
where necessary, together with new codes created by Helen
Walker for the County Archaeological Unit and published in
her reports between 1988 and 1995 (see bibliography), as
well as many others created specially for this report —
particularly for Colchester’s wide range of foreign imports
which remains unparalleled elsewhere in the county.

It must be stressed that the common names used for the
‘fabrics’ listed below and throughout this report are
deliberately simplistic tending towards more established
terminology. Terms such as ‘Thetford-type wares’,
‘St Neots- type ware’ and ‘Saintonge ware’ are often used
here in a generic sense, though it is acknowledged that the
reality is often more complex. There are, for instance, a
number of ‘wares’ (ie products from specific kilns or
production centres) sheltering under the Thetford- and
St Neots-‘type’ labels, and within each ‘ware’ there may be
a number of ‘fabrics’ and fabric ‘variants’, and so it is with
many other such labels of convenience.

In general, the use of form and sub-form codes has been
avoided in this report in favour of common names or simple
descriptions, though in a few cases (eg Fabric 40, post-
medieval red earthenwares), form codes and descriptions
have sometimes been used together to make clear the
basis of any larger form groupings under discussion and
to allow cross-referencing back to the original computer
archive, should this be necessary.

Essex post-Roman pottery codes

(Adapted from Cunningham 1985)

Note that only the codes indicated with an asterisk have
been used in this report and are further considered in the
main text. The other fabrics do not occur in Colchester.

Gaps in the numbering sequence indicate vacant codes.

1* Anglo-Saxon vegetable-tempered ware (general)

1A Early Anglo-Saxon vegetable-tempered fabric

1B Mid-Saxon hard vegetable-tempered fabric

1C Vegetable- and sand-tempered fabric

2 Saxon plain brickearth fabric

3 Saxon sand-tempered brickearth fabric

4 Other Saxon brickearth fabrics (general)

4A Haematite-tempered brickearth fabric

4B ?Import, Schlickung-treated brickearth fabric

4C Chalk-tempered brickearth fabric

7 Maxey-type ware

8* Ipswich ware

8V* ?Mid-Saxon wheel-turned ‘bottle’

9* Thetford-type wares

10* St Neots-type ware

11A* Stamford ware

11B Developed Stamford ware

12* Early medieval shelly wares (general)

12A* Shelly wares without sand

12B* Slightly sandy shelly wares

12C* Sandy shelly wares (sand predominant) — code used

elsewhere to denote a sandy fabric like 13S (see below)

with only superficial shell (see Walker 1991a, 29)

12D* Oolitic wares

13* Early medieval sandy wares (general)

13S* Shell-dusted sandy ware (see 12C above)

13T* Transitional sandy ware

13St ‘Stansted ware’ (see Walker 1992b, 47)

14A* Pingsdorf-type ware

14B* Brunssum-Schinveld ware

15 Badorf-type ware

16 Tating ware

17* Andenne ware

17X* Miscellaneous early medieval Low Countries white wares

18* Paffrath-type ware

19 Normandy (red-painted) wares

20* Medieval sandy greywares (general) — elsewhere ‘Medi-

eval coarsewares’

20A Mile End (Colchester) coarseware — not used in this

report

20B Great Horkesley (Colchester) coarseware — not used in

this report

20C Mill Green coarseware

20D Hedingham coarseware

20E Rayleigh coarseware

21* Medieval sandy orange wares (general)

21A* Colchester-type ware

21B Colchester ‘slip-painted’ ware — not used in this report

but has been elsewhere (see Walker 1988b, 78)

21C Sgraffito ware (Cambridge-style)

21D Harlow ware (see Walker 1988a, 181; 1991d, 109)

22* Hedingham ware

23* Medieval white wares (general)

23A* Medieval Surrey white wares (general)

23B Coarse white wares, unclassified

23C* Low Countries white earthenwares
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23D* Kingston-type ware

23E* Cheam white ware

23F* Coarse Border ware

24A* Scarborough ware: Phase I fabric

24B* Scarborough ware: Phase II fabric

24X* Other Yorkshire wares

25 Lincoln-type (developed splashed glaze) ware

26 Oxford-type ware

27* Saintonge ware

28* Rouen-type ware

29A* Spanish olive jars

29X* Miscellaneous Iberian green glazed wares

30* Beauvais earthenwares

31* Low Countries red earthenwares (general)

31A* North Holland slipware

32 Low Countries greywares

33 Highly decorated Low Countries ware (‘Aardenburg’-type)

34 Unclassified buff wares

35* Mill Green ware

35B Mill Green-type wares (see Walker 1990b; Walker 1995)

36* London-type ware

38 Grimston-type ware

39* North Italian marbled slipware

40* Post-medieval red earthenwares (general)

40A* Metropolitan slipwares

40B Stock-type black glazed ware

40C* Cistercian wares

40D* Wrotham slipware

40E* Sussex inlaid slipware

41* ‘Tudor Green’ ware

42* Surrey/Hampshire Border white ware (‘Border’ ware)

43* Martincamp flasks

44* German slipwares (general)

44A* Weser slipware

44B* Werra slipware

44C* Lower Rhine slipware

45* English stoneware (17th- to 18th-century types)

45A* Langerwehe stoneware

45B* Siegburg stoneware

45C* Raeren stoneware

45D* Frechen stoneware

45E* Cologne stoneware

45F* Westerwald stoneware

45G* Nottingham/Derbyshire stoneware

45H Oriental stoneware

45J* Beauvais stoneware

45K* Gothic (Saxony) stoneware

45M* Modern English stoneware (19th- to 20th-century types)

45N* Normandy stoneware

45S* Nieder Selters-type bottles

45X Miscellaneous unidentified stoneware

46* Tin-glazed earthenware (general)

46A English tin-glazed earthenware

46A/C Anglo-Netherlands tin-glazed earthenware

46B* Spanish lustrewares (general)

46B/1* Andalusian lustreware

46B/2* Valencian lustreware

46C* South Netherlands maiolica

46D* Other Spanish tin-glazed earthenwares (general)

46D/1* Seville (Cuerda Seca)

46D/2* Seville maiolica

46E* Italian Montelupo maiolica

46F* Portuguese maiolica

47* Staffordshire-type white stoneware

48 Porcelain and late post-medieval factory wares (general)

48A* Chinese porcelain

48B* English porcelain

48C* Creamware/Queensware

48D* Staffordshire-type white earthenwares

48E* Yellow ware

48J* Jackfield ware

48L* Lustre ware

48P Pearlware — not used in this report (see 48D)

48R* Red stoneware

48V* Sanitary wares

48W* ‘Whieldon’-type wares

48X* Miscellaneous earthenwares

49* Basalt ware

50* Staffordshire-type slipware

50A* Staffordshire-type iron-streaked earthenware

51A* Late slipped kitchenware

51B* Flowerpot

52* Mediterranean ‘mercury’ jars

53* Iberian storage jars

54* Italian oil jars

55* Guy’s-type ware

56* North Devon gravel-tempered ware

57* Merida-type ware

58* Martabani stoneware (south-east Asia)

60* ‘Hessian’ crucibles

62* Iberian/North African star costrels

95* Unidentified foreign wares (general)

95M* Unprovenanced French micaceous ware

95P* ‘Pudding Lane’-type North French glazed ware

97* Saxon ‘brickearth’ fabrics (general) — see Fabrics 2-4C

97F* Wheel-thrown Frankish sandy wares

98* Miscellaneous unidentified medieval/post-medieval

?English wares (general)

98S* Non-local slip-painted ware

98W* ‘Long Wyre Street’ ware

Unless otherwise specified, fabric descriptions in this report
follow the standards used by the former Department of
Urban Archaeology, London, now MoLAS (DUA Pottery
Archive Users’ Handbook, 1984). Fabric descriptions are
based on visual and tactile examinations of sherd surfaces
and fresh breaks, both with the naked eye and at x20 mag-
nification. Discussion of inclusion size normally carries the
following significance:

Very fine: up to 0.1 mm
Fine: 0.1 to 0.25 mm
Medium: 0.25 to 0.5 mm
Coarse: 0.5 to 1.00 mm
Very coarse: greater than 1.00 mm

Munsell colour names have not been used, only the appar-
ent colour name.

Reference collections and archives

All vessels illustrated in this report are stored for future
reference in Colchester Museum, and a pottery fabric ref-
erence collection has been established at the Colchester
Archaeological Trust. A large selection of Colchester and
north Essex post-Roman pottery fabrics has been presented
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to the British Museum reference collection of medieval and
post-medieval fabrics and is available for inspection there.

Pottery dating and ceramic phasing

Unlike London and some other ports, Colchester has no
excavated medieval waterfront sequences with associated
dendrochronological and numismatic dating. The general
sequence of pottery types present in Colchester, and
detailed in this report, is not in doubt. The same broad
picture is confirmed on site after site where the stratigraphy
is deep enough to make such observations. What is less
certain, however, are the historical dates that should be
attached to the changing trends observable in the ceramic
sequence, and here there still remains room for refinement
when new information comes to light.

Pottery dating methods

Post-Roman pottery from the Colchester excavations has
been dated by a combination of methods, most of them
traditional and well-established. Relative dating of pottery
types has been established by their stratigraphic position,
and for this one of the most useful stratigraphic summaries
is provided by the section through the early medieval town
ditch at Lion Walk where a sequence from late Saxon to
post-medieval is observable in a single section (Fig 208).

Dating by association has been used a great deal. Local
pottery types have been dated by association with coins,
tokens, leaden cloth seals, clay pipes and any other closely
datable artefact in the same or a related context. Coins,
however, are infrequent on the excavations, and are also
just as subject to residuality as the pottery itself; they need
therefore to be used with caution. Better-dated pottery
types have also been exploited for their dating potential,
particularly the various manifestations of London-type ware
(Pearce et al 1985) and even its Hedingham ware
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derivatives. Mill Green ware (c 1270-1350) is also
sufficiently common to provide dating (Pearce et al 1982),
and imported German stonewares have been heavily relied
on for dating in the late medieval and post-medieval
periods.

Dating by typological similarity has perhaps been used most
of all, either because local pottery types have copied or
come to resemble better-dated non-local wares (eg Heding-
ham copying London-type ware, Colchester copying Mill
Green ware, etc), or because local vessels without good
dating can be related typologically to similar local vessels
with better associated dating. Ultimately dating by associ-
ation lies at the root of most typological comparisons.

Absolute dating provided by documented events or
scientific dating has been used least of all in Colchester.
Colchester’s wealth of municipal records hold considerable
potential for identifying the history and ownership of excav-
ated buildings and property, but for archaeological purpos-
es this source has remained largely untapped.

A few document-dated contexts have been identified, includ-
ing the remains of a small Anglo-Saxon church demolished
in c 1095 in the grounds of St John’s Abbey and deposits
associated with the total destruction by fire of St John’s
Abbey in 1133, but these have produced only very small
pottery assemblages. Rather more pottery was recovered
from the large robber trench associated with the refurbish-
ment of the town wall c 1382-1421 (Stratified Group 9), but
remarkably little pottery can be associated with the 1648
siege of Colchester which destroyed nearly 200 houses in
the town.

Only one scientifically dated feature has relevance to medi-
eval pottery, and that is an 11th-century bronze-working
oven on the Gilberd School site associated with a single
cooking pot.

Ceramic phasing
[Figs 4a-b]

In order to establish a broad quantitative picture of the
ceramic succession at Colchester, a system of ceramic
phasing, or a dating framework, was established for pottery
from the 1971-85 excavations.

Firstly, the most useful and reliable stratified sequences on
each site were ascertained by an examination of all the relev-
ant stratigraphic records. Dubious contexts were excluded
and the better ones selected. If not already processed, pot-
tery from the selected contexts was then fully recorded and
quantified in terms of numbers of sherds, weight and EVEs.

The site phasing assigned by the excavator to individual
sites was re-examined, and where necessary (particularly
where dependent on earlier pottery spot-dates) the phasing
was adjusted or subdivided (see ‘The sites: a gazetteer’
above). The relative date of site phases thus being
established, absolute dates were then assigned to phases
on the basis of the pottery itself and any associated dating
evidence provided by coins or other artefacts.

Fully quantified data from these ‘absolutely’ dated contexts
was then drawn off to a ceramic phasing database arrang-
ed in five broad periods (Periods 1-5, ie Anglo-Saxon, early
medieval, high medieval, late medieval and post-medieval).
Where possible, each of these was further subdivided into
as many as four ‘sub-periods’ of anything between 25 and
100 years (see below). The inequality of the resultant period/

sub-period lengths and the need for broad cross-period
codes (such as 3/4.1) were dictated by the archaeology
itself, since some periods (eg late Saxon and the late 16th
century) are only poorly represented in the town, while some
contexts in otherwise useful sequences contained too little
pottery to be assigned more definite dates.

The majority of contexts drawn from sites previously
phased by the excavator represent occupation levels
usually associated with buildings. In terms of quantity and
preservation, however, the best ceramic assemblages often
occur as isolated rubbish-pits or robber trenches which are
rarely part of a useful stratified sequence. Twenty-two of
these ‘Stratified Groups’ have been selected to illustrate the
range of post-Roman ceramics from Colchester in each
period. These have also been assigned absolute dates,
sometimes on the basis of context but most often on the
basis of typological comparison. The quantified data from
these pit groups was then added to the same database as
the occupation levels. The ceramic phasing database thus
created comprises data from over 800 contexts, represent-
ing approximately 37% (by weight) of all the excavated pot-
tery from the 1971-85 excavations (Fig 4).

The stringing together of more of less contemporary
stratigraphic horizons on different sites around the town has
the advantage of creating a larger period sample than could
be obtained from any one site. Such a sample has the
added advantage of reducing the biases present on any
one site (eg status or functional bias) by balancing it against
the data from several other sites, thus allowing a more
representative picture of the town’s ceramics to emerge for
any given period. In terms of the bar charts presented in
this report, the most useful periods are the eleven more or
less consecutive periods (Periods 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 3.1,
3.2, 4.1, 4.2, 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3). These allow a clearer chron-
ological overview of changing ceramic proportions to be
obtained. Most of the other periods have a supplementary
function and are usually referred to in the text only.

Colchester ceramic phasing

Period Date
1 Anglo-Saxon
2 1000-1200
2.1 1000-1100
2.2 1100-1125
2.3 1125-1150
2.4 1150-1200
3 1200-1400
3.1 1150/1200-1250/75
3.2 1250/75-1400
4 1400-1550
4.1 1350/1400-1500
4.2 1450-1550/80
5 1550 onwards
5.1 1550-1600
5.2 1600-1675/1700
5.3 1680/1700 onwards

The following cross-period codes are sometimes referred to
in this report:

Period Date
2.2-3 1100-1150
2.2-4 1100-1200
3-4 1200-1550
3/4.1 1200-1400/1400-1500
4.2/5.1 1450-1550/1550-1600
4.2/5.2 1450-1580/1600-1675/1700
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Explanation of the bar charts

With the exception of those bar charts where absolute
quantities (weight/EVEs) are represented (Figs 4a & 4b)
and the charts dealing with metrical data (ie rim diameter —
Figs 23a-b, 38a-b and 56a-b), all the remaining bar charts
in this report deal with the percentages of different wares in
stratified contexts (ie the ceramic phasing). Such bar charts

are based exclusively on the fully quantified data from the

ceramic phasing database discussed above. Unless other-

wise indicated in the caption, all the pottery in a given

ceramic period represents 100% of that ceramic period

assemblage. In Figure 17, for example, 97% of all pottery

(by EVEs) in Period 2.1 (c 1000-1100) is early medieval

sandy ware (Fabric 13), while in Period 3.2 (c 1250/75-

1400) it forms only 25% of the assemblage dated to that

period.
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Historical background

Colchester was always an important regional town and saw
its share of the major historical events that affected lowland
England. Perhaps by virtue of its very ordinariness, the
archaeology of medieval Colchester, including its pottery,
has a special value in that it reflects what was common-
place and typical in a moderately prosperous English medi-
eval town, rather than that which was exceptional.

The following outline of Colchester’s post-Roman history is
intended to give some impression of the topographical, cult-
ural and political context in which the archaeology is set.
Particular reference is made to economic history and other
factors likely to be reflected in ceramic assemblages from
the town. Unless otherwise stated the main sources from

which this summary is drawn are CAR 1 (Aspects of Anglo-
Saxon and Norman Colchester, 1981); Richard Britnell’s
Growth and decline in Colchester, 1300-1525 (1986); and

the Victoria County History of Essex, 9: Colchester (1994).
More detailed accounts of Colchester’s overseas trade links
(with full references) can be found at the start of each chap-
ter on foreign wares (Chapters 7-12). Other documentary
references to local pottery manufacture and trade are listed

in Appendix 2.

The medieval town inherited the rectilinear shape of its
Roman predecessor. The Roman wall enclosed a rect-
angular area of 109 acres, bisected by an east-west high
street and, in the western half, by a north-south road known
as Head Street. Roman roads linked Colchester with
London, 50 miles away to the south-west, and with Norwich,
the same distance to the north. On the north side of the
town, the River Colne winds its way south and eastwards,
widening into a muddy creek before entering the North Sea.
The creeks around Colchester have long been famous for
their oysters, which made a significant contribution to the
town’s later prosperity.

The Colne was navigable as far as Colchester’s port at the
Hythe which lay a little to the east of the town. The Hythe
was never a major port; for all Customs purposes it came
under the jurisdiction of the port of Ipswich, but it allowed
Colchester a measure of direct sea trade. Owing to constant
silting, the Hythe was often only accessible to smaller craft:
larger sea-going vessels commonly had to unload further
down river at Wivenhoe. Foreign goods, such as wine and
mill-stones, were just as likely to have reached Colchester
via the more important medieval ports of Harwich and
Ipswich (Britnell 1986, 13).

To the south of the town, around Langenhoe and the
Layers, lay the best agricultural lands for cereal growing
and dairying. A belt of poorer soils marked by heath and
woodland stretched from the west side of the borough of
Colchester at Lexden through Mile End and as far as Ard-
leigh to the north and north-east. Here, in these marginal
areas, where the London clay was interspersed with sands
and gravel, most of the evidence for local pottery and brick-
and tile-making in the post-Roman period is concentrated
(see Appendix 2).

After the Roman period, there are no historical references
to Colchester until the 10th century. There is a passing
reference to the town in the Ravenna Cosmography of c AD
700, but this is almost certainly retrospective. The town is
presumed to have succumbed to Saxon invaders c AD 450.
Evidence for Saxon occupation is sparse. Three Anglo-

Saxon sunken huts of the 5th to 7th centuries have been
excavated (see ‘The sites: a gazetteer’ above). Anglo-
Saxon pottery is mostly of the local hand-made types
(Fabrics 1 and 97). Some vessels may have been imported
from the kingdom of Mercia (Fabric 12D), and one vessel in
Ipswich ware has been recognised (Fabric 8; c AD 725-
850). Sherds from three or four imported Carolingian or
Frankish vessels have also been found (Fabrics 8V and
97F).

Other artefacts of the Anglo-Saxon period are rare (CAR 1).
Finds of any sort datable to the 8th to 9th century are so
few that Philip Crummy has suggested that the town was
either deserted during this period or that the population was

minimal and perhaps aceramic (CAR 1, 72).

A Danish settlement may have been established in
Colchester after the Treaty of Alfred and Guthrum in 879.
Edward the Elder recaptured the town from the Danes in
c 917, and later in that year returned to repair the damaged
wall (ibid, 24). Edward was probably responsible for initiat-
ing the urban renewal of the town by the laying out of new
streets and perhaps other works (ibid, 73-4). In 931, King
Athelstan held a council at Colchester which was referred to
as ‘a town well known to all men’ (ibid, 25). King Edmund

also held a council here in 940 (VCHE, 9, 19), and a mint
was established in the 990s.

Artefactual evidence for the late Saxon period is not partic-
ularly abundant and mainly limited to several hundred sherds
of Thetford-type ware (c 850-1150) and a few other arte-
facts. The most impressive vestige of this period is the
tower of Holy Trinity Church (probably early 11th century),
constructed entirely of Roman brick and rubble. The only
late Saxon features found on the 1971-85 excavations were
a few rubbish-pits at the Cups Hotel site in the High Street
and the foundations of a small church in the grounds of
St John’s Abbey.

As the distribution of Thetford-type ware indicates, occup-
ation was concentrated on the High Street until perhaps the
12th century (see pp 30-1). Large areas within the walled
town were under cultivation and this situation continued, on
a diminishing scale, well into the post-medieval period.

Colchester and Maldon were the only boroughs in Essex
mentioned in Domesday (1086), and Colchester was the
more important of the two. It contained at least 419 houses

and an estimated 2,500 or more inhabitants (VCHE, 9, 21).
The Norman town was dominated by the castle, the largest
Norman keep in the country. Other imposing Norman works
included St Botolph’s Priory and St John’s Abbey to the
south of town, and a fine Norman Moot Hall stood on the

site of the present town hall until the 19th century.

By the 14th century there were at least two friaries and
several chantries and religious hospitals around the town.
Most domestic architecture was of wood and daub, but at
least seven stone houses of the 12th century are known,
and there may have been many more than this. Apart from
the Moot Hall with its Romanesque doorway and windows,
there was little in the way of fine architecture in medieval
Colchester. Nearly all the parish churches, the castle and
even the largest religious buildings were built of reused
Roman brick and rubble embellished here and there with
carved stones from outside the county.

The castle remained in royal hands for much of its life
though it was intermittently in the possession of hereditary
constables. It was the focus of some of the more significant
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historical events in medieval Colchester. In 1216, for example,
King John besieged the castle which was in the hands of a
baronial partisan and a contingent of French soldiers.

On a national scale Colchester ranked as only the 27th
most important provincial town in the 1130s. Two hundred

years later it ranked only 46th (VCHE, 9, 21-3). Much of the
town’s early importance and prosperity lay in its role as a
market for agricultural produce, its position on the route
between London and East Anglia, and its ease of access to
the sea.

The borough was granted its earliest known royal charter in
1189 (perhaps a modification of an earlier one) which con-
veyed significant privileges and liberties upon its burgesses
(ibid, 48). These privileges were jealously guarded down
through the centuries and were an enduring source of civic
pride. A small but wealthy Jewish community appears in the
town records between the late 12th and the early 14th cent-
uries (Stephenson 1985). They had their own synagogue
and owned several properties close to the market area (the
High Street), particularly in the two Stockwell Streets where
the Jewry is believed to have been located. The community
was highly mobile and had connections and relatives in
many other towns and cities, even in France and the Holy
Land. Two exceptionally large 13th-century coin hoards,
found in lead canisters, are thought to have been deposited
by Jews. The canisters contained a total of 24,000 silver
pennies and were found on the High Street, opposite the
Moot Hall.

Up to 45% of the population may have died in the Black
Death, but the town recovered quickly, mainly due to a flow
of outsiders attracted by the town’s growing cloth industry

(VCHE, 9, 24). The sudden burst of Flemish names in
records of the 1350s strongly suggests that foreign expert-
ise played a part in invigorating this local industry (Britnell
1986, 72). Colchester was one of the most important
English cloth towns in the Middle Ages and perhaps more
so in the post-medieval period. Tanning, leather-working
and fishing were also important local industries in the 14th
century, but gradually cloth became the mainstay of the
town’s prosperity for several centuries.

‘Colchester russet’, a grey cloth, was much in demand for
its quality and suitability where sombre attire was called for.
As early as 1249, Henry III bought Colchester russets to

clothe his servants (VCHE, 9, 28), and in the late 14th
century the archbishop of Bordeaux also chose to clothe his
household in Colchester cloth (Britnell 1986, 63).

Colchester cloth was known by name in most of northern
Europe from France to Scandinavia and Prussia. In south-
ern Europe, even as far as Damascus, Colchester cloth was
sometimes recognised by name but more often lumped
together with other Essex cloths (ibid, 53-68). Colchester
merchants traded directly with the Baltic, the Low Countries
and Gascony, cloth being the main export. Baltic imports
consisted of fish, wheat and forest products such as wax,
bitumen and timber from the east Baltic, salt and iron from
Scandinavia, and linen cloth, thread and beer from north
Germany. The Baltic trade in the later 14th century marked
Colchester’s most adventurous period of direct maritime
trade, a venture in which it competed successfully with the
more dynamic east coast ports of London, Norwich, Kings
Lynn, Boston, Beverley and Hull, and with merchants from
York and Bristol (ibid, 64). The parallel decline of Ipswich as
a port in the 14th century may have benefited Colchester’s

position in these ventures (VCHE, 9, 31).

From the 1390s, German merchants of the Hanse dominat-
ed the Colchester cloth trade and the import of dyestuffs,
particularly woad from the Low Countries. The peak of this
activity was in the mid 15th century, when the town had a

number of Hanseatic residents (VCHE, 9, 33-4; Britnell
1986, 173-6). Through the German link, Colchester cloth
was traded as far as Russia (ibid, 169). The Germans
chartered Dutch shipping to carry the cloth. The majority of
foreign vessels visiting the Hythe were always from the Low
Countries (a trend that increased in the post-medieval
period). Imports from here included dyestuffs, hand cards,
metal ware and cloth (ibid, 177).

The town’s custumnal records for the late 14th century also
demonstrate the importation of ‘Flanders tile’ and probably
earthenware. Rhenish wine, stoneware and glass were also
imported as was olive oil and soap from Spain and Portugal
(see relevant chapters on imports and Appendix 2).

The trade with Gascony was a direct bilateral exchange of
Colchester cloth for wine. Salt was also imported from the
Bay of Bourgneuf (ibid, 63). A London merchant traded
from Colchester in 1374 with Gascony and Spain, and at
least one Colchester merchant was in Spain in c 1480.

There was also some trade with Calais (VCHE, 9, 32).
Trade with the Mediterranean was almost entirely conduct-
ed through Italian merchants based in London and South-
ampton (Britnell 1986, 65-7). Most Mediterranean goods
would have been redistributed from these ports and per-
haps from ports in the Low Countries.

Wool was brought considerable distances to supply Col-
chester’s textile industry, even from as far as Gloucester-
shire. Colchester’s merchant debtors and creditors in the
late 14th century came from as far away as Southampton,

Lewes, Norwich, Westminster, and York (VCHE, 9, 32).
Merchants from Norwich, Kings Lynn and Yarmouth were
trading in Colchester in the late 13th century, and French
merchants from Amiens and St Omer traded here in 1305
(ibid, 30).

Road and coastal links with London were always important,
particularly in the later 15th century when Colchester’s trade
with north-west Europe declined and trade with London
intensified as a consequence (ibid, 34).

In 1357, four Colchester townsmen of substance acknowl-
edged themselves bound to Thomas Crouchman, citizen
and potter (‘ollarius’) of London, for £22 and 9 shillings debt
(JCR, 50). The size of the debt suggests Crouchman was a
dealer or founder of metal-ware rather than earthenware
pots.

Coastal trade with other parts of Britain was a regular occur-
rence though not always in Colchester ships. An example of
these complex links occurred in c 1387, when three Col-
chester merchants sailed from the town with a small boat of
merchandise bound for Scone near Perth. Bad weather drove
them off course to the Norwegian coast, where they were
intercepted by Dutchmen who seized part of their cargo and
took them as prisoners to Holland where they were event-
ually ransomed. The boat that they had sailed in from
Colchester was Dutch, and this may have been the cause
of the altercation (Cockerill & Woodward 1975, 3). Such
complex coastal and overseas movements illustrate how
goods from Colchester could end up almost anywhere in
the North Sea region just as easily as foreign goods could
reach Colchester.
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A recurrent theme of the late medieval and post-medieval
town was its political and religious nonconformity. At least
one of the leaders of the Peasants’ Revolt of 1381 was a
local man, John Ball, and the other leader, Wat Tyler, may
have been from Colchester but the evidence is incon-
clusive. St John’s Abbey was attacked by rioters during the

revolt and some of the Court Rolls were burnt (VCHE, 9,
24-6). In the 15th century the town was a centre of Lollardy
(ibid), and during the reign of Mary in the following century
many protestant martyrs were burnt at the stake.

Between c 1382 and 1421, the town wall was refurbished
and new bastions added. This was partly a response to the
revolt of 1381 and partly a defensive measure against the
threat of French invasion. One of the stratified pottery groups
(Stratified Group 9) is associated with these works.

The Duke of Norfolk, who was constable of both Colchester
and Norwich castles, was a regular visitor and occasional
resident of 15th-century Colchester, though most of his time
was divided between his London and East Anglian resid-
ences. In his meticulous household accounts is recorded an
order placed in 1466 for eleven dozen pots from the kilns at
Great Horkesley near Colchester, where most Colchester-
type ware was made (see p 110 and Appendix 2). Norfolk
built a residence in the High Street just three or four years
before his death at the Battle of Bosworth in 1485 (VCHE,
9, 44). The building was enlarged by Norfolk’s heirs in the
early 16th century and became the Red Lion Inn, an
impressive and finely detailed timber-framed building that

survives as a prominent feature of the modern High Street.

Significant economic growth continued through the 15th
and 16th centuries, though not without setbacks. By c 1525,
the town ranked as the ninth wealthiest in England although
the population was only around 4,000 (ibid, 67 and 76;
Britnell 1986, 262-8). Wealth became increasingly con-
centrated in the hands of a small oligarchy of ruling families
who controlled the cloth industry and owned much of the
surrounding land. Although Ipswich remained the principal
town of the region in the 16th and 17th centuries, Col-

chester was by far the largest town in Essex (VCHE, 9, 70).

The Dutch or Flemish community was an increasingly
significant element of the town’s urban character and cloth
prosperity. Flemings held official positions in the town from
as early as the 12th century. Many of the approximately 38
aliens living in the town in the 1440s were probably Flemish
(ibid, 61). The declining textile industry was revitalised in
the 1560s and 1570s by the arrival of hundreds of Dutch
refugees escaping from religious persecution in the Low
Countries. The ‘new draperies’ introduced by the Dutch,
particularly their ‘bays, says and perpetuanas’, were lighter
and cheaper than anything manufactured in England before
and found a ready market throughout Europe (ibid, 81-2).

The Dutch were granted considerable privileges in Col-
chester. They exercised tight control over the quality of
manufactured cloth, thus making Colchester bays a byword
for quality throughout the 17th and early 18th centuries. By
the mid 17th century, the size of the Dutch community had
stabilised at about 1,500 in a total population of some
10,500-11,000 (ibid). The Dutch maintained their own Dutch-
speaking church in the town until 1728 (ibid, 351).

The town suffered badly during the Civil War. It was be-
sieged by the Parliamentarians for eleven weeks in 1648
and at least 193 houses were destroyed. Several churches
and the town wall were also badly damaged (ibid, 105-6).
Plagues were recurrent in the 16th and 17th centuries.

The plague of 1665-6 killed approximately half the town’s
population, making it one of the most destructive outbreaks
of plague ever experienced by an English town in the
post-medieval period (ibid, 68). Remarkably the town soon
recovered.

The market and fairs continued to be important, and
besides the cloth industry there was a wide diversity of
other manufacturing and agricultural trades. Hides and
leather were important products and the Dutch stimulated
the development of horticulture.

From the late 16th century onwards, most of Colchester’s
cloth exports were conducted through London, much of it
destined for the Iberian peninsula, particularly in the 17th
and 18th centuries. Colchester shared in the general rise of
coastal trade and communicated with many British ports,
but mainly London and other east coast ports. Apart from
cloth, the main goods sent to the capital were cheese,
butter, wheat, oats, malt, oysters, firewood and house-
hold goods. In return, London sent a great diversity of
products, notably dyestuffs, soap, oil, groceries, ironware,
glass, earthenware, tobacco, wine and exotic goods (ibid,
86; Willan 1938, 100, 204).

Large amounts of coal and salt were shipped from New-
castle and Sunderland to Colchester in exchange for wheat
and rye. Nearly all the east coast ports, including London,
supplied Colchester with raw wool for the cloth industry.
Fuller’s earth, for cloth processing, came mainly from Roch-
ester and Faversham in Kent, and pipe clay for the clay-

pipe industry came from Poole in Dorset (VCHE, 9, 86-7;
Willan 1938, 136). Direct trade links with the Low Countries
remained important. Many Continental goods were fun-
nelled through the Low Countries, and through Rotterdam
in particular, to Colchester. These goods included a variety
of Continental cloths, foodstuffs and manufactured items,
among them stoneware pots from Germany, and Dutch
earthenware, pantiles and bricks. Colchester functioned as
a centre for the consumption and redistribution of Dutch
merchandise, much of which it shipped to London and

neighbouring ports (VCHE, 9, 84-5). Some direct trade with
Norway, France and the Iberian peninsula was maintained,
but it was always over-shadowed by the trade with London
and Rotterdam.

The cloth industry declined in the 18th century and was
stagnant by c 1750. Among the numerous shop-keepers
and entrepreneurs in the High Street at this time were two
Staffordshire potters who acted as agents for the shipping
of Staffordshire wares via Hull and Gainsborough (see
p 251). The town was slow to industrialise, but did become
a centre of engineering in the later 19th century.

Earlier work

The earliest possible reference to post-Roman pottery from
Colchester was in 1779, in a note published in Archaeologia
by Edward King (King 1779). In this, one of the earliest
references of its kind in the country, King reported on a
discovery made by a workman near Colchester in 1776 of
about 30 curious earthen bottles ‘of coarse red earth’ which
he called ‘lachrymatories’, possibly believing them to be
watering-cans. He did not attempt to date them, but the
illustration provided shows a gourd-shaped vessel with a
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long narrow neck, resembling a Martincamp flask (imported
from Normandy in the 16th to 17th century). However, Philip
Crummy (pers comm) believes that these are more likely to
be Roman, as ‘lachrymatories’ are often referred to in old
records describing the contents of Roman graves.

From at least the 1870s, items of medieval and later pottery
were acquired by Colchester Museum. These acquisitions
increased in frequency as Victorian building projects gather-
ed pace. The building of the new Town Hall in the High
Street in 1899 and the Wyre Street Arcade in 1930 added
large numbers of whole vessels to the museum collection.
From 1903 onwards, descriptions and sometimes photo-
graphs of these ‘Bygones’ appeared in the Museum reports.

Two substantially complete vessels in Thetford-type ware
were found in the High Street in 1936 and reported on in the
Museum reports (CMR 1935-7, 45). John Hurst included
these vessels in his survey of Thetford-type ware published
in 1957 (Hurst & West 1957, fig 6.1-2). More Thetford-type
ware was identified by John Hurst in material from a late
Saxon pit found in 1955 when St Nicholas’ Church was
demolished and a small excavation was carried out by M R
Hull (Hull 1960, 301-328).

The first significant descriptions of late medieval and post-
medieval pottery from Colchester were published in 1961 by
John Hurst, who described an assemblage from excav-
ations in West Stockwell Street which included Colchester-
type ware associated with a sherd of Spanish lustreware
and several post-medieval imports from other contexts
(Hurst 1961a). The following year an important description
of early medieval pottery from the Norman bank of Col-
chester Castle was published by G C Dunning based on
material from excavations carried out in 1950 (Dunning 1962).

Still within the borough, though located two miles north of
the town, road-widening and gas-pipe laying schemes in
1973 led to the discovery of late 12th- to 13th-century and

14th- to 15th-century kiln-sites at Mile End and Great
Horkesley respectively (Drury & Petchey 1975), the types of
pottery produced at these kilns being the dominant medi-
eval coarsewares of Colchester and the surrounding area.

In more recent years, Philip Crummy has published a wide
sample of Anglo-Saxon and early medieval pottery from the
town, much of it from the excavations between 1971 and
1977 by the Colchester Archaeological Trust and the rest

from earlier excavations or chance finds (CAR 1, 140
passim). This still remains a valuable synthesis, particularly
for the early Anglo-Saxon period. Another valuable report
was provided in 1982 by Carol Cunningham, who described
the medieval and post-medieval pottery from various excav-
ations in the vicinity of Colchester Castle (Cunningham
1982a). In this report, medieval ‘Colchester ware’ is defined
for the first time (ibid, 365), and wasters of slip-painted
Colchester ware from the 15th-century kiln-site at Magdalen
Street are described and illustrated. A description of the
seven or so early medieval kilns from the Middleborough
site was published by Philip Crummy in 1984 together with
a summary by Carol Cunningham of the pottery produced

there (CAR 3, 186-9). In the same volume Carol Cunning-
ham provided an appendix on Colchester ware louvers illu-
strated with examples from Colchester and Chelmsford
(ibid, 211-14).

Work on the present volume was begun in 1984. Most of
the text was written between 1987 and 1989. The introduct-
ory section and conclusions were written in 1994-5 and, at
the same time, most of the fabric sections — particularly
the local wares — were extensively revised and updated.
Appendix 3 (neutron activation analysis) was written in 1996.
The majority of personal communications (pers comms)
cited in this report were made within 1990-95. A few pers
comms which are older than this (date provided) have also
been retained where there was no reason to suppose that
the opinion given would have significantly changed.
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which it could have derived. The fabric is hard, sand-free
and densely vegetable tempered.

Apart from these isolated instances there are only four
contexts in the town in which vegetable-tempered pottery
occurs with any useful associations and/or in any quantity.
These in rough chronological order are:

1. Lion Walk — Saxon sunken Hut 2
(Stratified Group 1, see pp 309-10).

Five vegetable-tempered sherds (7% of hut assemblage) came
from this 5th-century sunken hut. Dating evidence rests exclusively
on their association with distinctive forms in Anglo-Saxon sandy
brickearth fabrics (Fabric 97), including round-bottomed biconical
bowls datable as early as the first quarter of the 5th century, al-
though in this case not necessarily quite so early. The vegetable-
tempered sherds display three fabric variants, two of which are
notable for their fine calcareous inclusions, a characteristic not
found in later groups of this ware. One sherd is decorated in typical

early Anglo-Saxon style with a vertically-grooved boss (CAR 1,
fig 5.6). The other sherds consist of a probable flattened base and
three body sherds.

2. Lion Walk — Saxon sunken Hut 1 (CAR 1, 1-5).

Pottery from this hut was predominantly vegetable-tempered (82%
of hut assemblage). Associated finds were an annular loomweight,
a fragmentary bone comb and a spindlewhorl (ibid, fig 5.2-4). None
of these items are datable closer than the 6th or 7th century. The
vegetable-tempered pottery consist of plain burnished sherds
including three plain everted jar rims (ibid, fig 5.1). The fabric was
sand-free and heavily vegetable-tempered.

3. Culver Street — Saxon sunken Hut 3
(Stratified Group 2, see pp 310-11).

This is the largest assemblage (234 sherds) of vegetable-
tempered pottery from the town, accounting for just over one-half of
the total number of sherds excavated in the town. Hut 3 contained
only vegetable-tempered pottery in addition to a fine bone comb
and a ring-headed pin which indicate an early 7th-century date for
the group. Several substantially complete jar profiles were
recovered including a whole reconstructible small jar (Fig 6.1). By
themselves, the forms are not capable of close dating, and the
variety of shapes and wall-thicknesses shown by the pots from this
one hut illustrates the problems of dating by form alone. All the
sherds have the same hard, sand-free and densely vegetable-
tempered fabric as in Hut 1.

4. Culver Street Site K (1.81 KF12) — late Roman grain-drying

oven (CAR 6, 108-112).

This multi-flued structure was constructed of used Roman brick
bonded with clay. There can be little doubt as to its late Roman
date but, most unusually, it appears that the structure was used in
the mid-Saxon period in a way not entirely unrelated to its original
function. The evidence for this is the presence of two, possibly
three, Anglo-Saxon vegetable-tempered vessels (Fig 6.2 & 4) pres-
ent as fairly large sherds scattered through the ashy stokepit fill and
interior. Examination of wheat grains from the ashy soil has shown
it to be of the free-threshing variety commonly used in the Anglo-
Saxon period. Both vessels were sooted on the outside, and Figure
6.4 also had a thick lumpy carbonised deposit on the inside which
may be food residues. Exactly what the nature of this Anglo-Saxon
activity is not understood, nor why they should choose this Roman
structure as the focus of this activity. Possibly the oven, though a
century or two old, was still intact enough to be used for its original
grain-drying function, or perhaps Anglo-Saxons prepared and
baked bread here. It is tempting to see a 5th-century link between a
sub-Roman community and the newly arrived Saxons but, although
vegetable-tempered ware is present by the 5th century, the total
dominance of this fabric at this site is more compatible with a later
date. The vessel forms too are entirely in keeping with a 6th- or
7th-century dating (Helena Hamerow, pers comm, 1987).

The absence of excavated features in the town securely dated to
the 8th-10th centuries makes it impossible to say for how long this
fabric remained in production. It appears that, during the 7th cent-
ury, the dominant early Anglo-Saxon fabric in the town (Fabric 97)
went out of use leaving vegetable-tempered ware as the major
(and possibly the only) local pottery type in use. Middle Saxon
pottery is extremely rare in Colchester, and to date only one (resid-
ual) sherd of Ipswich ware (c 725-850) has been identified,
together with a handful of oolitic-tempered sherds, probably from
Northamptonshire, and one or two Continental imports. If Ipswich
ware had been present in Colchester in any quantity then, by
association, it may have been possible to say something concrete
about the presence (or absence) of vegetable-tempered ware
during the period c 725-850, but unfortunately this is not the case.
Other non-ceramic finds of this period are equally rare, and none
comes from useful contexts. There is, however, one instance
where a rim sherd of vegetable-tempered ware occurred in the
same context as one other sherd tentatively identified as a North
French import of the 8th or 9th century (Fig 174.2; Fabric 97F). The
context (LWC A119) has been identified by the excavator as a
layer of late Roman or early medieval topsoil over a Roman
tessellated pavement. If the two sherds are contemporary (there is
little sign of wear), then this would constitute important evidence for
the continuation of vegetable-tempered ware beyond the 7th
century. However, on the basis of this one association, it cannot be
said that the matter is proven.

Elsewhere in the south-east, there was clearly some over-
lap between vegetable-tempered and Ipswich ware. At
Ipswich itself, vegetable-tempered ware occurs in quantities
too great to be entirely residual, and the same is true
at Wicken Bonhunt in north-west Essex (Keith Wade &
Catherine Hills, pers comm, 1987). One of the more
exceptional vessels from Wicken Bonhunt was a spouted
pitcher in vegetable-tempered ware from a 9th-century con-
text (Hodges 1981, 56). This would appear to represent the
latest convincingly-dated example of the ware in the county,
and must have implications for its dating at Colchester.
At London, the concurrency of vegetable-tempered and
Ipswich wares has also been demonstrated (Vince 1984,
433). Vegetable-tempered ware is rare at the Treasury site
in London which appears to date to the late 8th century or
later, and in general the evidence from the City of London
supports the view that the fabric had ceased to be used for
domestic pottery by the late 9th century (Vince & Jenner
1991, 48).

The next major fabric to arrive at Colchester was Thetford-
type ware (c 850-1150), probably coming from Ipswich.
Elsewhere it is argued that Thetford-type ware did not reach
Colchester in significant quantities much before the process
of urban revitalisation in the 10th century, that is to say it
was mainly imported after c 950 (see pp 31-2). The
impression is that vegetable-tempered ware is defunct by
this period, and indeed it is difficult to imagine this crude,
hand-made fabric circulating alongside the quality, wheel-
thrown wares of the Thetford-type industry. It is possible to
point to two or three contexts which are dominated by
Thetford-type ware (and thus are datable to the ?10th or
11th centuries), but which also contain one or two sherds of
vegetable-tempered ware (notably CPS F95 and Stratified
Group 3). But it seems much more likely, given their low
numbers and small size, that the vegetable-tempered
sherds are residual elements in these contexts.

Philip Crummy (CAR 1, 17-19) has drawn attention to some
examples of vegetable-tempered pottery from the town
which may be later than the 7th century. None of these,
however, came from contexts that did not also contain
Thetford-type ware or later wares. Their tentative late dating
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rests on individual variations such as greater sandiness,
harder firing, lack of burnishing, or the presence of rim
forms resembling early medieval (Fabric 13) rim forms. One
sherd (ibid, fig 21.1) had a stamp similar to gridded stamps
found on Ipswich ware. However, the case for their late
dating remains unproven. Nearly all these individual vari-
ations can be paralleled in the four dated assemblages
of this ware discussed above. The stamped sherd, as
mentioned earlier, probably has more in common with East
Anglian funerary vessels of the 5th and 6th centuries than it
does with Ipswich ware. The similarity of simple thickened
everted rim forms in vegetable-tempered ware with those in
early medieval sandy ware must be ascribed to co-
incidence and their shared simplicity; the notion that
vegetable-tempered ware overlapped in date with early
medieval sandy ware (c 1025-50+) is even less likely than
its overlap with Thetford-type ware in the previous century.

It can just be conceived that there may have been a brief
period of concurrency in the mid 9th century between
vegetable-tempered vessels and the first trickle of
Thetford-type vessels reaching Colchester. If this was not
the case, then there must have been a ?brief aceramic
phase during the 9th century, during which time pottery
ceased to be made locally for perhaps the first time since
the Iron Age. The volume of finds in Colchester datable to
the late 8th and 9th centuries is so low that Philip Crummy
has suggested either that the town was deserted at this
time or that its population had dropped to an all-time low

(CAR 1, 72). In the light of this and of all the foregoing facts
at least four possible explanations emerge as to why, in
practice, vegetable-tempered ware at Colchester cannot be
dated any later than the 7th century. This is because:

1. Typologically the late vegetable-tempered ware is
indistinguishable from the earlier ware.

2. The lack of late Saxon contexts makes it impossible to
date any local wares to this period.

3. The town was deserted during the late 8th and 9th
centuries.

4. The town was occupied but aceramic during the late 8th
and 9th centuries (or that the population had contracted
drastically and pottery use contracted accordingly).

Of these, (1) and (2) are almost certainly true; either of (3)
or (4) seem quite likely but are difficult to prove either one
way or another. If we accept the pottery from the late
Roman grain-drying oven as 7th century or earlier, then
two-thirds of all the vegetable-tempered ware from the town
can be assigned to the 7th century or earlier. Of the
remaining third (156 sherds), at least some proportion must
represent residual earlier material, so that the volume of
vegetable-tempered pottery which possibly dates later than
the 7th century is really quite low indeed. This strengthens
the likelihood that either (3) or (4) of the above explanations
actually happened and that, if Colchester was not wholly
aceramic for a time, then it was very nearly so.

By c 917, the town had been reoccupied for some time by
the Danes, until they were expelled in this year by Edward
the Elder. Elsewhere in England the Viking presence had a
curiously beneficial effect upon the late Saxon pottery
industry (eg at Stamford, Lincolnshire; Kilmurry 1980, 195,
201-2), and with their trading connections and the proximity
of Ipswich they would hardly have used vegetable-
tempered wares when wheel-thrown Thetford-type ware
could be obtained. But what impact the Vikings really had
on pottery production at Colchester can only be guessed at.

Ipswich ware (Fabric 8)

[Fig 7.1]
Weight: 0.030 kg
Number of sherds: 1
EVEs: 0.11

Ipswich ware has a hard, sandy, grey fabric. Vessels were
built up by hand, finished off on a turntable (often to a high
standard), and fired in proper kilns. It is these character-
istics that set Ipswich ware apart from earlier and contemp-
orary Anglo-Saxon pottery. The only known kilns are in
Ipswich itself (Hurst 1976, 299-303). Recent research
suggests that the dating of Ipswich ware should be revised
to c 725-850 (Blinkhorn forthcoming).

Figure 7.1 is, to date, the only known Ipswich ware from
Colchester (identification confirmed by Paul Blinkhorn). This
is from a ?cooking pot with a plain rim. It is well fired and
well made with a grey, sandy fabric and a smooth surface
finish, thus corresponding to type (a) of the four fabric types
that have been distinguished (Hurst 1976, 299). The lip of
the rim is worn in a curiously regular fashion and sooting is
present, mostly on the inside. This piece was found at the
Cups Hotel site in the High Street where it was residual in a
robber trench of c 1100-50 (CPS F116).

Confusion over the presence of an Ipswich spouted-pitcher
fragment in Colchester Museum (CM 48.1973/6) has caus-
ed the premature inclusion of Colchester in a distribution
map of the ware (Dunmore et al 1975, fig 33 as pointed out

in CAR 1, 24 note 24). Unfortunately the alternative attrib-
ution to Bradwell is also mistaken, since the sherd in
question was actually found at St Osyth’s Priory, Essex
(Hurst 1959, fig 5.2).

The complete absence up till now of Ipswich ware in the
town has always been rather curious. It is still curious that
there is so little of it, given the proximity of Ipswich itself,
only eighteen miles away, and the fact that sites further
down the Essex coast, such as Maldon, have produced
much greater quantities of the ware (Carol Cunningham,
pers comm).

Although of interest, the very minor presence of Ipswich
ware in Colchester does not significantly alter the picture of
the town as a place of comparatively little activity in the

middle Saxon period (CAR 1, 72).
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?Mid-Saxon wheel-turned ‘bottle’ (Fabric 8V)

[Fig 8.1]
Weight: 0.025 kg
Number of sherds: 1

The fabric is represented by a single sherd from the
shoulder of a narrow-necked, wheel-turned jar or ‘bottle’
with incised wavy decoration on the outside (Fig 8.1). It has
a dark grey, sandy fabric with some mica, and the surfaces
are brownish, smooth and leathery. It was found in a robber
trench of c 1000-1200 on the Cups Hotel site in the High
Street, and was clearly residual in that context.

While the vessel is almost certainly of mid-Saxon date,
opinion varies as to its identity. One suggestion is that it
may be a Frankish import, perhaps a so-called ‘Asthall-type’
bottle (Keith Wade, pers comm, 1987; Evison 1979, 8-13),
but the more favoured suggestion is that it may be an
unusual variant of Ipswich ware (Paul Blinkhorn & Catherine
Coutts, pers comm, 1987) similar in form and decoration to
some unusual ‘bottles’ found in a kiln at Ipswich originally
dated to c 800-50 (Blinkhorn 1989, fig 5.3-6), but now
believed to date within the period c 725-850 (Paul
Blinkhorn, pers comm).

Oolitic wares (Fabric 12D)

See early medieval shelly wares below, pages 37-9.
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Thetford-type wares (Fabric 9)

[Figs 9.1-15, 10.16-19]
Weight: 10.155 kg
Number of sherds: 768
EVEs: 8.47

These have a sandy, hard grey fabric made on the wheel. A
range of textures and colour may be seen in the collection
from Colchester:

1. A relatively fine fabric with a greyish-brown core and
sparse black specks of magnetic iron oxide; the surfaces
have a smooth, dark grey-black ‘skin’ on which the potters’
fingerprints and other blemishes are often well preserved
due to handling in the wet state.

2. A fabric with a coarser, sandier texture which may be
uniformly grey-black throughout or display a single or double
sandwich-effect section, grey-black margins enclosing a
greyish-brown layer and a darker core; the surface is matt
or slightly pimply.

3. A rarer dark orange-red fabric with dark grey-black
surfaces.

4. Very rare completely oxidised pieces (accidental burning?).

No particular significance is attached to these variations in
character, although they may in part reflect different produc-
tion centres, whereas colour may simply reflect differing
firing conditions.

Several locations in East Anglia have produced evidence
for the production of Thetford-type wares, most notably in
Norfolk at Thetford itself and Norwich, and in Suffolk at
Ipswich (Hurst 1976, 314-20). Production of these wares
continued for around three centuries between c 850 and
1150 with very little typological change. During this period,
Thetford-type wares were widely circulated throughout East
Anglia and south-east England.

Vessel forms

By far the most common vessel type present is the jar,
including plain jars or cooking pots, handled jars, storage
jars and possible spouted pitchers. The only exceptions are
four crucibles, two bowls and a costrel. It is reasonable to
assume that all base fragments are also from jars. The
following summary therefore relates only to jars.

Jars of various sorts in Thetford-type wares account for
approximately 99% of all identifiable forms from the excav-
ations. The diameters of jar rims range from 80 to 300 mm.
These appear to fall into three approximate size groupings
(by EVEs):

80-110 mm 14%
111-170 mm 73%
171-300 mm 13%

The most common single diameter is 160 mm (21%), and
more than half of all jar diameters fall between 130 and
160 mm (54%). Of the bases (50 examples), 66% are flat
(one-third of which are wire-marked), and 34% are sagging.

The typical Thetford-type jar found in Colchester is plain
with an ovoid body and flat base. Almost without exception,
rims are of simple flanged/everted form often slightly
hollowed internally; the lip may be rounded, slightly flatten-
ed or sometimes bevelled externally. The commonest rim
diameter encountered (130-160 mm) roughly corresponds
to jars of ‘medium’ size (120-150 mm) at Thetford, where
this is the commonest size of the commonest form
(Rogerson & Dallas 1984, 120). The same appears to be
true for Thetford-type ware from kilns at Ipswich (Smedley
& Owles 1963, figs 70-74), and to a considerable extent at
Norwich (Jennings 1983, 77-88). Twenty per cent of rim
sherds at Colchester have girth grooves on the shoulder.

Large numbers of Thetford-type jars have been illustrated in

recent Colchester publications (CAR 1, figs 32-34; Cunning-
ham 1982a, fig 26.1-5). It is therefore unnecessary to
illustrate more than a few typical examples here (Fig 9.1-7).
Despite the absence of spout fragments from recent excav-
ations, there can be little doubt that some of the handled
rims are from spouted pitchers. Figure 9.8 may be a spout-
ed pitcher or a handled storage jar. This piece is unique
among the Colchester material on account of its plain, thick-
ened, everted rim and the fineness of its fabric. An almost
whole, two-handled spouted pitcher was found in 1936 at

30-31 High Street (CAR 1, fig 32.1; originally published
Hurst & West 1957, fig 6.1). This was found with the small
jar illustrated here (Fig 9.1). A second spouted pitcher frag-
ment from the town has been published (Dunning 1961a,
fig 10).

Rims with diameters in excess of around 170 mm are more
likely to represent larger storage jars than the ‘standard’ jar
or cooking pot. Storage jars are indicated by large and
robust fragments, sometimes with applied thumbed strips
for added strength (Fig 9.10-13). Figure 9.13 must have
come from a very large vessel. The internal vertical shaving
marks seen on this base, and many other large fragments,
appear to have been caused by thinning the vessel walls
with a convex-bladed tool. Such markings appear to be
a characteristic of very large storage jars and have been
observed on vessels from Thetford itself (Rogerson &
Dallas 1984, fig 166.250).

Bowls are very rare, with only two examples known
(Fig 9.14-15). Figure 9.14 is not closely paralleled and is
quite similar to local Roman forms. Although a Roman
identification for this bowl seems unlikely (Robin Symonds,
pers comm, 1986), this possibility should not entirely be
ruled out. The closest parallel for this is a much thicker bowl
from Norwich (Jennings 1981, fig 4.88). The other bowl
(Fig 9.15) comes from earlier excavations at St Nicholas’
Church (see below).

Fragments of four possible crucibles have tentatively been



29

Chapter 3: English wares — late Saxon and early medieval

Fig 9 Thetford-type wares: cooking pots (nos 1-7); ?spouted pitcher (no 8); rouletted jar (no 9); storage jars (nos 10-13); bowls (nos 14-15).
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identified as Thetford-type wares. However, due to the
exceptionally high temperatures endured by crucibles and
the effect that this had upon the vessel fabric, one cannot
always be sure that the fabric has been correctly identified.
All four were examined by Justine Bayley of the Ancient
Monuments Laboratory, who concluded that only two had
been used as crucibles. These include the crucible in Figure
10.16 (Period 2), which had slight traces of metal, sug-
gesting it may possibly have been used to melt silver; the
second crucible (LWC DF162) was represented by a body
sherd with an added extra outer layer of less refractory clay.
X-ray fluorescence detected slight traces of copper which
had coloured the vitrified surface red. Despite the
appearance of having a pinched-out lip, the remaining two
vessels showed no other evidence that they had been used
as crucibles. They may therefore have been lamps (LWC
GF220, Period 2.3 & COC L69, Period 3.2).

Unique among the assemblage is a costrel fragment
(Fig 10.19; Hurst 1976, fig 7.15, no 1). This is recognisable
on account of its internal throwing lines which have a
direction parallel to that of the vertical strap handle. Other-
wise it would have to come from a large storage jar with a
horizontal strap handle, which seems less likely. Another
unusual item is Figure 10.17, a rod-like object flattened on
one side where it was attached to something else. It may be
part of an unusually high relief applied strip or a structural
element from a large storage jar (eg ibid, fig 7.16).

Decoration

The majority of vessels are plain unless the characteristic
girth grooves are considered as decoration. Thumbed
applied strips gave added strength to larger vessels but was
clearly also used to some decorative effect. Colchester,
however, has nothing to compare with the relatively
complex strip decoration found on some vessels of this
ware. Thumbed strips are vertical or somewhat diagonal in
direction, while rarer horizontal strips occur below the rim
(Fig 9.10-11) and, in one case, on the shoulder of the
vessel (Fig 9.12). Most strap handles have a single thumb-
ed strip running centrally down the length of the handle
(Fig 9.8). Plain horizontal grooves occur singly below the
rim of one or two jars and on the body wall of some storage

jars. A single body sherd (Fig 9.18) is decorated with
incised wavy lines. The most highly decorated specimen of
Thetford-type ware yet known from the town is a jar
with multiple horizontal bands of lozenge roller-stamping
(Fig 9.9). Towards the base, the surface of this vessel has
been carefully shaved or smoothed in a manner reminiscent
of burnishing on some Roman pottery, and the fabric too is
somewhat finer and slightly more micaceous than usual,
although it could still be Ipswich Thetford-type (Paul Blink-
horn, pers comm, 1987). The possibility that this piece
might be Roman or a Continental import was investigated
but deemed unlikely (Robin Symonds and Catherine
Coutts, pers comm, 1987). Lozenge roller-stamping is not
uncommon on Thetford-type wares from other localities, but
normally occurs as a single band on the shoulder of the
vessel. Although less common, multiple roller-stamping does
occur on some jars at Ipswich (Smedley & Owles 1963,
fig 70, d, f) and at Norwich (Jennings 1983, fig 41.153, 174).

Thetford-type wares from the High Street excavation at
Angel Yard (1986-7) include at least two large storage jars
with several circular gridiron stamps on the body and also
on the raised areas of applied strips (40.86 F285 & F364;
as Rogerson & Dallas 1984, fig 166.241).

Distribution of Thetford-type wares in Colchester

Closer examination of material from sites excavated in the
1970s and material from sites excavated subsequently (up
to 1987) has identified much larger quantities of Thetford-
type wares in the town than was hitherto supposed. Despite
some new dots on the map, the essential distribution
pattern remains largely unchanged by this new evidence

(CAR 1, fig 29). Outside of the Roman town wall, Thetford-
type wares occur only sparsely and are entirely confined to
the south-east, mainly from the grounds of St John’s Abbey.
The distribution is clearly an intramural one, with an
emphasis along the principal thoroughfares of the town,
particularly the High Street where the highest density of
sherds occurs. Colchester’s Roman town wall encloses a
playing-card-shaped area roughly bisected along its long
axis by the east-west running High Street. Most excavations
in recent years have been located to the south of and set
back from the High Street, between Culver Street and the
town wall (Culver Street being parallel to and south of the
High Street). In the Saxo-Norman period, these areas are
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Fig 10 Thetford-type wares: crucible (no 16); miscellaneous object (no 17); combed sherd (no 18); costrel and reconstruction (no 19). 1:4.
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believed to have been arable land, and only sparsely popul-
ated. On the two major sites here, at Lion Walk and Culver
Street, Thetford-type wares have a ‘background’ presence
of around 0.22% and 0.23% respectively of all post-Roman
pottery recovered. One of the sub-sites within this area
(LWC J) has a much higher concentration of Thetford-type
wares (1.64%), suggesting some activity here during this
period. Sites fronting secondary roads running north and
south from the High Street have also produced high
concentrations of Thetford-type wares (eg 1.72% at Long
Wyre Street). Towards the east end of the High Street, the
Spendrite site had a concentration of 1.66% but, moving
closer to the central section of the High Street (the political
and commercial heart of Colchester), the amount of
Thetford-type wares increases sharply to 6.03% of all post-
Roman pottery recovered. This figure comes from the Cups
Hotel site which lay next to the site of the Norman Moot hall
(site of the present town hall). On the other side of the Moot
hall, the site at Angel Yard also produced large quantities of
the ware.

Dating and origins of Thetford-type wares

in Colchester

The Thetford-type tradition is generally dated to the period
c 850-1150. Within this date range, however, the appear-
ance and disappearance of the wares may have varied
considerably from place to place. Thetford-type kilns at
Norwich are dated to the later 10th or 11th century
(Jennings 1983, 91), while those at Thetford seem to have
been in production between the 10th and 12th centuries
(Rogerson & Dallas 1984, 117, 126). Torksey-type wares,
which are closely related to the Thetford-type industry,
occur at York before c 900 though not in significant
quantities (Mainmann 1990, 426-7). The earliest evidence
for production comes from Ipswich, where the circulation of
Ipswich Thetford-type ware in the mid to late 9th century
can be demonstrated (Paul Blinkhorn, pers comm and forth-
coming). Production of the ware could have continued at
Ipswich as late as c 1100-1200 (Keith Wade, pers comm,
1987) and at Norwich possibly even as late as c 1200
(Jennings 1983, 91). At London, Ipswich Thetford-type ware
is very rare before c 1025-1050 and may be intrusive. By
c 1075-1150 the ware seems to be residual in London
(Vince & Jenner 1991, 89).

Fifty-four per cent (by EVEs) of all Thetford-type ware from
Colchester, not surprisingly, occurs in Period 2 (c 1000-
1200). In Period 2.2-3 (c 1100-1150), the figure is 26%. No
rims occur in Period 2.2-4 but, in Period 3.1 (c 1150/1200-
1250/75), this figure has declined sharply to 5.5% and must
represent residual material. Thetford-type wares comprise
46% of the assemblage in Period 2 (but only 13% by
weight), 32% in Period 2.2-3, and 42% in Period 3
(c 1200-1400), but only 0.7% in Period 3.1.

Exactly when Thetford-type wares appeared and disappear-
ed in Colchester is a question that cannot easily be answer-
ed. On historical grounds, they are unlikely to have been
introduced before the expulsion of the Danes in c 917. This
began the process of urban renewal with the layout of new
street systems, and by 931 Colchester is referred to as ‘a

town well known to all men’ (CAR 1, 24-5). By c 930-50
then, Thetford-type wares may have been reaching the town
in some quantity. The continual use in the town beyond

c 1100-1125, however, seems unlikely. The difficulty in
dating Thetford-type wares at Colchester lies in the great
scarcity of contexts securely datable to the late Saxon
period, coupled with the high degree of conservatism exhib-
ited by Thetford-type forms and the degree to which sherds
of the ware may or may not be residual.

There are three fairly certain late Saxon contexts in which
Thetford-type wares are present:

1. St Nicholas’ Church, High Street (CAR 1, 39). A group of
nine fairly large sherds of Thetford-type wares (including
the bowl Fig 9.15) was found in a pit on the site of the
church in 1955. The apparent absence of early medieval
sandy ware (Fabric 13) points to a date in the 10th or early
11th century. It is very rare for Thetford-type wares to occur
in contexts that do not also contain early medieval sandy
ware (or later wares). The two wares must have been
contemporary for a time, as early medieval sandy ware
probably appears in Colchester c 1025-1050, but it is
difficult to determine to what degree the Thetford-type
wares are residual in these contexts.

2. St John’s Abbey. A small, late Anglo-Saxon church was
excavated in the grounds of this abbey. The church was
demolished c 1095 to make way for the Norman abbey

(CAR 9, 213-15). The disturbed natural sand inside the
church produced a sherd from the shoulder of a Thetford-
type jar. Another sand layer associated with the church
produced only early medieval sandy ware (ibid, 218). No
Thetford-type wares were associated with the destruction of
the abbey by fire in 1133 or found in contexts immediately
post-dating the fire. However, the entire pottery collection
from this site was quite small.

3. Stratified Group 3, the Cups Hotel site (CPS F106,
p 311). This pit produced 77 sherds, 63 of which were
Thetford-type ware and the rest early medieval and residual
Saxon wares. A date of c 1000-1050 seems likely.

Philip Crummy has reviewed the evidence (up to 1981) for

the dating of Colchester’s Thetford-type wares (CAR 1, 32-
40), so that it only remains here to summarise this evidence
and add some new details. One of the Angel Yard stamped
storage jars (40.86 F364) was found with a coin of Cnut
(1016-1035), but as this context also produced a glazed
sherd of Hedingham ware, it is unlikely to predate c 1150 at
the earliest, unless the glazed sherd is intrusive. A small
group of Thetford-type wares (four rims) from the ‘tumble
and robbing’ context of the castle bank excavations has

been argued to date no later than c 1000 (CAR 1, 40). Later
groups from the castle bank, a mixture of Thetford-type and
early medieval wares, are attributed on the basis of docu-
mentary evidence to c 1050-75. Although Thetford-type
wares are absent from the lowest fill of the town ditch at
Lion Walk, also dated c 1050-75 (Stratified Group 4), three
small sherds do occur in the overlying fill dated c 1075-
1100, but they could be residual. Five abraded sherds of
Thetford-type wares came from the Period 1a pits and
robber trenches (c 1100-1125) at Lion Walk Site G (see
p 5). In the successive Period 1b contexts (c 1125-50),
sealed by a 12th-century stone building, Thetford-type ware
was entirely absent.

Evidence from the Cups Hotel site, which produced the
largest collection of Thetford-type wares from the town, still
shows Thetford-type wares comprising up to 27% (or 18%
weight) of the 12th-century robber-trench assemblages
(F112 & F116), but the levels of residuality at this site are
likely to be higher than elsewhere in the town.
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Although definite evidence for the local end-date for the use
of Thetford-type wares may never be found, the impression
gained at Colchester (and even more so from London) is
that Thetford-type wares ceased to be used by c 1100-1125
if not before.

On geographical grounds the most likely source of the
Thetford-type wares found in Colchester would be Ipswich,
since this is the nearest known production site (Smedley &
Owles 1963). Several typical jars illustrated here have been
examined by Paul Blinkhorn (1987), who concludes that an
Ipswich origin is likely. Figure 9.10, however, is unlikely to
be an Ipswich product on account of its thumbed strip
and gritty fabric. Other forms are more typical of Norfolk
Thetford-type products, in particular the large storage jars.
Figure 9.11 is exactly paralleled at Norwich (Jennings 1983,
fig 39.105). Figure 9.12 has a coarser fabric similar to
middle Saxon Ipswich ware, but the thumbed strip must
date it to a later period (Paul Blinkhorn, pers comm). Large
coarseware storage jars of this kind were produced in the
12th-century kilns at Sible Hedingham, and this alternative
identification has not been ruled out. Convincing evidence
of a Norfolk origin for at least some pieces is provided by
the presence of the costrel fragment (Fig 10.19); this is a
form known almost exclusively from Thetford (Rogerson &
Dallas 1984, 121, fig 176). Costrels are extremely rare in
Ipswich where there is no evidence of their production
(Keith Wade, pers comm, 1987), likewise in Norwich
(Jennings 1983, 90-91). Crucibles (Fig 10.16) and storage
jars with circular gridiron stamps (see above) are also forms
particular to Thetford (Rogerson & Dallas 1984, fig 175 &
fig 166.241).

It is not impossible that an alternative source for Thetford-
type wares may one day be discovered in Essex itself.
Thetford-type wares from Wicken Bonhunt and from
Sudbury near the Essex-Suffolk border do not have the
characteristics of that from Ipswich (Keith Wade, pers
comm, 1987). However, no evidence has been found to
suggest that Thetford-type wares were ever produced at
Colchester itself. Some general Thetford-style character-
istics may be seen in the early medieval kiln material from
Colchester at Middleborough and Mile End. These similar-
ities are even more marked in the technically superior 12th-
century coarseware products from the kilns at Sible
Hedingham in north Essex. Material from these kilns could
almost be classed as a sub-Thetford-type industry, partic-
ularly on account of its large storage jars and girth-grooved
cooking pots, and its hard, grey fabric which closely
resembles true Thetford-type ware.

Quite how (and if) the origins of the Hedingham ware
industry relate to the Thetford-type industry can at present
only be guessed. It has been suggested that undiscovered
Thetford-type kilns may have been located at Bury
St Edmunds (Suffolk), and that this late Saxon urban
centre, rather than the rural Hedingham kilns, is more likely
to have been the source of the unrecognised Thetford-type
variants along the Essex-Suffolk border (Sarah Jennings,
pers comm).

St Neots-type ware (Fabric 10)

[Fig 11.1-4]
Weight: 0.695 kg
No of sherds: 56
EVEs: 0.80

Next to Thetford-type and Stamford-type wares, St Neots-
type ware is one of the best-known Saxo-Norman wares to
have circulated in south-east England. Several detailed
studies have been published (Hurst 1976, 320-23;
McCarthy 1979, 156, 226-8; Hunter 1979, 230-40). St Neots-
type ware is characterised by a fairly soft, almost sand-free
fabric with a smooth or ‘soapy’ feel, and abundant coarse
plate-like shell inclusions of fossil origin, including distinct-
ive bryozoa which are common in Jurassic limestones. The
core is dark grey while the surfaces are commonly pale or
purplish-brown, although other tones exist. All vessels
are wheel-thrown. In addition to the ‘classic’ fabric just
described, a sandier fabric also occurs at Colchester which
may be ‘developed St Neots ware’ (Hurst 1976, 323). This
has many characteristics of the ‘classic’ fabric except that it
contains common inclusions of quartz sand, both clear sub-
angular and dark brown rounded grains. These are
normally between 0.3 and 0.5 mm across. All the sandy
sherds were examined under the microscope (at x20), but
no fossil bryozoa was observed.

The distribution area of St Neots-type ware suggests its
production at several points along the Jurassic limestone
belt in the south-east Midlands, roughly along a SW-NE
axis between Oxfordshire and Cambridgeshire (Hunter
1979, fig 105). It has been suggested that the source or
sources of St Neots-type ware are the Oxford (Jurassic)
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clay outcrops in Bedfordshire, Huntingdonshire and Cam-
bridgeshire where the core distribution of the ware occurs
(Vince & Jenner 1991, 55). Both the appearance and
demise of St Neots-type ware cannot be dated with any
great precision. It is known that the ware was in circulation
by the late 9th century and enjoyed a floruit in the 10th
century, but merged almost imperceptibly with local shelly
ware industries during the 12th century (Hurst 1976, 323).
Lying well to the south-east of the production area, it is
hardly surprising that St Neots-type ware has only a minor
presence at Colchester. In a major Roman settlement such
as Colchester, difficulties exist in distinguishing body
sherds, and even sometimes rim sherds, of St Neots-type

ware from identical late Roman shelly wares (CAR 10, 458-
63). Both industries must have be utilised the same clay
sources along the Jurassic belt. (Late Roman shelly wares
are known, for instance, from the Nene valley, well inside
the St Neots-type ware distribution area.) It is now known,
for instance, that a St Neots-type rim from Colchester
published by Dunning is actually Roman (Dunning 1962,
fig 2,2). Only a degree of familiarity with the forms found in
both wares coupled with stratigraphic considerations will
limit this confusion. However, the two most distinguishing
characteristics of late Roman shelly ware at Colchester are
that it has a fine external rilling and that vessels appear to
have exclusively flat bases. Both of these features are
rarely seen in St Neots-type ware.

A minimum of ten St Neots-type ware vessels occur in the
‘classic’ fabric, representing at least five cooking pots and
three bowls. Cooking pot rims are either plain and everted,
slightly thickened or flanged and hollowed internally
(Fig 11.1). Bowl rims are either thickened and flat-topped,
slightly inward-leaning with a short angular external flange,
or sharply inturned (Fig 11.2). By weight and sherd number,
the sandier fabric accounts for two-thirds of all St Neots-
type ware, although a minimum of only eight or nine vessels
is represented. Bowls are the only identifiable form in the
sandier fabric, and these have a distinctive flat-topped rim
form (Fig 11.4) possibly descended from the inturned rims.
The greater percentage of this fabric taken together with its
smaller minimum vessel number might suggest that vessels
in the sandier fabric were larger than those in the ‘classic’
fabric, but it may simply be an anomaly caused by the
recovery of a greater number of basal, and hence heavier,
sherds.

None of the Colchester examples of St Neots-type ware
occur in contexts securely datable before the 12th century.
At the Cups Hotel site, sherds in the ‘classic’ fabric occur in
contexts either with or stratigraphically later than sherds of
Andenne ware (CPS F46, F83), and so only a broad
general date of c 1000-1200 can be ascribed. In the series
of robber trenches below the 12th-century stone house on
Lion Walk Site G (see p 5), the sandier St Neots-type fabric
occurs in a context of c 1100-1125 (LWC GF232). Several
sherds from a cooking pot in the ‘classic’ fabric (Fig 11.1)
were found with a Stamford ware pitcher, but in a
post-medieval pit cutting the robber trenches. Like the
pitcher, which joins sherds in the GF232 robber trench, the
cooking pot is almost certainly derived from the same
trench, and would therefore be contemporary with the
sandier fabric. On the same site, only sandier St Neots-type
ware occurs in a robber trench dated c 1125-1150 (LWC
GF231), although it could derive from the earlier context.
Later examples occur in Period 3.1 (MSC L25, L26), and
other examples (LWC UF10, JF53) occur with Fabric 20

suggesting a late 12th- or 13th-century survival. The
simpler, relatively restrained rim form found on the sandier
bowls is paralleled by examples from Bedford from late
11th- to early 12th-century contexts (Baker 1974, fig 5.1-3).

St Neots-type ware appears, then, to have come relatively
late to Colchester. Vessels in the ‘classic’ fabric may have
arrived here in the 11th century to be replaced gradually by
the sandier fabric in the 12th century, as happened in many
other areas (Hurst 1976, 323). Forty-seven per cent (by
weight) of all St Neots-type ware in Colchester occurs in
Period 2.2 (c 1100-25). If we include sherd Figure 11.1,
which as we have seen must be derived from a Period
2.2 context, this total can be revised to around 71% and
St Neots-type ware would then comprise 7.7% of the Period
2.2 assemblage. However, it comprises only 0.1% of the
assemblage in Period 2.

Stamford ware (Fabric 11A)

[Fig 12.1-3]
Weight: 0.410 kg
Number of sherds: 55
EVEs: 0.73

Stamford ware is characterised by a very fine, virtually
untempered white fabric, although off-white and buff shades
may also occur. The glaze is pale yellow or pale olive green
and quite uniform in application. This high-quality ware was
produced at Stamford in Lincolnshire at least by 900 and
enjoyed a wide British circulation particularly in the 11th and
early 12th centuries (Hurst 1976, 323-6; Kilmurry 1980).
After the middle of the 12th century, Stamford ware was
gradually succeeded by developed Stamford ware with a
mottled green glaze. This type, however, has not been
found in Colchester.

The only identifiable form present in Colchester is the two-
handled jar (Fig 12.1). These may well be spouted pitchers
(Kilmurry 1980, form 5, fig 52.68-86), although no spouts
were found. Figure 12.3 is decorated with strong vertical
fluting giving a segmented effect. One small sherd (CPS
L22, not illustrated) may be decorated with short vertical
notches, perhaps in groups (as Jennings 1981, fig 11.235),
or forming a horizontal band. A single horizontal groove is
the only other decoration present. Figure 12.2 is a typical
Stamford pitcher handle. Perhaps Figure 12.1 is a third
handle.

A minimum of around twelve vessels is represented. One
other probable Stamford sherd comes from the earlier
castle excavations (Cunningham 1982a, 362). The bulk of
the collection (38 sherds) comes from two adjoining areas
of Lion Walk (Site D and especially Site G). Here they
occurred in robber trenches predating a 12th-century stone
building (see pp 5-6). In one robber trench (LWC GF233),
Stamford ware occurred with a coin of William I, lost c 1095,
while a continuation of this feature (GF203) contained a
coin of Henry I, lost c 1115. Both contexts have been
assigned to the Period 1a complex on this site, dated
c 1100-25. At least two vessels (six sherds) came from
robber trenches on the Cups Hotel site, and one sherd
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came from St John’s Abbey, the only extramural site to
have produced this ware.

By EVEs, half of the Stamford ware from the excavations
occurs in Period 2.2, but this is probably a single vessel.
The other half of this vessel comes from a post-medieval
soakaway (LWC GF62, Period 5.2) which disturbed pottery
from the early medieval robber trenches. A revised figure
would therefore place 100% of all Stamford ware in Period
2.2 (or 66% by weight) where it would comprise 38% of the
assemblage from Period 2.2 (or 6% by weight). In Period
2.2-3, the fabric comprises only 0.8% (by weight) of the
assemblage and only 0.3% in Period 2.4.

Early medieval shelly wares (Fabric 12)

This is a fairly wide category which embraces a variety of
Saxon and Norman shell- and sand-and-shell-tempered
fabrics. It has here been divided into four general types
which are each considered in detail.

Early medieval shelly wares without sand (Fabric 12A)

[Figs 13.1-2]
Weight: 0.785 kg
No of sherds: 44
EVEs: 0.30

Fabric

This distinctive fabric has a smooth paste containing
moderate coarsely-crushed shell, including some mussel
but mostly unrecognisable fragments (perhaps oyster),
which form prominent plates on the surface. There are also
small, but significant, inclusions of iron oxide. The vessels
are soft, having been fired at a low temperature, and the
shell content has not vesiculated. While some examples are
grey throughout, most have a medium grey core with light
brown surfaces. The vessels are hand-made to a reason-
ably high standard, perhaps with wheel-finished rims.

Form

The form is that of a cooking pot with wide heavily sagging
base and short upright slightly everted rim which is slightly
thickened, flat-topped or beaded, above a square shoulder
(Fig 13.1-2). The form is entirely undecorated.
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Dating

There is no strong independent site dating evidence for this
type. Only one sherd (CPS F46) is phased in a contempor-
ary context of Period 2 (c 1000-1200), but, as it always
occurs with other early medieval pottery types, especially
Fabric 13, there can be little doubt that Fabric 12A is current
within this time. As Fabric 12A is rare here, it is unlikely to
have been made in the Colchester area. It occurs with
similar shelly wares and Fabric 13 at Asheldham Camp in
the Dengie peninsula (Walker 1991a, fig 14.11-13), and
elsewhere in central Essex, at Rivenhall. Here, it has been
suggested, Fabric 12A appeared in the early 11th century
(slightly preceding Fabric 13), and may have disappeared
by the mid 12th century (ibid, 31; Drury et al 1993, 80). The
simplicity of the rims illustrated from Colchester is
reminiscent of Fabric 13 rims in the lower fills of the town
ditch at Lion Walk (Stratified Group 4). A late 11th- or early
12th-century date might therefore be suggested.

Five sherds may be an overfired or burnt version of the
main fabric. Again, the fabric contains moderate coarsely-
crushed shell; mostly mussel, some gastropod and possibly
oyster. Some red iron oxide also occurs. On the vessel
surfaces the shell has vesiculated to a large degree giving a
corky appearance. The dark grey-brown colour and brittle-
ness are also suggestive of overfiring. All but one sherd
came from the same site and no more than two or three
vessels can be represented. The only form represented in

this overfired fabric is the cooking pot (Fig 13.2), with a
plain slightly everted rim above a more rounded squared
shoulder.

All four sherds from Long Wyre Street (COC) occur in
contexts accompanied by Thetford-type ware and Fabric 13
(including a curfew, Fig 31.68, and a thumbed rim). The
Thetford-type ware may be a little residual, but an early
12th-century date for these contexts seems likely. One
sherd of this ware occurred with a cooking pot in a slightly
different shelly fabric (Fabric 12B, Fig 14.1).

Early medieval slightly sandy shelly wares (Fabric 12B)

[Fig 14.1-4]
Weight: 0.540 kg
No of sherds: 22
EVEs: 0.43

The fabric is very similar to that of Fabric 12A, but the
matrix is slightly sandy, and the vessels appear to be wheel-
finished and are fired to a slightly higher temperature, giving
a harder surface texture. Like Fabric 12A, they are normally
grey or have light reddish-brown external surfaces.
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Fig 14 Slightly sandy shelly wares: cooking pots (nos 1-4). 1:4.



The forms include exceptionally large cooking pots with rim
diameters up to 330 mm. They may have relatively simple
thickened rims and squared shoulders like vessel Figure
14.1 (and Cunningham 1982a, fig 26.6), or an externally
thickened rim-like vessel Figure 14.2, which may have been
added separately to a hand-made body. Another rim sherd
(1.81 GF293) is more irregular, and is either thickening to a
handle or is a waster. Smaller vessels also occur: Figure
14.3 has a pointed rim (sooted), while Figure 14.4 (Period
3.1, c 1150/1200-1250/75) has a surprisingly developed rim
more typical of 13th-century greywares.

Again, most of these are residual in their contexts. The
earliest phased example is a single body sherd from the
town ditch at Lion Walk (LWC NF2103, Period 2.4, c 1150-
1200), followed by LWC NF2104 (c 1200-1225), and many
others of Period 3.1 or later. Figure 14.1, an unphased
example, is from an early 12th-century robber trench.

There is no obvious chronological difference between 12A
and 12B types, except that 12B seems to continue later in
use. As the main distinction is in size and quantity of temper
in the fabric, one is tempted to wonder if 12A is the normal
fabric for smaller pots, while a sandier matrix 12B is
necessary for larger ones. Both these fabrics have some
petrological and typological similarity to Early Medieval
Shelly Ware at London. The latter is thought to come from
north-west Kent and dates from the early to mid 11th cent-
ury, but is commonest in the late 11th and 12th centuries
(Vince & Jenner 1991, 63-8). While example Figure 14.4
does resemble shelly rim forms found in north-west
Kent, the others are probably of more local origin (Nigel
Macpherson-Grant, pers comm).

Early medieval sandy shelly wares (sand predominant)
(Fabric 12C)

[Fig 15.1-5]
Weight: 3.020 kg
No of sherds: 119
EVEs: 0.77

The fabric is heavily sandy, very much like Fabric 13, with
sparse shell in fairly large pieces distributed more or less
evenly through the fabric. Some shell fragments are recog-
nisable as cockle and possibly oyster, but the majority of
shell inclusions are calcined and unrecognisable. Red iron
oxide is commoner in some examples than others but
always present to some degree. The quartz sand element is
coarse, with rarer very coarse sub-rounded and opaque
grains. The vessels appear to have been made in two
halves, the base and lower body which is hand-made and
the rim and upper body which is much finer and more
regular. Firing is rather uneven, not normally producing very
hard surfaces; like Fabric 13 they usually have reddish-
brown surfaces with a grey core.

Cooking pots are the only vessel form represented in
‘standard’ Fabric 12C. They usually have fairly simple
thickened or slightly beaded everted rims (Fig 15.1-2) and
generally resemble Fabric 13 forms. One rim from the
castle is flat-topped (Cunningham 1982a, fig 26.8), while
two others have thumbed rims (ibid, fig 26.9-10); the latter

example is notable for its neckless form and squared rim
resembling late 13th-/14th-century greyware forms. Apart
from thumbed rims, decoration occurs on only three
examples. The first (not illustrated) has girth grooves like
some Fabric 13 vessels from the Middleborough kilns; the
second (Fig 15.3) has bands of incised vertical lines, while
a third vessel from the castle is decorated with an incised
horizontal wavy line (ibid, fig 26.7).

Inevitably, a small number of variant fabrics exist within
the 12C category and these deserve some mention. Four
sherds are distinctive in that, rather than platelets of coarse
shell, they are tempered with a finer ‘peppering’ of sub-
rounded calcareous particles normally around 1 mm or less.
This variant, which includes the bowl Figure 15.4, is now
known to be a London area fabric (see below). One rim

(CAR 1, fig 32.19) has a very compact fabric with abundant
red iron oxide. A sagging base (CPS F46), lacking in iron
oxide, is tempered consistently with rounded grains of
orange-red tinted quartz. Four sherds, including a thickened
flat-topped rim (1.81 C3, not illustrated), have some of the
characteristics of Fabric 20 greyware: hardness, wheel-
thrown etc. One unique sherd (Fig 15.5) has a finely rilled
outer surface and what may be a wavy, combed band. The
fabric is hard with abundant ill-sorted shell and some fine
sand set in a dark grey matrix; the surfaces are a very pale
brown.

Dating and discussion

Both stratigraphic and associated ceramic evidence point to
the currency of this fabric in the 11th and in particular the
12th century, continuing to some extent into the 13th cent-
ury. Shelly wares never comprise much more than 1% (by
weight) of any period assemblage they occur in. The
earliest incidence of the ware is represented by two sherds
from a pit context of c 1000-1050+ associated with a large
quantity of Thetford-type ware and a smaller quantity of
Fabric 13 (Stratified Group 3). One of the Fabric 12C
sherds has a plain everted rim (not illustrated). A second
rim sherd (Fig 15.1) came from the lowest fill of the Lion
Walk town ditch, dated to c 1050-75 (Stratified Group 4).
In addition to Thetford-type ware and Fabric 13, it occurs
in other contexts with St Neots-, Stamford- and Andenne-
type wares (CPS F46, Period 2, c 1000-1200; CPS F112,
Period 2.2-3, c 1100-1150). An almost whole cooking pot
(Fig 15.2) came from a pit of c 1125-50 where it was one of
at least 30 vessels, mainly in Fabric 13, but including a
sherd of Hedingham ware (Stratified Group 5). In several
instances, the fabric occurs in Period 3.1 (c 1150/1200-
1250/75), but only once in Period 3.2 (c 1250/75-1400).
Some degree of survival into the 13th century is therefore
possible. Both ‘standard’ and ‘peppered’ fabrics appear to
be contemporary, while the hard, greyware-like fabric is not
present until Period 3.1.

‘Standard’ Fabric 12C is by far the commonest shelly fabric
in Colchester, and it represents an industry that parallels
the Fabric 13 sandy-ware industry in many respects. Never-
theless it is vastly overshadowed by Colchester’s native
Fabric 13 industry, which included a shell-dusted variant,
Fabric 13S (see p 40). However, only thirteen miles away to
the west and south-west, the situation is totally reversed.
Here at sites along the Brain Valley, between Braintree and
Witham, shelly wares dominate while Fabric 13 is in a
minority. This impression is based upon the examination of
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the pottery from Cressing Temple (unpublished), and an
examination of the pottery from an early medieval earthwork
at Blunt’s Hall, Witham, now in the Colchester Museum
(Trump 1961). The shelly wares at these sites compare
favourably with Fabric 12C and, to some extent, Fabric 12B
at Colchester. At Cressing Temple, the shelly wares have
thumbed rims and combed and incised decoration in much
the same manner as Fabric 13. Thumbed rims and rim
forms very similar to Colchester’s Fabric 12C occur at
Blunt’s Hall (ibid, fig 2, ‘ware A’), and a deeply fire-reddened
trench-like feature on this site was interpreted as a clamp
kiln. It was choked with charcoal and contained some
sherds of the shelly ware ‘ware A’ (ibid, 37). Whether or not
this was actually a kiln remains open to question. The
earthwork at Blunt’s Hall was interpreted as an ‘adulterine’
castle of the Anarchy Period (1135-1150) of Stephen’s reign
and, while this too remains open to question, the dating is
quite consistent with the style of pottery present. At Cress-
ing Temple, the absence of early medieval imports and the
occasional association with Hedingham stamped strip jugs
pointed to a rough currency of c 1125-1225/50 for the shelly
wares there.

The interesting fact is that, here in the Brain Valley, there
appears to have been a thriving shelly ware industry in
the 12th and early 13th centuries, only a few miles from
Colchester where a completely different situation prevailed.
There seems little reason to doubt that most of Colchester’s
shelly wares also had their origin in the Brain Valley.

Early medieval shelly wares do not appear to predominate
in north-east Essex during the 11th to early 13th century as
they seem to over much of the county. They are common,
as we have seen, in the Brain Valley and at Rivenhall
(Drury et al 1993) and they predominate at sites further
south such as Writtle, near Chelmsford (Rahtz 1969,
fig 52.1-10), at Hadleigh Castle on the Thames estuary
(Drewett 1975, 112), and at Waltham Abbey in the south-
west of the county (Huggins 1988, 136). It is probably

significant from a dating point of view that only a single
sherd of shelly ware (Fabric 12B) was recovered from
excavations at Harwich, in the extreme north-east of the
county, where all the excavated pottery is datable to after
c 1175/1200 (Walker 1990a). The low frequency of true
shelly wares in the Colchester area may have been due to
the competition presented by locally produced shell-dusted
ware (Fabric 13S).

Some of the Fabric 12C variants in Colchester may have
been produced outside the county. The rare calcareous
‘peppered’ variant which includes the bowl Figure 15.4
was thin-sectioned and proved to be very similar in fabric
and form to bowls in Early Medieval Sandy Ware (EMS) at
London (Alan Vince and Jane Young, pers comm). This
fabric, which contains algae rather than shell, is believed to
have been made in the Thames Valley and dates from the
late 10th or early 11th century through to the mid 12th
century (Vince & Jenner 1991, 56-9). The orange-red tint-
ed sand grains in the base fragment from the Cups Hotel
site could suggest a Surrey origin (CPS F46, Period 2,
c 1000-1200). The pale-firing sherd with combed decoration
(Fig 15.5) could be a regional or Continental import.

Oolitic wares (Fabric 12D)

[Fig 16.1-5]
Weight: 2.085 kg
Number of sherds: 77
EVEs: 0.99

Among the post-Roman shelly wares, this is a distinctive,
if minor, category. The fabric is virtually sand-free and
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Fig 15 Sandy shelly wares: cooking pots (nos 1-3 & 5); London EMS bowl (no 4). 1:4.



dominated by abundant calcareous ooliths mostly around
1 mm in diameter. These erupt through the surface of the
vessel giving a finely speckled effect. It is clear, in several
cases, that the nucleus of these ooliths is a microscopic
fossil gastropod. Interspersed with the ooliths, other in-
clusions of fossil shell origin appear sub-square or sub-
rectangular and may be of larger size. Quartz grains, when
present, are fairly large, sub-rounded and clear, often iron-
tinted, but these are generally rare. A little red iron oxide
occurs in some examples. The matrix has a pasty brickearth-
like character with much very fine mica. Most examples
have a dull oxidised outer surface and a reduced inner
surface and core; some are completely reduced, and sever-
al show variations in tone reflecting poorly-controlled firing
conditions. The fabric is, however, compact and hard and
cannot be scratched with a fingernail. Another distinguish-
ing characteristic is the external striations caused by random
wiping of the surface of the pot which dragged the ooliths
and other particles across the wet surface, possibly covered
with a clay wash. All the vessels appear to be hand-made,
probably coil-built.

Initially it was thought that this was a late Saxon or early
medieval fabric, although it was noted that at least one
vessel (Fig 16.1) bore a strong resemblance to the shape
of some mid-Saxon vessels. Most of the more complete
examples were bereft of useful associations, while the
majority of sherds generally occurred singly or in pairs in
11th-/12th-century robber trenches and pits. This gave the
impression that the fabric was already residual in these
contexts. Secure Anglo-Saxon contexts are very rare in Col-
chester, and only one produced an example of this fabric
(see below). It was therefore inferred that this was an early
medieval ware of perhaps the 10th-11th centuries, and this
seemed confirmed when sherd Figure 16.4 was sub-
sequently identified as probably 11th century (Alan Vince,
pers comm, 1987). At a late stage in the preparation of this
report, however, information was received which suggested
that this was not a single fabric, but at least two, comprising
a middle Saxon element and an early medieval element
(Terry Pearson, pers comm, 1987).

Technically it should be possible to divide this collection into
its earlier and later elements. The middle Saxon ware has a
rather sparser distribution of ooliths along with a greater
number of limestone inclusions. The Saxon brickearth

character of the fabric is a little more in evidence as are the
external striations. The early medieval ware is more heavily
charged with ooliths.

Vessel form is undoubtedly the best guide to distinguish-
ing between the two fabrics, but in practice this is rarely
possible. Time did not permit a complete re-examination of
all the sherds, but a trial sample revealed the difficulty of
distinguishing clearly between one fabric and the other,
particularly when most of the specimens are featureless
body sherds. Pending further investigation, it has not there-
fore been considered worthwhile to attempt a detailed
quantification of the sherds in terms of the two or more
industries represented, and indeed it may transpire that
these are simply different phases of the same industry. It
is possible to say, however, that the 77 sherds were
recovered from 19 different sites (although some of these
adjoined) and probably represent at least 19 vessels. On
the evidence of rim sherds, it is possible to distinguish with
certainty a minimum of four vessels in each fabric, and this
may be a crude indication that they occurred in roughly
equal quantities.

Mid-Saxon forms
[Fig 16.1-3]

Three cooking pots and one lamp or small bowl have
been distinguished. The only complete cooking pot profile
(Fig 16.1) has a baggy form with a rounded base and an
everted flat-topped rim, a form shared by the other two
examples (Fig 16.2). On these vessels the oolith content is
noticeably more random in its distribution than in the early
medieval fabric. Figure 16.1 varies considerably in thick-
ness and is clearly hand-made. The fabric of this vessel is
coarser than usual with a greater presence of fossiliferous
limestone (up to 2 mm) including fossil gastropod and rare
crinoid. It is heavily sooted (or burnt?) on the inside and on
the rim, and this internal sooting is seen on other examples.
Rim diameters are fairly small, around 105-170 mm.

Figure 16.3 is sooted inside and is almost certainly a lamp,
which thus makes it the earliest post-Roman example of
this form from the town.
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Early medieval forms
[Fig 16.4-5]

Only cooking pots are present. The most complete example
(Fig 16.4) has a more globular body with a clearly defined
sagging base and a slightly flared neck with a plain rim.
Two other examples have a very similar rim, except that on
one the lip has been slightly flattened. These pots are also
hand-made, but with more regularity than the mid-Saxon
fabric. Figure 16.4, and particularly the other two rims (not
illustrated), bear a series of slight depressions on the lower
outside surface which appear to be thumb impressions
produced during the attachment of a separately-made rim.
Rims are generally of larger diameter than the earlier fabric,
with a range of around 140-280 mm.

Oolitic inclusions are much commoner on the upper half of
vessel Figure 16.4, and particularly common on the under-
side of the base where they may have been added as an
external gritting. The base is a little sooted, but heavy soot-
ing is confined to the shoulder and to the rim, ending just
inside in a straight line (perhaps protected by a lid?).

One other cooking pot (Fig 16.5) has a flattened beaded
rim. Its greater regularity suggests it may have been wheel-
finished.

Source and dating

Occasional ooliths, such as are found sporadically in some
mid-Saxon pottery at Colchester, may derive from the local
recent glacial deposits brought to East Anglia from areas
further to the west (Hunter 1979, 232). But the abundant
oolitic inclusions seen in the fabrics under discussion here
must derive from areas with outcropping oolitic limestone,
and there are no such outcrops in Essex. Outcrops of oolitic
and other fossiliferous limestone occur in the belt of
Jurassic strata that sweeps across southern England from
Dorset to Lincolnshire. The closest the oolitic series in this
belt get to Colchester is approximately 68 miles away to the
north-west near Harrold, between Bedford and North-
ampton. Coincidentally, this area lies within the core distrib-
ution area of that better-known shelly ware, St Neots-type
ware (ibid, figs 104-5), but there is little similarity between
that wheel-thrown industry and these hand-made oolitic
wares. It is interesting, however, to compare the mid-Saxon
oolitic forms from Colchester with the very similar forms of
9th-century hand-made vessels from Eaton Socon, Bedford-
shire. These occur in a fabric resembling St Neots-type
ware, but their plain everted, often flat-topped rims, together
with external wiping, provide an interesting parallel (Addy-
man 1965, 53-4, fig 8, 6-11 & 32). Curiously, oolitic ware of
the type known from Colchester is unknown from the town
of Bedford (G Brine, pers comm, 1987).

Opinions vary as to the precise source of this ware. It has
been suggested that the baggy cooking pots and lamps
(Fig 16.1-3) could be products of a Mid-Saxon oolitic
tradition operating somewhere in Northamptonshire (Terry
Pearson, pers comm). Mid-Saxon here is taken to mean
c 650-850. The globular sagging-based cooking pots, with
their more heavily-charged oolitic fabric (Fig 16.4-5), more
closely resemble products of the much later Lyveden-
Stannion industry, also in Northamptonshire (Terry Pearson
and Alan Vince, pers comm). Lyveden and related oolitic/

calcareous wares are known from excavations at St Peter’s
Street, Northampton, but none can be dated there before
c 1100 (McCarthy 1979, 156-7). However, Colchester’s oolitic
wares are also very like another fabric occurring at North-
ampton known as Cotswolds-type oolitic ware which could
start c 900 but is mainly current c 1100-1300 (Paul Blink-
horn, pers comm). Whatever their source(s), Figure 16.4 on
form alone probably dates to the 11th century (Alan Vince,
pers comm), while Figure 16.5 with its more developed rim
could be 12th or even 13th century (Terry Pearson, pers
comm, 1987).

There is some dating evidence from Colchester but it is
of limited value. Most of the baggy pot Figure 16.1 was
recovered from a robber trench for a Roman building on
Culver Street Site B (1.81 BF810), while other fragments of
the same pot appeared to be intruded into apparent Roman
contexts (BF108 and BL375). However, it could be argued
that because this robber trench produced no other post-
Roman pottery, and the rest of the pot came from presum-
ed Roman contexts, then the robber trench may itself be an
Anglo-Saxon feature, and thus the close association of the
other sherds with Roman contexts represents the earliest
post-Roman occupation on this site. It may be no co-
incidence either that a 7th-century sunken hut was also
found on this site (Hut 3, Stratified Group 2).

Figure 16.3 occurred as a residual element in an 11th- or
early 12th-century pit containing only early medieval sandy
ware (Fabric 13) and Thetford-type ware. A sherd of this
fabric also occurred in Stratified Group 3 (c 1000-1050).
Figure 16.4 occurred alone in a small pit with no useful
associations (and was perhaps votive).

Oolitic wares in Colchester have an entirely intramural
distribution. They are common on the extensive Lion Walk
and Culver Street sites as well as the Cups Hotel site, and
one sherd occurs on the Long Wyre Street site (COC). All
these sites produced evidence of Anglo-Saxon occupation.
It is interesting to note that the extensive Middleborough
site, which lies outside the town wall, did not produce a
single sherd of this ware and there is no firm evidence of
post-Roman activity on this site until the 12th century.

Early medieval sandy wares
(Fabrics 13, 13S and 13T)

[Figs 17-32 & 247]
Weight: 386.495 kg
No of sherds: 28,335*
EVEs: 145.17*

In terms of sherd numbers, this is the most common post-
Roman fabric from excavations in Colchester.

Fabric

This is typically hard and sandy with weakly oxidised, dull
brown or grey-brown surfaces and a grey core. Tonal vari-
ation is common, occasionally within the same vessel,
and completely oxidised or reduced examples are not
infrequent. There is abundant quartz sand of medium-
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