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Summary: 
 
Artefacts from three episodes of fieldwork in Southwell, Nottinghamshire, were presented 
for analysis. The assemblages examined included material from fieldwalking at 
Farthingate Field in 2014 and from test pitting at Harvey's Field (HF15). A small 
assemblage with site code SW14 was also from test pitting. A total of 236 sherds from a 
minimum of 198 vessels with a total weight of 567.4 g were recovered from the Harvey's 
Field test pitting, 24 sherds from a minimum of 23 vessels with a total weight of 47.2 g 
from SW14 and 40 sherds from a minimum of 39 vessels with a total weight of 454 g from 
fieldwalking at Farthingate Field. 
 
The artefacts included prehistoric knapped flint, Roman, possible Late / mid - Late Saxon, 
Medieval, Post Medieval and Modern pottery, Roman and later ceramic building material 
(CBM), Modern copper alloy buttons and coin, Post Medieval - Modern bone buttons, 
Post Medieval - Modern clay tobacco pipes and undated (but probably Modern) animal 
bone. 
 
The Farthingate Field fieldwalking recovered the widest range of material, with prehistoric 
artefacts (worked flint), Roman, medieval, late medieval, post medieval and modern 
pottery, animal bone and clay tobacco pipe all recovered. The earlier material seems 
likely to represent casual losses or a general 'background scatter', while the later most 
likely suggests manuring of the land presently enclosed within this land parcel, 
presumably as part of arable cultivation, from the start of the 13th century (or slightly 
earlier) until the present day. 
 
The test pitting revealed a somewhat different land-use history in Harvey's Field. Despite 
the proximity of a substantial Roman building complex nearby at the former Minster 
School site less than 50m to the NW (Savage and Sleap 2012 fig 1), the relatively small 
quantity of abraded Roman coarse wares seem to suggest little more than minor low 
intensity and, at face value, low status activity throughout the Roman period. Most are 
very abraded and could have been deposited in flood events recognised in the test pits 
(Beresford 2015 p6) rather than by human activity. Only the Roman CBM, including roof 
tiles and a box flue tile (mostly abraded), hints at the presence of a substantial building 
(with a heating system) nearby. 
 
The sherd of possible Early Lincoln Fine Shelled Ware of late Saxon date is worthy of 
note, while the quantities of Saxo-Norman pottery suggest activity of this date at or in the 
vicinity of this area. However, High Medieval (13th - 14th century) material is scarce and 
late medieval and post medieval pottery is almost entirely absent. This may suggest use 
of the land as pasture or meadows, or indeed that it was abandoned entirely, perhaps as 
a result of the flooding and water logging noted by the excavator of the test pits. 
 
The substantial input of pottery of approximately 1780 - 1810 appears to indicate a 
change of use, with the small size and abraded nature of the majority of sherds probably 
suggesting arable cultivation at this point with manuring or dumping of waste on the field. 
A scarcity of later 19th century sherds would, however, appear to suggest such cultivation 
may have been short lived with the field probably reverting to pasture. This would seem to 
fit with the use of the field for cattle grazing by local butcher John Harvey in the 19th 
century (Beresford 2015 p5). The finds dating to the later part of the 19th and 20th 
century are types which may represent casual losses by workers out in the field, 
consisting mainly of coins, overall / clothing buttons and clay tobacco pipes. 
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Introduction: 
 
The fieldwalking finds are considered separately from the test pitting finds below. 
However, the same methodology applies to the analysis of all the finds. 
 
Test Pitting (SW14 / HF15): 
 
As the test pits were dug by spit rather than by archaeological context (Beresford 2015 
p5) the assemblages from each pit are essentially unstratified; due to this and as the test 
pits were all located in the same modern land parcel the pottery is discussed below as a 
single assemblage, rather than individually by test pit. A summary description of the 
contents of each test pit follows the main discussion. 
 
This report deals primarily with the ceramic finds, however, archive details of the other 
find classes are included in the appendix. 
 

Methodology: 
 
Pottery: The material was examined by eye and under 20x magnification using a Brunel 
Microscopes MX1 stereomicroscope. The assemblage was quantified using sherd count, 
sherd weight and vessel count in each context. Weighing was undertaken using a Maplin 
VV52G digital load cell electronic balance calibrated prior to use with a 100 g mass and 
checked following recording with the same 100 g mass. These control readings showed 
no deviation, being precisely 100.0 g. The weight of the pottery sherds thus derived was 
recorded to the nearest 0.1 g. 
 
The data were input into a Microsoft Access database using code names developed for 
the City of Nottingham Type Series (Nailor and Young 2001) and the Lincoln Ceramic 
Type Series (Young, Vince and Nailor 2005) as used by Mercian Archaeological Services 
CIC. Additional code names for newly defined types relevant to Southwell were kindly 
supplied by Jane Young, independent post-Roman ceramic specialist. Presence and 
location of use-wear traces, sooting, etc were recorded. The resulting archive conforms to 
the standards and guidelines set out by the Medieval Pottery Research Group (2001). 
 
Nomenclature of vessel forms, parts and rim types follows the guidelines for identification 
of medieval vessel forms by the Medieval Pottery Research Group (MPRG 1998). 
Naming of late 18th - 19th century plate / dish types follows contemporary nomenclature 
as detailed in trade catalogues, particularly parts of the Whitehead 1798 catalogue 
reproduced in Barker 2010 pp 16 - 17, where possible. 
 
Hand painted designs and printed patterns on 18th - 19th century Cream, Pearl and 
White wares were identified, where possible, by reference to complete examples of 
vessels held in the writer's reference collection, by reference to published material (e.g. 
Coysh and Henrywood 1982, Roberts 2006) and, failing this, by comparison with 
examples on internet auction sites and other internet resources. Despite extensive 
searching not all patterns present could be identified, though the common and 
standardised patterns (e.g. Willow, Asiatic Pheasant) can usually be confidently be 
identified even from small fragments. Where there is doubt as to the identification of a 
ware, pattern or other feature then that detail preceded by a question mark in the 
database. 
 
Rim diameters were measured, wherever possible, by matching the outside curve of the 
sherd to the rings of a rim chart. Where measurement was successful the percentage of 
surviving rim arc was estimated using radial rays emanating from the central point of the 
chart. 
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Abbreviations are used in the archive database, predominantly for fabric descriptions. 
Abbreviations and other terms used were as follows: 
 
Oxid - Oxidised (firing conditions, usually produce browns, reds, oranges, buffs, cream 
colours. 
Red - reduced (firing conditions, usually result in greys, blacks, purples, etc) 
Frequency: Com - common. Mod - moderate. Abun - abundant. Frequency of inclusion 
ranges from (increasing in percentage) rare, sparse, moderate, common, abundant. May 
include eg mod-com. 
F - fine (0.1-0.25mm) 
M, Med - Medium (where referring to size = 0.25 - 0.5mm) 
Coa, coarse - 0.5 - 1.0mm 
VC, VCoa - very coarse / gritty, 1.0mm + 
f-m would, for example, indicate general size range of 0.1 - 0.5mm. 
 
Sort - sorted. Has qualifier of very poorly (vp), poorly (p) (eg psort), moderately (mod) and 
well (w). 
 
Inclusions: 
Q - quartz 
calc - calcareous (unless otherwise stated is white / cream lumps, usually angular - sub 
angular and reacts with 10% HCl), but may include shell / fossil shell / calcite. 
Fe - Iron. May include a variety of iron, iron ores and iron rich clays. Where possibly more 
details are provided. 
CP - argillaceous inclusions (clay pellets), by implication probably naturally occuring 
within the fabric. Colour may vary, identification may vary and CP may include grog, 
though grog (where clearly so, ie, ground up pre-fired pottery or clay deliberately added to 
the fabric) is identified separately where possible. 
 
Degree of rounding: 
R - well rounded 
SR - sub rounded 
SA - sub angular 
A - angular. 
R-SR for example denotes the inclusion in question is predominantly rounded with some 
sub rounded examples while SR-A indicates that the inclusion type in question is 
predominantly sub rounded but includes lesser quantities of sub angular to angular 
members. 
 
med - observe context - may mean medieval (eg pmed - post medieval, Emed - early 
medieval). Similarly, LM - EPM represents late medieval to early post medieval. 
 
The writer is indebted to Jane Young, independent post-Roman ceramic specialist, who 
kindly provided identification and comments on the non-Nottingham post Roman 
ceramics and supplied information on the newly defined Southwell medieval fabrics, 
though any errors and omissions remain the responsibility of the present writer. 
 
Lithic artefacts: The assemblage was quantified by recording the weight and dimensions 
of each object. The weight was obtained using a Maplin VV52G digital load cell electronic 
balance calibrated prior to use with a 100 g mass and checked following recording with 
the same 100 g mass. These control readings showed no deviation, being precisely 100.0 
g. Weight was recorded to the nearest 0.1 g. Measurement of dimensions followed the 
methodology defined in Saville (1980), with the exception that both broken and unbroken 
flakes were recorded in this manner. As both were broken, no calculations of length / 
breadth ratio were conducted. Length, breadth and thickness were recorded to the 
nearest 0.1 millimetre using a pair of 6" electronic digital callipers. The callipers utilised 
had a resolution of 0.01mm with a rated accuracy of +/- 0.02mm for measurements under 
100mm and +/- 0.03mm for measurements greater than 100mm. Descriptions and 
terminology follow Inizian, Roche and Tixier, 1992. 
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Other finds: 
 
The other finds were weighed and measured using the same methodology and 
equipment as for the ceramics and lithic artefacts. They were catalogued within the text of 
this report. 
 

Condition: 
 
The majority of pottery sherds were of small size and in an abraded to very abraded 
condition. This, combined with a scarcity of diagnostic fragments (e.g. rims) rendered 
identification of forms difficult. Often it was not possible to attribute small featureless body 
sherds to form any more closely than suggesting they came from 'hollow' or 'flat' wares, 
and sometimes even such a broad grouping was impossible. Due to a lack of diagnostic 
fragments most date ranges given are therefore necessarily broad.  
 
The majority of sherds had individual weight below 5 g. In the HF15 assemblage of 236 
sherds, 88.5% by sherd count weighed less than 5 g (209 sherds) and 41.1% by sherd 
count (97 sherds) of the total assemblage was of very small size, under 1 g. Only 2.5% by 
sherd count (6 sherds) of the assemblage had a weight of over 10 g. Four of these sherds 
(Roman greyware TP2 spit 2, Roman reduced sandy TP7 spit 5, English Stoneware TP8 
spit 2 and late Saxon fine shelled ware from TP8 spit 3) weighed between 10 and 16.1 g. 
The two heaviest sherds recovered were of significantly higher weight than all the other 
sherds and were a Blackware bowl from TP1 spit 2 and an English Stoneware jelly mould 
from TP2 spit 4. These sherds weighed 119 g and 110.5 g respectively. Both vessels 
were relatively fresh and unabraded, suggesting a likely deposition at some point after the 
field had gone out of arable cultivation in the 19th century. 
 
In the SW14 assemblage of 24 sherds, 88.3% by sherd count (20 sherds) weighed less 
than 5 g, while 37.5% (9 sherds) were under 1 g. None of the sherds had a weight greater 
than 10 g. 
 
Unless their condition is otherwise noted in the archive or the following text, sherds 
should be considered to be abraded in condition. 



6 

The Pottery Assemblage: 
 
Table 01 shows the ware types recovered during the test pitting. Each ware type is 
discussed below. The Roman pottery was catalogued simply as 'Roman' and a brief 
description of the fabrics recorded in the database. 
 
Due to the nature of the recovery the pottery is discussed below as a single assemblage, 
with any significant variances by test pit mentioned as appropriate. The distribution of 
artefacts by depth (spit) within each test pit is included as tables 03 to 19 below. 
  
There were a total of 236 sherds from a minimum of 198 vessels, having a total weight of 
567.4 g from the Harvey's Field test pitting. 
 
There were 24 sherds from a minimum of 23 vessels with a total weight of 47.2 g from 
SW14 
 
Table 02 (overleaf) shows a breakdown of the date of ceramic artefacts by test pit. 
 
 
cname full name period earliest date latest date NoOfSherds 
MISC Unidentified types nk 0 1900 8 

ROMAN Roman rom 43 400 26 
ELFS Early Fine-shelled ware msax 780 950 1 

SNLOC Local Saxo-Norman fabrics sn 870 1150 2 
LFS Lincolnshire Fine-shelled ware sn-emed 970 1200 3 

BEVO1T Beverley Orange-type ware Fabric 1 emed 1100 1230 2 
NSP Nottingham Splashed ware emed 1100 1250 1 

LEMS Lincolnshire Early Medieval Shelly emed 1130 1230 4 
STANLY Stanion/Lyveden ware med 1150 1250 5 
MEDLOC Medieval local fabrics med 1150 1450 3 
SNSPT Southwell Nottingham Splashed type emed-med 1170 1230 3 

SDOXMG Southwell Dull Oxidised Medieval Glazed Ware Med 1200 1350 1 
POTT Potterhanworth-type Ware med 1250 1500 1 

MP Midlands Purple ware lmed-pmed 1450 1600 1 
BERTH Brown glazed earthenware pmed 1550 1800 7 

BL Black-glazed wares pmed 1550 1750 9 
BS Brown stoneware emod 1680 1850 9 

STSL Staffordshire/Bristol slipware pmed 1680 1800 1 
NOTS Nottingham stoneware pmed 1690 1900 8 
STMO Staffordshire/Bristol mottled-glazed pmed 1690 1800 2 
LERTH Late earthenwares pmed 1750 1900 3 
ENPO English Porcelain emod 1750 1950 5 
ENGS Unspecified English Stoneware emod 1750 1900 4 
PEARL Pearlware emod 1770 1900 31 
CREA Creamware emod 1770 1830 100 
NCBW 19th-century Buff ware emod 1800 1900 7 
WHITE Modern whiteware emod 1850 1900 13 

 
Table 01 - ware types, ceramic periods, approximate date ranges and number of sherds of each type recovered from 

HF15 and SW14 test pitting.
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Table 02 - Breakdown of pottery sherds from test pitting at SW14 and HF15 by ceramic period against test pit. 

 
Note: In the following tables, the column 'total' sums only the pottery by number of 
sherds. Other artefacts are not counted towards this value. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Table 03 - period of artefact by spit for TP1                                  Table 04 - period of artefact by spit for TP2 

 

 

 
       
 
       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Table 05 - period of artefact by spit for TP3                                    Table 06 - period of artefact by spit for TP4

Period: 
Number of sherds by test pit: 
HF15 

 
SW14 

Test pit: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 1 2 3 4 

Roman 1 5    3 3 5 1 3 1    3   1 

Mid / Late 
Saxon 

       1           

Saxo-
Norman 

 1   1 1       1   1   

Early 
Medieval 

      1 1 1 3 1    2 1   

Medieval     2 5  1 1        1  

LM / EPM    1               

Post 
medieval 

3 1 2  1  2 7 1 3  2 1 1 2  3  

Modern 16 2 8 2 8 6 8 3 23 26 4 38 9 4 7 3 4 4 

Test Pit 1: (I) = CBM, ?Imbrex 

Ceramic 
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v
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o
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T
o
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l: 

Spit 1:        1 1 

Spit 2:       4 12 16 

Spit 3: 1 
(I) 

      4 5 

Test Pit 2: (I) = CBM, Imbrex 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
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a
x
o
n
: 

S
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o
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o
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a
n
: 

E
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d
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v
a
l: 
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a
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ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1:          

Spit 2: 1 (I)  1    1 1 4 
Spit 3:          

Spit 4: 4       1 5 

Test Pit 4: * = miscellaneous u/id sherd, Ro 
to Modern 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
x
o
-N

o
rm

a
n
: 

E
a
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e
d
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v
a
l: 

M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

L
M

 / E
a
rly

 P
M

e
d
: 

P
o
s
t M

e
d
ie

v
a
l: 
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: 

T
o
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l: 

Spit 1:          

Spit 2:        1 1 

Spit 3:      1  1 2 
Spit 4:          

Spit 5:         *
1 

Test Pit 3: (a) = 18 - 20th century bone 
button back 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
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o
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o
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n
: 

E
a
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d
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v
a
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e
d
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d
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e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1:        1 1 

Spit 2:       1 4 
(a) 

5 

Spit 3:       1 3 4 
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Table 07 - period of artefact by spit for TP 5                                       
Table 08 - period of artefact by spit for TP6 

 

      

Table 09 - period of artefact by spit for TP7                                          Table 10 - period of artefact by spit for TP8 

 

 

 

 

 

     

 

 

 

 

 

Tabl
e 11 - period of artefact by spit for TP9                                      Table 12 - period of artefact by spit for TP10

Test Pit 5:  (a) = Cu alloy button Type E, (b) = 
German Limestone marble. (c) = C19 clay 

tobacco pipe spur and stem frags. (p) m18 - 
20thC clay pipe stem 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
x
o
-N

o
rm

a
n
: 

E
a
rly

 M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

L
M

 / E
a
rly
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M

e
d
: 

P
o
s
t M

e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1:        5 
(a) (p) 

5 

Spit 2:     1    1 
Spit 3:     1   1 

(b) 
2 

Spit 4:       1 2 3 

Spit 5:        (c)  

Spit 6:   1      1 

Test Pit 6: * = u/id burnt clay frag, (a) = slate pencil, 
(b) = Cu alloy ring, (c) = Roman brick, (p) = m18 - 

20thC clay tobacco pipe stem 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
x
o
-N

o
rm

a
n
: 

E
a
rly

 M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

L
M

 / E
a
rly
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M

e
d
: 

P
o
s
t M

e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1:        2 
(a) 

2 

Spit 2: 1       2 2 

Spit 3: 1       1 2 

Spit 4:   1     1 2 
Spit 5:        * (b) 

(p) 
1 

Spit 6:          

Spit 7: 1 
(c) 

   5    6 

Test Pit 8: * = misc, possibly Roman or Medieval, 
(t) = tile frag 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

M
id

/L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
x
o
-N

o
rm

a
n
: 

E
a
rly

 M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

L
M

 / E
a
rly
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M

e
d
: 

P
o
s
t M

e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1: 1       1 2 

Spit 2:       2 1 3 

Spit 3:  1     5 1 7 

Spit 4:          
Spit 5: 1        *2 

Spit 6: 3 
(t) 

  1 1    5 

Test Pit 7:  * = misc sherd burnt prob P-med or modern, 
(a) = Type E button, (b) = box flue tile, (T) = tegula, (p) 

clay pipe bowl frag 19thC 
Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
x
o
-N

o
rm

a
n
: 

E
a
rly

 M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

L
M

 / E
a
rly
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M

e
d
: 

P
o
s
t M

e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1:         0 

Spit 2: (b)       5* 
(a) (p) 

6 

Spit 3:       1 3 4 
Spit 4: 1   1   1  3 

Spit 5: 1 
(T) 

       1 

---          

Spit 10: 1        1 

Test Pit 10: (P) = fragment of 19th century clay 
tobacco pipe bowl 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
x
o
-N

o
rm

a
n
: 

E
a
rly

 M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

L
M

 / E
a
rly
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M

e
d
: 

P
o
s
t M

e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1:         0 

Spit 2:    1     1 
Spit 3: 2   1   2 6 11 

Spit 4:    1    12 
(P) 

13 

Spit 5:       1 8 9 

---          
Spit 9: 1        1 

Test Pit 9:  * = misc, ?Ro - Modern, ?CBM or pottery, 
(p) = M18 - E20thC clay pipe stem, (s) = slag 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
x
o
-N

o
rm

a
n
: 

E
a
rly

 M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

L
M

 / E
a
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M

e
d
: 

P
o
s
t M

e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1:         0 

Spit 2:       1 6 (p) 7 
Spit 3:    1    1 2 

Spit 4: 1    1   10 12 

Spit 5:        4 4 

Spit 6:        2 *3 

Spit 7:         0 

Spit 8:         (s) *1 
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Table13 - period of artefact by spit for TP11                                             
Table14 - period of artefact by spit for TP12 

 

 

    

 

 

 

 

 

Table 15 - period of artefact by spit for TP13                                            
Table 16 - period of artefact by spit for TP14 

 

 

        

 

 

 

 

 

Table 16 - period of artefact by spit for SW14 TP1                           Table 17 - period of artefact by spit for SW14 TP2 

 

 

       

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 18 - period of artefact by spit for SW14 TP3                            
Table 19 - period of artefact by spit for SW14 TP4

Test Pit 11: (a) = bone button back, (b) = 
stoneware marble 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
x
o
-N

o
rm

a
n
: 

E
a
rly

 M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

L
M

 / E
a
rly

 P
M

e
d
: 

P
o
s
t M

e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1:         0 

Spit 2: 1       2 
(a) 

3 

Spit 3:        1 1 

Spit 4:         0 

Spit 5:    1    1 
(b) 

2 

Test Pit 12: * = ?CBM or pottery, Ro - modern, 
(p) = Spur from clay tobacco pipe l18 - 19thC 

Ceramic 
Period: 

R
o
m

a
n
: 

L
a
te

 S
a
x
o
n
: 

S
a
x
o
-N

o
rm

a
n
: 

E
a
rly

 M
e
d
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v
a
l: 

M
e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

L
M

 / E
a
rly

 P
M

e
d
: 

P
o
s
t M

e
d
ie

v
a
l: 

M
o
d
e
rn

: 

T
o
ta

l: 

Spit 1:        1 1 

Spit 2:        5 5 

Spit 3:       1 3 4 

Spit 4:         0 

Spit 5:        27 
(p) 

27 

Spit 6:         0 

Spit 7:         0 

Spit 8:       1 2 *4 
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Roman: 
 
The earliest artefacts from the test pitting were Roman in date. 
 
Roman artefacts consisted of pottery and ceramic building material (CBM). 
 
The Roman pottery consisted mainly of small to medium sized body sherds from coarse 
ware vessels, with a few bases and fewer rims present. The majority were heavily 
abraded. Diagnostic fragments of closely datable vessels appear to be absent. It was not, 
therefore, possible to date them closely. Given the nature of the assemblage no attempt 
was made to correlate the fabrics with securely stratified examples from other Roman 
sites in the local area. The Roman pottery should be considered for further analysis as 
part of any future study of Roman ceramics in the area. In absence of comment from a 
Roman ceramic specialist, the writer offers the following: 
 
There were 26 sherds from a minimum of 25 vessels, with a total weight of 117.2 g, 
forming 10% of the total assemblage by sherd number or 19% of the total assemblage by 
total weight. The pottery consists predominantly of reduced sandy wares (mostly 
greywares or brown sandy wares), some with grog / clay pellets and some with 
occasional shell and / or limestone fragments; shell tempered wares; and small quantities 
of oxidised sandy and oxidised iron rich (but quartz free) fabrics. The forms, where 
sufficient evidence exists, are primarily jars or bowls, which were most likely used for 
cooking, storage or food preparation. A greyware footring base from TP2 (spit 4) may 
more likely come from a beaker. No fine wares, mortaria, amphora or other types were 
present. In all but one instance, where possible to determine, vessels were wheel thrown, 
the exception being a probable handmade grog tempered sherd from TP9 spit 4. 
 
From HF15 there were 22 sherds of Roman pottery from a likely maximum of 20 vessels, 
totalling 99.9 g and with an arithmetic mean of 4.54 g. Sherd weight varied between 0.9 g 
and 16.1 g, with the majority (77.3%, 17 sherds) of the Roman sherds being under 5 g. 
Two joining sherds from a single vessel were present in spit 6 of TP 8. Two non-joining 
sherds of a greyware footring base that were both likely to come from the same vessel 
were present in spit 4 of TP2. 
 
Of the sherds with a weight greater than 5 g all but one were recovered in spit 4 or below, 
suggesting they were, at the least, deposited deep enough that they were not disturbed 
by the late 18th / early 19th century cultivation present in the land parcel (see below). 
 
Many of the reduced sandy wares contained quartz sand of a type likely to be found 
locally and are thus probably products of known or unknown kilns in the Trent Valley and 
elsewhere in Nottinghamshire. A notable exception, a jar body sherd from TP6 spit 2, had 
a fine fabric in which the quartz appeared similar to that found in South Yorkshire late 
medieval pottery. This sherd may therefore be a product of one of the South Yorkshire 
greyware industries and is, at the least, unlikely to be a local product. 
 
Closer dating of featureless and abraded greyware body sherds between the mid 1st and 
4th century is difficult. However, the everted jar rim from TP10 (spit 3) may be displaying 
a black burnished ware influence and if so it should not pre-date the early second 
century. 
 
The handmade sherd from TP9 spit 4 is grog tempered and also features calcareous 
(?limestone) inclusions and flint. This sherd is likely to be related to the Trent Valley 
series (eg Todd 1968). Some of the other reduced sandy wares contain sparse to 
moderate quantities of grog or clay pellets and sparse to moderate calcareous inclusions 
(limestone and / or shell). They may also be related to the Trent Valley series. However, 
with the absence of rim sherds or other diagnostic parts no more precise dating than a 
possible mid 1st - early 3rd century range can be suggested. 
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The Roman CBM includes a fragment of box flue tile with combed keyed surface from TP 
7 (spit 2), a tegula fragment (from TP 7 spit 5) and imbrex fragments from TP1 spit 3 and 
TP2 spit 2, along with a piece of Roman brick from TP6 spit 7 and a miscellaneous 
Roman tile from TP8 spit 6. The tegula and imbrex are both parts of the typical roofing 
system employed on substantial Roman buildings, while the box flue tile was most 
commonly employed to guide the hot gasses of a hypocaust system through the building. 
These pieces most likely derive from a relatively substantial Roman building in the vicinity 
and the most obvious candidate has to be the known building complex on the former 
Minster School site across the Potwell Dyke. 
 
In all but four (4) test pits the Roman material was mixed with later material. TP7, TP10, 
SW14 TP1 and TP4 all had Roman pottery or CBM from spits where no later material 
was present. However, in all cases they were small and abraded fragments, suggesting 
they had been extensively disturbed following their original breakage. The size and 
condition of these sherds would be consistent with what would be expected of pots from 
an archaeological context that had been subject to quite intensive cultivation, breaking up 
the sherds and abrading their surfaces and edges. They could have been deposited 
some considerable time (possibly centuries) after their original use and breakage. It may 
however be worth noting that much of the pottery recovered from the enclosure ditch of a 
late Iron Age - Romano-British enclosure at Raymoth Lane, Worksop, was noted as being 
abraded, in contrast to the pottery from elsewhere on the site (Darling 2004 p37) 
 

Medieval: 
 
The medieval pottery is divided into several groups based on date. These groups have 
some degree of overlap. The approximate dating of these groups (from Nailor and Young 
2001) are as follows: 
 
Late Saxon - c.850 - 1070 
Saxo-Norman - c.850 - 1200 
Early medieval - c.1100 - 1230 
Medieval - c.1200 - 1450 
Late medieval / early post medieval - 1350 - 1550 
 
Possible Mid - Late Saxon: 
 
A single sherd identified by Jane Young as part of a bowl in possible Early Lincoln Fine 
Shelled Ware (ELFS) from TP8 (spit 3) may be the only certain post Roman - pre Norman 
conquest sherd from the work considered here. This late-middle Saxon to late Saxon 
ware type was produced in Lincolnshire and is present at Lincoln from the mid / late 9th 
century to the early 10th century (Young, Vince and Nailor 2005 p37). The sherd was one 
of the larger fragments in the assemblage, having a weight of 11.5 g. 
  
Saxo-Norman: 
 
Lincoln Fine Shelled Ware (LFS) was found in TP2 (Spit 2) and TP13 (Spit 3) along with 
TP2 spit 2 of SW14. The sherds were all small (max 1.5 g) and were from jars (TP2) or 
from either jars or bowls. Lincoln Fine Shelled Ware was a long lived ware type probably 
manufactured in the Lincoln area that evolved around the late 10th century and continued 
in production until the late 12th or early 13th century (Young Vince and Nailor 2005 p88). 
In the absence of diagnostic sherd parts it is not possible to date this ware more closely 
within the broad period of production. 
 
Saxo-Norman locally manufactured wares (SNLOC) were found in TP5 (spit 6) and TP6 
(spit 4). Neither sherd matched the products of known kiln sites in the area and both 
probably came from different manufacturing sites. Both appeared to have heat related 
damage to their exteriors, that from TP5 having traces of external sooting and that from 
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TP6 having external spalling and sooting. Both suggest these vessels may have been 
used for heating ?liquids during their life time, perhaps most likely for cooking but possibly 
for other heat related processes (e.g. industrial, alchemical, etc). The sooting gives no 
clue to vessel type as, while jars and bowls are most commonly used for heating 
substances jugs may be found with external sooting from heating liquids. 
 
Early Medieval: 
 
Early medieval pottery included shell tempered wares from Lincolnshire and 
?Northamptonshire and locally produced sand tempered wares from Southwell and 
Nottingham. The shell tempered wares are most commonly present on consumer sites as 
jars or bowls intended for heating of their contents due to the superior thermal shock 
resistance of such wares compared to the locally produced sand tempered wares, which 
are more often present as jugs for the serving and (short term) transport of liquids (e.g. 
from the cellar to table (e.g. McCarthy and Brooks 1988 p110) or from alewife to 
household (e.g. Austin 2007 p351) etc), though cooking pots and bowls may also be 
present in the sand tempered wares, particularly if they are produced by an industry in the 
immediate vicinity. 
  
Nottingham Splashed Ware (NSP) was produced in Nottingham from the post conquest 
period until around the middle of the 13th century. During this time the fabrics change 
from fine to sandy (Nailor and Young 2001 np, Young, Vince and Nailor 2005 p123). 
Glazing is of the splashed type (e.g. Newell 1995 pp 77, 82). Wasters and a kiln 
producing the later sandy splashed ware were excavated at Goosegate (Young no date 
no page numbers) though the production site / s of the earlier splashed ware within 
Nottingham are presently unknown. In the absence of glaze this ware is difficult to 
separate from the early to early / mid 13th century Nottingham Iron Rich Glazed Ware 
(NOTGI), distinguished from NSP by its suspension glaze rather than splashed (Nailor 
and Young 2001). The sherd from TP9 (spit 3), though very abraded and with no original 
surfaces surviving (and therefore no traces of glaze), has a sandy fabric which, if NSP, 
belongs to the late 12th to mid 13th century, or if NOTGI, belongs to the early to early / 
mid 13th century. The abraded nature of this sherd means it is impossible to be more 
precise. 
 
Southwell Nottingham Splashed Ware Type (SNSPT) was first recognised by Jane Young 
during analysis of finds from the Southwell Burgage Green 2012 - 13 project (Southwell 
Community Archaeology no date). This ware type features vessels made in the 
Nottingham tradition (e.g. the jug from test pit 2 (Young et al c.2014 pp 58 - 59)) but with 
a fabric of local origin, suggesting manufacture in or in the immediate vicinity of 
Southwell. On the basis of form and other features, Young et al suggest the production of 
SNSPT is broadly contemporary with sandy Nottingham Splashed ware. A relatively un-
abraded sherd from a jug in TP8 (spit 6) may suggest that late 12th / early 13th century 
archaeological features or deposits were encountered in this test pit. The two other 
sherds, from TP11 (spit 5) and TP10 (spit 3) were very small and highly abraded (TP10 
also burnt) and identification was consequently less secure. 
 
The two joining sherds of a jug in probable Beverley Orange Ware 1 A (Type) (BEVO1T) 
from SW14 TP1 spit 2 were in relatively fresh condition and together weighed 5.5 g. The 
division of the Beverley and Beverley type fabrics used in this report follows Didsbury and 
Watkins (1992 p108). The sherds from TP1 have an external suspension glaze so should 
be later in the currency of BEVO1. However, this vessel was probably not made in 
Beverley. Work on the Southwell pottery by Jane Young suggests the possibility that 
Beverley type wares were being made in the vicinity of Southwell (Young pers comm). 
 
Local Early Medieval Shell Tempered ware (LEMS) succeeds Lincoln Fine Shelled ware 
and is current between the early / mid 12th to mid 13th century (Young Vince and Nailor 
2005 p 113, Adams-Gilmore 1988 p137)). It was present in TP7 (spit 4) and TP10 (spit 2 
and spit 4) of HF15 and spit 2 of TP2 of SW14. All sherds were between 1.1 and 3.2 g. In 
HF15 TP10 there were slight traces of external sooting on the vessel from spit 4 
(suggesting a use in cooking or other heating activities). 
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The final ware in the early medieval category was a vessel likely to be from 
Northamptonshire, possibly the Stanion / Lyveden industry. The five joining sherds from 
TP6 (spit 7) are from a jar rim identified as likely to be Stanion / Lyveden Fabric A by 
Jane Young. They weigh 5.7 g in total. The Stanion / Lyveden wares are summarised in 
Blinkhorn (2010 p286). The form is difficult to discern due to the abraded and fragmented 
nature of the sherds but appears to be an everted thickened rim from a hand made jar 
with quite a long neck. It was too fragmentary to measure. The form of the rim is within 
the range of the Stanion / Lyveden potters (eg McCarthy & Brooks 1988 p287 no 1029) 
and similar Northamptonshire 'shelly coarse ware' vessels (eg Blinkhorn 2010 fig 10.7, no 
60, 62, 63). Blinkhorn notes that the rim forms of Stanion / Lyveden A jars are quite 
different to the Shelly Coarse Ware forms (2010 p271) and this conflict between Blinkhorn 
and McCarthy and Brooks may indicate that this vessel is more likely a product of one of 
the (South Midlands) Shelly Coarse Ware than the Stanion or Lyveden industries. 
 
Medieval: 
 
Only four ware types were present from the High Medieval period. 
 
Potterhanworth ware was made at Potterhanworth, a little under 10km south east of 
Lincoln. It is a shell tempered ware that was widely marketed across the region. In Lincoln 
it appears in the early / mid 13th century and is in use until the late 15th century (Young 
Vince and Nailor 2005 p170). Unfortunately, due to leaching of the calcareous component 
of the fabric and abrasion of the surfaces, identification of the single sherd of this ware 
from TP9 (spit 4) was not certain. 
 
A single sherd of possible Southwell Dull Oxidised Medieval Glazed Ware came from TP3 
spit 2 of SW14. It was abraded and thus could not be identified with certainty. This ware 
is another of the recently recognised types manufactured in or in the immediate vicinity of 
Southwell (Young et all ?2014). 
 
Medieval local wares were present in TP5 (spits 2 and 3, jugs or jars) and TP8 (spit 6 
jug). These are wares from currently unknown production sites but with inclusions 
suggesting a local origin. They possess traits in terms of firing and glazing that suggest a 
medieval date, but without diagnostic features or their recovery from well stratified and 
dated contexts it is not possible to date them more precisely. The sherd from spit 3 of 
TP5 retained traces of external sooting. 
 
Late Medieval / Early Post Medieval: 
 
A single sherd of Midlands Purple weighing 3.5 g was the only late medieval / early post 
medieval sherd present. It was found in TP4 (spit 3) and came from a hollow ware vessel, 
perhaps a jug, bung hole vessel, or other hollow form. Midlands Purple was made at a 
number of centres from around the middle of the 15th century and later. The fabric of this 
particular sherd is visually similar  to that of Midlands Purple manufactured on various 
excavated production sites in Ticknall in South Derbyshire (pers obs) and is most likely to 
have been produced there. 
 
Post medieval: 
 
The majority of the post medieval wares belong to the latter part of the period and there is 
nothing that need pre-date the middle of the 17th century at the earliest. 
 
Black and Brown Glazed Earthenware: 
 
These wares consist of a range of relatively iron rich coarse and fine wares, usually 
oxidised and glazed with a lead glaze coloured brown or black by iron, most likely 
leached from the body or slip rather than deliberately added as a colorant to the glaze 
mixture (see Barker 1986 pp61 - 62). They tend to evolve out of Midland Purple and 
Cistercian ware around the middle of the 17th century in the Staffordshire area (Barker 
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1999). There were probably many kilns producing these wares spread throughout the 
country. The products of Ticknall however were stated to be distributed 'all East England 
Through' in the mid 17th century by Philip Kinder (in Spavold and Brown 2005 p82) and 
probate references to Ticknall pots have shown that the distribution was actually 
throughout the whole of the Midlands in the 17th century (Spavold and Brown 2005 p122). 
The Ticknall potters progressively lost their marketing edge through the 18th century (eg 
Spavold and Brown 2005 p85). An examination of the fabrics of the 17th and 18th century 
coarse wares from Ticknall sites indicates that the potters frequently mixed, to a more or 
less complete extent, at least two different types of clay; one iron poor and the other iron 
rich and each possessing distinct suites of inclusion (Budge in prep). This mixing was 
likely done to improve the throwing, drying and firing properties of the pots or their 
performance in their intended, post-market, role. The mixing of clays for such purposes 
by country potters was attested down to recent times and is discussed e.g. by McGarva 
(2000 p26).  
 
The BL sherd of a probable bowl from TP1 spit 2 has a poorly mixed ('streaky') fabric and 
a range of inclusions that are similar to 17th / 18th century fabrics from Ticknall. From low 
power microscope analysis alone the possibility exists that this sherd may have been 
made in Ticknall. However, the lack of diagnostic forms (and similar / identical forms were 
probably produced at a number of different centres) and / or without scientific analysis it is 
not possible to be entirely certain it was produced in Ticknall or at other production 
centres closer to Southwell. 
 
Likely from a much more local source the Blackware bowl rim from TP1 spit 2 is, in form, 
manufacture and fabric, likely to have been made at a local pottery probably situated in 
the vicinity of Osmanthorpe Camp. Wasters were found during fieldwalking at 
Osmanthorpe (Budge 2012 p38) and included bowls of the same form with the same fine 
sandy micaceous fabric. The form and fabric both suggest a late 18th to 20th century 
date. Other sherds with a similar fabric (BERTH large bowl from TP10 spit 3, Blackwares 
from TP1 spit 2 and TP2 spit 2) are probably also from this kiln. 
 
Catalogued amongst the BERTH sherds are refined brown bodied earthenwares with a 
clear glaze that appears red or brown. These wares differ from the country pottery style of 
the rest of the black and brown glazed earthenwares. They were made in the industrial 
centres of pottery production like Stoke on Trent, have fine fabrics and usually an internal 
and external glaze. The forms produced are teapots, bowls, jugs, etc. TP7 (spit 3) and 
TP8 (spit 2 and spit 3 - non joining but possibly the same vessel) produced small 
fragments of such vessels, which were most likely of 19th or 20th century date. 
 
Staffordshire Type Slipware: 
 
A single tiny sherd from a press moulded dish came from TP5 (spit 4). It had internal 
combed slip decoration appearing brown and yellow under the glaze. Staffordshire type 
slipware was made in Staffordshire but also at a number of other centres, including Bristol 
and Ticknall. It should be of 18th century date but the place of manufacture is unknown. 
 
Staffordshire / Bristol type mottled glaze ware: 
 
As with the slipware, this type of ware was manufactured at a number of centres, 
including Staffordshire, South Yorkshire and Ticknall (Ticknall - Budge in prep b). It is a 
refined buff bodied ware with a more or less mottled glaze. It is commonly of the first half 
of the 18th century but may occur in the late 17th and into the 19th century. The sherd 
from TP7 spit 4 was from a hollow ware form with an internal glaze, while that from TP9 
from an unknown spit was burnt, rendering identification uncertain. 
 
Nottingham type stoneware and Brown Stoneware: 
 
Nottingham type stoneware was manufactured between the late 17th and end of the 18th 
century (Henstock et al 2010 pp 16 - 24). A similar industry was set up at Crich in 
Derbyshire in the same period. The products of the two centres may be impossible to 
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distinguish in small sherds (or even complete vessels). Nottingham type stoneware was 
mainly used for table ware (mugs and other drinking vessels, jugs etc) presentational 
pieces and chamber pots. Sherds were present in TP3 (spit 3), TP8 (spit 3, three sherds 
from a single vessel), TP9 (spit 2), TP10 (spit 5), TP13 (spit 3) and SW14 TP3 (spit 5). 
They were all hollow wares and should all be of 18th century date. 
 
Brown stoneware of general British manufacture was found in test pits 1, 4, 6, 9, 10, 10, 
12, 14 and TP4 of SW14. Being fine and thin walled some may be of 18th or perhaps 
early 19th century date (sherds from TP9 and TP10) but was probably made at centres 
outside Nottingham. Production of brown salt glazed stoneware continued in Derbyshire 
and other centres including London in the 19th and 20th centuries, though production 
rapidly switched away from tablewares to coarser forms, such as storage and casserole 
jars and jars or bottles for products including ink and blacking (eg the shouldered 
cylindrical bottle from TP4). The majority of the brown stoneware is likely to be of late 
18th to mid 20th century date. 
 
English Stoneware: 
 
Unspecified English Stonewares were present in four pits and were all of later 19th to mid 
20th century or later date. They tend to have light fabrics and white or transparent glazes. 
The fragment of jelly mould from TP2 spit 4 was one of the largest sherds in the 
assemblage at 110.5 g and showed no signs of abrasion. It may be of Derbyshire 
manufacture, a jelly mould of identical form is known to the writer and is marked 'Lovatts, 
Langley'. Lovatts came into existence in the late 19th century and produced jelly moulds 
between approximately 1895 and the 1940s (Giblin and Giblin 2002 appendix 3), this 
dating would be appropriate for this sherd whether made by Lovatts or another company. 
The white salt glazed marmalade or jam jar rim from TP14 spit 2 is typical of this late 19th 
- mid 20th century form. Fragments of a cylindrical bottle and a possible bottle came from 
TP1 spit 2 and TP8 spit 2 respectively. 
 
English Porcelain: 
 
Porcelain was encountered in TP 6 spit 1 and spit 3, TP9 spit 5, TP12 spit 5 and TP4 spit 
4 of SW14. It took the form of tea or table wares. The sherds from TP9, 12 and SW14 
TP4 all had the decayed traces of overglaze hand painted enamel decoration, though the 
patterns could not be identified. The hand painted examples may be of 19th century date, 
the plain probably 19th or 20th century. 
 
Creamware: 
 
By far the largest category of pottery was Creamware, with 100 sherds representing 
38.5% of the total assemblage by sherd count, although with a combined weight of 70.8 g 
they represented just 11.5% of the total assemblage by weight. These 100 sherds came 
from a minimum of 77 vessels and included tiny flakes and spalls. They were present in 
all pits except TP4 and SW14 TP1. They mostly occurred in spits 1 to 3, but in TP9 they 
were present in every spit from 1 to 6, TP10 they were found in spit 3, 4 and 5, TP12 they 
were found in spits 3, 5 (where there were large quantities) and 8. In SW14 they were 
present below spit 3 in TP2 (spit 4) and TP3 (spit 5). The largest sherds were a few 
pieces between 3 and 7 g each but the vast majority were 2 g or below. Some of the 
sherds had been burnt and many of them had spalled glaze or surfaces. 
 
Where forms were identifiable, the most common forms were from dinner services, with 
plates or dishes the most common amongst these. Plate shapes were mostly Bath type 
(Barker 2010) with a couple of probable Royal edge vessels also represented. Other 
forms included tea wares, such as the saucer from TP12 spit 5, while a fragment with pre-
firing pierced holes from spit 3 of TP7 may have been the strainer from a tea pot or have 
been part of a strainer or collander. 
 
Apart from a single sherd in TP10 spit 4 which was quite yellow in colour and may thus be 
earlier, all the creamware has the light colour that was produced between circa 1770 
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(Barker 1991 p176) and the 1820s. Apart from the moulded elaboration of rims the 
creamware was all undecorated. 
 
Pearlware: 
 
Pearlware was the second most numerous category of pottery; 31 sherds (11.9% of the 
total assemblage) from a minimum 28 vessels were recovered. As with creamware the 
total weight of the sherds was low (31.8 g, 5.1%). They were present in test pits 1, 5, 7, 9, 
10, 11 ,12, 13 and TP4 of SW14. They were found below spit 3 in TP5 (spit 4), TP9 (spit 
4), TP10 (spit 4) and TP12 (spit 8). They included a more mixed range of forms and were 
much more commonly decorated than the creamwares. Decoration was mainly in the 
form of underglaze blue transfer prints. Most of these were either certainly Willow pattern 
or were fragments of chinoiserie border patterns likely to come from Willow pattern. Three 
sherds (TP5 spit 4, TP10 spit 4 and TP12 spit 8) had underglaze hand painted decoration, 
that from TP10 probably coming from a saucer or plate / dish painted with a variant of the 
Pagoda and Fence pattern similar in style to one attributed to Davenport (Roberts 2006 
p25), dating to the period between 1775 - 1810. 
A plate / dish rim from TP10 spit 3 had the moulded shell edge decoration highlighted in 
underglaze hand painted blue that was one of the commonest types of Pearlware 
between the late 18th and mid 19th century, but was too fragmentary to determine which 
type of shell edge it had been and thus refine the dating. A single sherd from TP13 spit 3 
had a small underglaze hand painted sprig in high temperature colours with brown stalk 
and greenish yellow leaves. This should be broadly contemporary with the pagoda and 
fence sherd and is likely to come from a vessel designed to facilitate the consumption of 
tea. 
  
Whiteware: 
 
12 sherds of whiteware were present, though of these four were of uncertain identification 
due to their small size or decoration covering the surface. To err on the side of caution 
they were assigned to the later type (WHITE) rather than PEARL or CREA. 
 
Late Earthenware: 
 
Typically oxidised fine fabrics, unglazed, the most common form is the plant pot. General 
late 18th - 20th century. Plant pots came from TP3 spit 2 (moulded plant pot) and SW14 
TP1 spit 2 and TP3 spit 3 (thrown plant pot). However, the sherd from TP1 spit 2 had a 
fine sandy micaceous fabric very similar to Beverley Orange fabric 2. 
 
Miscellaneous: 
 
A number of very abraded fragments could not be identified as they were small, in some 
cases burnt, lacked external surfaces and lacked diagnostic traits. It was generally not 
even possible to determine if they were highly abraded flakes from pottery vessels or 
abraded fragments of CBM. Further, many had fine sandy micaceous fabrics which are 
very similar not just to some of the fabrics used for Roman CBM but also for medieval 
Beverley Orange 2 type ware and for post medieval / modern black and brown glazed 
earthenwares, late earthenwares and some CBM. They could not therefore be further 
identified or dated. They were present in TP4 S5, TP6 S5, TP7 S2, TP8 S5, TP9 spit 6 
and spit 8, TP12 S8 and TP14 spit 2. 
 

Other Finds: 
 
Other artefacts were almost entirely of post medieval to modern date and include articles 
of dress fitting, items associated with reading and writing and items probably used for 
recreation. The single exception was a fragment of industrial residue of unknown date 
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Industrial Residue: 
 
An interesting fragment of slag and furnace / heath lining weighing 6.6 g was recovered 
from TP 9 spit 8. It consisted of a reduced fired sandy clay with a layer of dark green / 
brown vesicular glassy slag adhering to it. Overlying the dark green / brown slag was a 
thin layer of brilliant blue and white glassy ?slag or glass with dark sandy and 
glassy ?slag above. The present writer is not certain what process produced this material 
but, given the proximity of high status Roman occupation and Saxon occupation nearby, it 
is recommended that this slag should be retained and included in future analysis 
examining the industrial residues of the settlement. 
 

Dress fittings: 
 
The dress fittings are all buttons. Two types were represented in two different materials.  
 
The metal buttons are all of Type E (Biddle and Cook 1990 p573), made of copper alloy, 
and of similar diameters, between 16mm and 17.2mm. They have four central holes for 
sewing them to a garment. Between the central holes and the outer edge they bear an 
inscription moulded (TP5) or stamped / impressed (TP7 and 10) on the upper face. 
Simple borders in the form of raised moulded lines, impressed lines or ?stamped beading 
may be present. The example from TP5 retains traces of a black coating and gilding, 
suggesting an overall black appearance with gold lettering enclosed between gold 
borders. 
 
These buttons are classed as overall or dungaree buttons by Viner (2007 p745) and 
suspender (type) buttons (apparently on the basis of one stamped 'SUSPENDER') by 
Biddle and Cook (1990 p573). They were no doubt attached to a variety of garments, with 
the gilded TP5 example suggesting this button was probably attached somewhere on a 
garment where it would have been seen. 
 
The inscription on this type of button consists of a name and sometimes a place name. 
The Southwell buttons all bear the names of tailors. At Winchester research showed a 
similar pattern, with the traceable names all belonging to tailors rather than button 
manufacturers (Biddle and Cook 1990 p573). The Southwell buttons appear to show the 
residents were obtaining their garments from a variety of sources, including small scale 
local tailors (J Wright & Son of Newark, TP5), big non-local tailors (Levy & Son of 
Sheffield, TP7) and non-local, possibly specialist, makers (Cooling Lawrence and Sons of 
London, TP10). A brief overview of the tailors named on the buttons is presented below: 
 
J Wright & Son were tailors of Newark. They appear rarely in newspapers in the late 19th 
century, for example putting a wanted advert in the Stamford Mercury for a tailor 
(Stamford Mercury 20th April 1894) and earlier in the same paper on 18th May 1883. The 
very limited documentary research undertaken for this report was unable to discover 
more about them and it seems likely they were a relatively small concern, undertaking 
little advertising and probably serving a relatively established local market. 
 
Levy and Son were tailors of High Street, Sheffield. Their advertisements occur in local 
newspapers from around the middle of the 1850s, for example when the company's clerk 
and cashier was accused of an "extensive robbery" from the business (Sheffield 
Independent 27th Jan 1855) and when they advertised for tailors (offering "constant 
employment and liberal wages" Sheffield Daily Telegraph 9th June 1857). An 1873 advert 
and price list boasts that the company had been "Established 50 years" (Derbyshire 
Courier 29 November 1873). They were a vociferous advertiser and their adverts give 
quite a good impression of the type of business they were. An advert run throughout 
February of 1857 (at least) in the Sheffield Daily Telegraph states that 'The Clothing at 
Messrs. LEVY aad [sic] SON'S, High-street, is the result of First-rate Talent, combined 
with the advantage of all Goods being bought for Cash, thereby enabling them to give all 
Customers good value, likewise an immense Stock to select from. LEVY AND SON, 
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SHEFFIELD" (Sheffield Daily Telegraph Volume 3 no 522, Monday 9th February 1857), 
while other advertisements include reference to some of their wares, such as 
"indestructible tweeds for boys" (Sheffield Daily Telegraph 18th January 1878) and 
"Overcoats for the Working Classes. Overcoats for Youths and Boys. Overcoats in every 
conceivable variety, at Levy & Son's, High Street, Sheffield" (Sheffield Daily Telegraph 28 
November 1857). An advert and price list in the Derbyshire Courier from the 1870s, 
couched in the typically modest advertising terms of the day, indicates that they retailed 
both ready made garments and made to measure clothing. Prices ranged from 15 to 35 
shillings for ready made winter overcoats or 25 to 50s for their bespoke equivalents, 30 to 
55s for ready made winter suits (exactly the same prices as quoted for bespoke, perhaps 
a misprint?) or 8s to 16s 6d for ready made winter trousers, 12d 6d [sic - another misprint] 
to 23s for bespoke equivalents. They humbly noted that "The JUVENILE DEPARTMENT 
is now replete with the Latest Novelties in BOYS' [sic] CLOTHING of every description. 
Rarely has such a Magnificent Stock been seen even at this Establishment, now so justly 
famous for its unrivalled display of Juvenile Clothing".  The same advert also notes that 
"R LEVY and SON HIGH-STREET, SHEFFIELD. THE BESPOKE DEPARTMENT Now 
contains the NEWEST and CHOICEST GOODS from the best Makers, comprising West 
of England, Scotch and Yorkshire Tweeds, Beavers, Naps, Elysians, Witneys, and Melton 
CLOTHS, in all the New Colourings, the whole selected with the greatest care. The 
Department is presided over by Foremen of great experience and undoubted skill, so that 
in every instance a Perfect Fit may be relied up on[sic]. (The Derbyshire Courier Vol 
XLVII - No 4,292, 29th November 1873). Their adverts do not seem to be found from 
circa 1880 onwards and a possible explanation appears in the Derbyshire Times and 
Chesterfield Herald. An advertisement for the Grand Clothing Hall Company, Fashionable 
Tailors and Clothiers, states that they are "Successors to Levy & Son, High Street, 
Sheffield" (Derbyshire Times and Chesterfield Herald 5th June 1880). 
 
Cooling Lawrence & Sons were listed as being of New Bond street in London in a write-
up in the 'Holiday Outings' section of the South Bucks Standard in 1896. It was reported 
that the firm and staff "dined &c." at the Crown Hotel in Marlow on Saturday last (The 
South Bucks Standard, Friday 3rd July 1896, p 6). Though the will of Edward Samson 
Lawrence was mentioned in the Birmingham Daily Post for 20th March 1915 the company 
appears to have continued well into the 20th century; a collection of the company's 
records spanning 1904 - 1955 is held by the London College of Fashion 
(http://www.aim25.ac.uk/cgi-bin/vcdf/detail?coll_id=6004&inst_id=63, accessed 
17/09/2016), the metadata for the archive lists them as being of 47 Maddox Street and 
specialising in uniforms, presumably during the period the archive covers. 
 
The Winchester examples tend to bear the names of tailors working in the late 19th to 
early 20th century while this button type does not appear to be present at Fort Fisher, 
North Carolina (occupied until 1865, although Type 32, a plain four hole button of 
stamped brass with sunken panel of circa 1837 - 65 may be related to these buttons) 
(Noel-Hume 1991 p90). The accepted dating seems appropriate for the Southwell 
examples, with the Levy & Son button (perhaps as early as the middle of the 19th century 
and no later than the 1880s) being rather early in this date range, the other two examples 
fitting rather more comfortably within the late 19th / early 20th century range. 
  
The second type of button is of Garrett's 'pin head shank' type (Garrett 1994 pp110 - 111) 
or South's Type 15 (Noel-Hume 1991 fig 23 p91), consisting of a circular disk of bone with 
a single central perforation. The external diameters of the Southwell examples range from 
10.8 to 12.4mm. Garrett states that in the 18th and 19th century bone buttons were 
generally used on undergarments, shirts or trousers and that pin head shank buttons 
were often furnished with a metal loop through the central perforation to aid attachment 
(Garrett 1994 p110). As they are of quite recent date and most of those found fail to 
display any traces of metal attachment or staining from the same it seems probable that 
many / most were furnished with organic attachment loops such as thread, cat gut etc 
that have decayed leaving no visible traces. Biddle and Cook note that instead of being 
used simply 'as was' this type of bone disk was usually used as a former for buttons 
which were covered in cloth or thread (sometimes known as 'Dorset buttons'); smaller 
examples may have included a small piece of rag or a cone under the covering thread to 
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increase the height to make 'high top' buttons (Biddle and Cook 1991 p 573). At Barton 
on Humber only the largest example (18mm dia) had green staining, suggesting the 
former presence of an attached copper alloy cover (Mould 2011 p710), though it is more 
common for bone backs intended to be furnished with metal covers to be shaped rather 
than flat and to have a recess at the edge to allow the cover to be attached (eg Garrett 
1994 p110). 
  
The Southwell buttons are of interest not least for their evidence of method of 
manufacture. That from TP3 appears to have been made from bone that was first sawn or 
cut into a thin strip, this step producing the surfaces of the button. The button was then 
cut from the strip, probably using a centre bit drilling first from one side then from the 
other, producing the slight central ridge visible along part of one edge. The button from 
TP11, on the other hand, displays a distinct series of concentric rings on the faces of the 
button that have obliterated any obvious traces of an earlier sawn or otherwise modified 
surface. As such, the cutting out of the button and the shaping of its surfaces occurred as 
a single operation. This probably allowed manufacture from less carefully produced bone 
strips, perhaps even from split rather than sawn bone strips, simplifying production to 
some degree, though the roughness of the surface must have been covered before use, 
eg with thread, as suggested for the 'Dorset' type buttons above. 
 
South's Type 15 was present in North Carolina in the 18th century (Noel Hume 1991 p 
90) and this dating is also proposed at Portchester, while it was also noted there that they 
had been found "within the boundary of the exercise yard and from the metalling of the 
yard in 1810"  (Garrett 1994 p112). Portchester Casle was essentially abandoned 1819 
(Cunliffe and Garrett 1994 p6). At Barton-upon-Humber one was found in a Phase A 
grave (c.1700 - 1855) (Rodwell and Atkins 2011, pp 675, 711, grave F3053). That they 
continued beyond the early 19th century is clear as the centrally perforated flat bone 
disks from Winchester come from archaeological contexts of the 19th and 20th centuries 
(Biddle and Cook 1991 p573). It is possible given the difference in condition and apparent 
manufacturing techniques that two different dates are represented by the Southwell 
examples, but study of the manufacturing methods employed by button makers and how 
(or indeed if) they changed over time or if they were instead governed merely by the skill 
or means of each workshop has not been undertaken. So while subjective observation of 
these traits suggests that the TP3 example may be later, perhaps 19th - 20th century, 
and the TP11 example perhaps more likely 18th or early 19th century, such arguments 
based largely upon perceived crudity or less advanced technology are fraught with 
pitfalls.  
 
Catalogue of Dress Fittings: 
 
HF15 TP3 spit 2. Button. Bone, South Type 15. 12.4mm dia, 1.6mm thick, central hole 
1.8mm diameter, weight 0.2 g. Slightly rounded edges, part of edge shows medial ridge 
suggesting it may have been cut with two bits, one each side. Slight traces of cut / saw 
marks to one edge indicates it was made from bone sawn into strips. 
 
HF15 TP5 spit 1. Cu alloy button. Biddle and Cook Type E 17.0mm dia, Metal 1.0mm 
thick, 0.9 g. Cast. Central concave well approx 9.3mm diameter, pierced by 4 holes each 
of circa 2.2mm diameter. Flat bow with raised moulded lettering " * J Wright & Son * " / 
"Newark". Raised moulded rounded border around well and around outer edge. Traces of 
black coating remaining and slight evidence (in the form of surviving gold) of gilding to the 
border around the well. This gilding probably covered all the raised parts originally (ie, the 
borders and the lettering). ?late 19thC 
 
HF15 TP7 spit 2. Button. Cu alloy Biddle and Cook Type E. 16.0mm dia, Metal 1.0mm 
thick. 0.8 g. ?Stamped from sheet. Concave with no separate well. 4 holes approx 2.2mm 
diameter. Border to edge, single impressed line. Each sewing hole also surrounded by 
single impressed lines (some holes off centre from the borders). Impressed lettering 
"LEVY & SONS" / "SHEFFIE..." (Sheffield). Rear apparently plain. Mid 19th - c.1880. 
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HF15 TP10 US1. Cu alloy button. Biddle and Cook Type E. 17.2mm dia. 0.5 g. 0.9mm 
max thickness, metal thinner but could not measure actual thickness due to thickened 
rim. ?Cast and then pressed? Central concave well circa 8.3mm diameter with beaded 
border around. Four sewing holes approx 2.1mm diameter. Bow convex, stamped / 
impressed " [dot] Cooling Lawrence & Sons". No upper border but thickened rim 
(presumably to strengthen this rather thin metal) present on rear. Slightly bent. c.1880s(?) 
- mid 20th 
 
HF15 TP11 spit 2. Button back. Bone, South Type 15. 10.8mm dia, 1.1mm thick, 0.1 g. 
Central hole 1.6mm in diameter. Part of edge lost. Series of concentric rings on both 
faces, from the bit used to drill the button out. Suggests the centre bit cutting the button 
was probably also used to flatten the surfaces. 
 

Reading and writing: 
 
A single item, a slate pencil, relates to reading and writing activities. Such pencils, made 
from a piece of slate shaped into a more or less (usually less) cylindrical shape with one 
end sharpened via a series of facets were intended to be used with writing slates. They 
are generally of 19th century (eg found with waste of the 1890s at the School House of 
Bergh Apton, near Norwich (Licence 2015 pp96 - 98)) to c. mid 20th century date, with 
their use being recalled by several of the older members of society the writer has spoken 
with about them in the early 2000s. 
 
Catalogue of items associated with reading and writing: 
 
HF15 TP 6 spit 1. Pencil. Slate. Complete. 34.5mm long, 4.8mm dia, 0.8g. One end 
sharpened with a series of facets, tip worn and facetted from use. 19th - mid 20th century 
 

Recreation: 
 
The items in this category include toy marbles and smoking equipment. 
 
Marbles: 
 
While marbles were often used by children for gaming and recreation they could be used 
by the military as ammunition or for industrial purposes (eg Basinet nd c.p40). 
The Southwell marbles include an example in limestone and made in Germany, and a 
ceramic example, also probably from Germany. 
 
The marble from TP5 is made of a light grey limestone. The manufacture of limestone 
marbles was a German speciality and very large quantities were exported from there; 
output of the German marble making industries was particularly high between the late 
18th and late 19th / early 20th century (Baumann 2004 p16). German marble makers 
quarried limestone which was shaped into small cubes by hand. These cubes were then 
ground to a spherical shape using water powered marble mills. It has been speculated 
that competition from the glass marble industry contributed to the demise of the limestone 
marble industry in the early 20th century, the onset of the First World War probably 
largely finishing off the industry by significantly curtailing exports of German products to 
the important overseas markets of Britain and North America. 
 
The marble from TP11 is made from an iron poor stoneware. The reddening at one end 
is, aside from its matt texture, very similar to the red blushing often seen on light firing 
German stoneware, most obviously that made at Siegburg (eg Reineking-Von Bock 1976, 
p158). There are no signs of deliberate glaze. This marble was hand made, consequently 
ending up out of round. It also has a number of flat spots on its surface which derive from 
its resting against other marbles during firing. As where these flat spots occur the red 
blushing is absent they indicate that the red blush was imparted during firing, rather than 
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through any later form of heating / burning. Clay marbles were also a German speciality 
and it is probable that this example, like the limestone, is German (Baumann 2004 p23). 
 
The dating of both marbles is post-medieval to modern, most likely pre-WWI, though both 
are types that may be found throughout the post medieval period. Given the general 
dating profile of the pottery in the test pits (late 18th century onwards) and the peak of 
German marble production it seems most likely that both should belong to the latter part 
of the date range for such marbles. 
 
HF15 TP5 Spit 3. Marble. Limestone. 15.15mm dia, 2.7 g. Grey limestone with slight 
parallel bands running through it. German, probably 19th - early 20th century. 
 
HF15 TP11 Spit 5 (o-c). Marble. Stoneware. Hand formed and not perfectly circular 
(would not roll very well) with the diameter ranging from 14.0mm (minimum) to 15.3mm 
(maximum). Unglazed iron-poor (white) stoneware marble with patch of red blushing 
caused during firing on one end. Hand made, somewhat out of round and with small flat 
spots (at the end with fire reddening these flat spots are noticeably not reddened) on the 
surface where it rested against other marbles during firing. ?German, ?18th - early 20th 
century. 
 
Clay Tobacco Pipes: 
 
The clay pipes were not quantified but are noted in tables 03 - 19. They included stem 
fragments, bowl fragments and spur fragments. TP5 yielded several joining fragments 
from one pipe all in spit 5. All the pipes were in an iron free fine fabric produced from 
imported ball clays. They also all had narrow stem bores. The stems can be assigned a 
general mid 18th to early 20th century date and may well be contemporary with the bowl 
fragments. The stem from an unreadable spit in TP1 was from close to the mouthpiece. It 
had a clear / slightly yellow lead glaze indicating a 19th century date. 
 
The bowl fragments all came from the same style of bowl, possibly even the same maker 
/ mould. They were found in TP5 spit 5, TP7 spit 2 and TP10 spit 4. They were spurred, 
had moulded leaves up the bowl seams and fluting on the sides of the bowl. They 
featured a device of a voided dot in the surrounded by a semi-circular line, situated just 
above the spur (as Hammond 1992 fig 34 no.10). Pipes of this design were made by 
William and Lucy Henson in Nottingham between 1822 and 1835 (Hammond 1993 fig 34 
nos 6 - 8). A similar device coupled with a similar design was produced by John Lyne 
Simnitt at Newark (Hammond 1985 Figure 3 No.41). He worked from around 1819 
(Hammond 1985 p91). Both of these makers produced similar pipes but placed their 
names and the town of manufacture at the top of the bowl. None of the Southwell pipes 
are sufficiently complete for this part of the design to survive. Fluted pies with leaf 
moulded seams and dot and circle device are also known, for example from Nottingham 
(Hammond 1992 fig 59 no 11), where Hammond assigned them a general date range of 
1830 - 1870 but could not assign them to particular makers. It seems likely that the dot 
and circle device is more likely to be a mark belonging to a mould maker rather than a 
particular pipe maker, though it should be noted that of the pipes from the makers 
mentioned above only the Henson's include the broken circle around the dot. Without 
further finds of more complete bowls from the same mould that include the upper part of 
the bowl with maker's name or place of manufacture it is unlikely that any closer 
provenance or dating can be achieved.  

Misc: 
 
The single copper alloy ring is probably of modern date. 
 
HF15 TP6 spit 5: Ring, Cu alloy. Dia 40.5mm, weight 3.1 g. Cross section of the metal is 
elliptical, ranging from c.2.5 - 3.1mm thick. No obvious seams so presumably cast. 
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Test pits: 
 
The excavator reported recognising archaeological features in two of the test pits, TP7 
and TP10 (Beresford 2015 p7). Though the sample size is small, there appears to be the 
hint of a concentration of material between test pits 6 to 10, where Roman sherds occur 
in quantities between 1 - 5 sherds per pit. These pits also contained Saxon, Saxo-
Norman, Early Medieval and Medieval pottery. Whether this apparent correlation is down 
to archaeological factors, post depositional processes or is just a random product of the 
small sample size is unclear. 
 

 

 

Fieldwalking: 
 
The fieldwalking results are presented in Table 20 with brief details of each find. The 
pottery types, approximate periods and numbers of sherds are displayed in table 21. The 
archive contains detailed records of the post-Roman pottery while the prehistoric artefacts 
are catalogued below. 
 

Introduction: 
 
The fieldwalking provided a much wider range of material than the test pitting, with 
artefacts ranging in date from the Mesolithic to modern periods (Table 20). Particularly 
notable was a scarcity of Roman and early modern pottery, while a much wider range of 
high medieval, late medieval and post medieval pottery was recovered than from the test 
pitting. In contrast to the test pit assemblages however, Saxo-Norman material was 
scarce. Details of most of the pottery types displayed in Table 21 can be found in the test 
pitting results above. 
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Table 20 - fieldwalking finds. 

Code: Identification: Date:  Code: Identification: Date: 

1-1 pot Modern  36-2 CBM, probably land 
drain 

P med / modern 

1-5 pot E Med  36-3 pot Roman 

2-1 pot med - pmed  42-1 pot late med / e 
pmed 

3-1 flint flake Mes - E 
Neo 

 43-1 pot E med 

4-1 Animal bone, frag ?Modern  46-2 CBM? - very abraded Ro - modern 

4-2 Clay pipe stem Modern  48-2 pot E pmed 

9-1 Lower mandible, Sus (pig) ?Modern  50-1 Pot E med 

10-3 pot P med - E 
Mod 

 51-1 pot E med 

10-6 Fine grained peach 
coloured mineral, reacts 
with 10% HCl, intrusive 
veins of a white mineral 
(reacts with 10%HCl), 

perhaps gypsum? 

Geology  52-1 pot med 

11-1 pot P med  52-1 pot L med / E pmed 

13-2 pot E Med  52-2 pot med 

14-1 Lump of lime mortar ?P med - 
mod 

 54-2 pot 
 

CBM, micaceous sandy 
fabric 

med 
 

Ro - modern 

16-2 pot L med - P 
med 

 55-3 pot C18th 

18-1 CBM;fine sandy brick red  ?Ro - 
modern 

 55-4 pot L med - E 
Pmed 

20-3 CBM;modern brick;coarse 
dirty fabric 

modern  55-5 pot L17 - 18thC 

20-5 Lump of crystalline 
limestone 

Geology  55-7 pot ?1st 1/4 13thC? 

21-2 pot L med - P 
med 

 56-1 pot L med / e Pmed 

21-3 pot E med  57-1 CBM ?Roman 

26-1 pot Med  ?7-2 OR 
57-2 

CBM,machine made 
frogged brick 

C20th 

27-1 pot x 2 Med     

31-1 pot Modern  US1 Pot x 6 Med - E Pmed 

33-2 flint flake Neo - BA  US2 pot L med - E 
Pmed 

34-1 pot Med  US3 pot x 2 med - E Pmed 

34-3 Animal bone - rib ?modern  US4 pot Med 

36-1 Pot L med - E 
pmed 

 US5 pot L med / E Pmed 

36-2 Pot Roman     
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cname full name period earliest date latest date NoOfSherds 
ROMAN Roman rom 43 400 2 
BEVO1 Beverley Orange ware Fabric 1 emed 1100 1230 1 

BEVO1T Beverley Orange-type ware Fabric 1 emed 1100 1230 1 
NSP Nottingham Splashed ware emed 1100 1250 1 

NNQS North Nottinghamshire Quartz and Shell emed-med 1100 1250 1 
LEMS Lincolnshire Early Medieval Shelly emed 1130 1230 2 

EMLOC Local Early Medieval fabrics emed 1150 1230 2 
MEDX Non Local Medieval Fabrics med 1150 1450 1 

MEDLOC Medieval local fabrics med 1150 1450 3 
NOTGL Light Bodied Nottingham Green Glazed ware med 1220 1320 6 
BEVO2 Beverley Orange ware Fabric 2 med 1230 1350 2 
HUM Humberware med-pmed 1250 1550 2 

NNCSW North Nottinghamshire Coarse Sandy Ware med - pmed 1350 1550 2 
NOTLBG Nottingham Light-bodied Gritty ware lmed 1380 1480 1 

MP Midlands Purple ware lmed-pmed 1450 1600 6 
RAER Raeren stoneware pmed 1450 1600 1 
CIST Cistercian-type ware pmed 1480 1650 1 

BERTH Brown glazed earthenware pmed 1550 1800 2 
STSL Staffordshire/Bristol slipware pmed 1680 1800 1 

BS Brown stoneware emod 1680 1850 1 
STMO Staffordshire/Bristol mottled-glazed pmed 1690 1800 1 
ENGS Unspecified English Stoneware emod 1750 1900 1 

 
Table 21 - ware types, ceramic periods, approximate dates and number of sherds of each type recovered from 

fieldwalking 

 

Prehistoric: 
 
Two flaked stone artefacts were found, both flint. One (3-1), a blade-like flake in opaque 
white flint comes from an industry concerned with the production of blades. Its dorsal 
surface features parallel arrises and the platform has been abraded. Despite the careful 
preparation it appears to have been accidentally struck off target (too far into the platform 
and off centre of the arrises on the core face) by the knapper, resulting in it being thicker 
than was likely intended. It is Mesolithic or early Neolithic 
 
The other fragment is chunkier and is more likely to be Neolithic or Bronze Age. 
 
Catalogue: 
 
3-1: Tertiary blade-like flake from single platform core, incomplete (distal end snapped 
off). 
Length: 24.4mm 
Max width: 10.5mm 
Max thickness: 4.5mm 
Weight: 0.5 g 
Opaque white flint lacking obvious inclusions, possibly originally deriving from the 
Yorkshire / Lincolnshire Wolds chalk (Henson 1985 p5). Platform face abraded. Some 
post depositional iron staining to surfaces. Appears to be mis-hit, probably intended to be 
a true blade but appears to have been hit off target and too deep into platform. Bulb not 
clearly diagnostic of hard or soft hammer percussion. 
Mesolithic or early Neolithic. 
 
33-2: Secondary flake, distal fragment. 
Length: 23.1mm 
Width: 15.5mm 
Thickness: 4.8mm 
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Weight: 1.2 g 
Slightly translucent grey flint with light grey cherty inclusions up to 8mm. Single platform 
core. One of the dorsal scars consists of a rolled and re-corticated frost fracture, 
indicating the raw material likely came from a secondary source such as exposed river 
gravels or exposed parts of glacial deposits. Has slight and patchy bluish white cortication 
to ventral face. Distal end bashed, ?plough / other post depositional damage. 
Most likely Neolithic or Bronze Age 
 

Roman: 
 
Only two Roman sherds were found, both abraded. One was a sandy reduced grey ware. 
The other was unevenly reduced grey / black, with quartz, iron and ?grog in the fabric. No 
closer dating was possible. 
 

Medieval: 
 
Early Medieval: 
A few sherds may pre-date the 13th century. The Nottingham Splashed ware was in the 
sandy fabric that was current from the late 12th century to mid 13th century (Nailor and 
Young 2005). Another splashed ware from an unidentified (but probably Trent Valley) 
source may be broadly contemporary. The shell tempered wares are very abraded and 
their calcareous inclusions have entirely leached out and consequently it was not possible 
for Jane Young to identify them with any certainty, however, if the provisional 
interpretation of U/S 1 sherds as LEMS is correct these too would belong to the mid 12th 
to mid 13th century. North Nottinghamshire Quartz and Shell is an early medieval type 
recently defined by Jane Young and assigned a provisional date range of 1100 to 1250 
(Young et al ?2014). It is not known where it was produced but the inclusions suggest it 
was unlikely to have been made in Lincolnshire (Young pers comm); its code name is 
based on its presently understood distribution. Much more work is required to attempt to 
understand its sources. 
 
High Medieval: 
Sherds from Nottingham green glazed jugs were present in some quantity (at least 
compared to the test pitting), with six sherds found. As the material is abraded it is 
possible that some or all of the sherds classified as Nottingham wares may not have been 
made in Nottingham itself. This suggestion is supported by one of the rim sherds (55-7), 
which is visually similar to the Nottingham fabrics but with a form more typical of the 
products of the Lincoln potters. This jug, if contemporary with the Lincoln jugs it seems to 
be copying, should belong to the first 1/4 of the 13th century (Young pers comm, Young 
Vince and Nailor 2005). 
 
Late Medieval / early Post Medieval: 
The large fragment of handle (36-1) is from a Humberware vessel probably manufactured 
somewhere in the Humber basin area. Its fabric is similar to a sherd from the Holme on 
Spalding Moor kiln site in Mercian Archaeological Services CIC's ceramic reference 
collection but unlike the type sherd the Southwell sherd also includes sparse quartz up to 
3.5mm. It is from a large jug or bung hole vessel of the 15th to mid 16th century date. The 
other Humberware sherd (2-1) is also similar to the HOSM kiln sherd but contains sparse 
clay pellets or mudstone larger than those in the type sherd. Both may therefore come 
from other Humberware kilns. 
 
The other main regional late medieval coarseware tradition is represented by the Midland 
Purple sherds. Apart from 55-4 and 56-1 there was nothing in fabric or form to suggest 
these were not made in Ticknall. Sherd 55-4 had a fabric that appeared slightly finer than 
the general run of Ticknall products but was in a form known at Ticknall (e.g. at Church 
Lane, Boyle and Rowlandson 2008 fig 9 no 4) so may well be from this centre, while 56-1 
was perhaps too fine for Ticknall but not necessarily out of the range of products. 
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However, as fabrics from other known production centres (e.g. Chilvers Coton 
Warwickshire, Wrenthorpe West Yorkshire etc) were not available for comparison then a 
source at another production site cannot be ruled out. 
 
A number of high fired reduced sandy wares, visually quite similar to Midland Purple but 
with forms and fabrics not typical of Ticknall Midland Purple may be locally made late 
medieval wares (though it is not inconceivable that they may represent the products of 
other Midland Purple industries) and have been classified as North Nottinghamshire 
Coarse Sandy Ware (NNCSW - code originated by Jane Young). The rather unusual rim 
sherd in this ware (US3) particularly should be illustrated if possible and certainly retained 
for inclusion in future study of this ware type. Sherd 16-2 is also of significance, it is 
oxidised with reduced surfaces and has broken along a firing crack, the edges of which 
were reduced like the surfaces. While such a crack may have been an un-noticed defect 
that did not affect the utility (or distribution) of the vessel in any way it could alternatively 
be hinting that, if this vessel was a second, wares of this type were being produced 
locally. 
 
The single sherd classified as Nottingham Light Bodied Gritty Ware (US5) may be a light 
firing NNCSW instead, though of broadly similar date. It should be included in any study 
of these ware types. 
. 
A single rim sherd of Cistercian ware (42-1) is from a covered cup of Brears form 1 
(1971), most likely used for drinking and representing some of the first widely produced 
and distributed ceramic drinking vessels. It was most likely produced in Ticknall. 
 
Broadly contemporary is a sherd (48-2) from a German stoneware vessel, a drinking mug 
or jug, in Raeren type stoneware. The strong horizontal rilling on the body of this sherd is 
typical of such vessels, which were imported in vast quantities from the late 15th to 16th 
century (Hurst et al 1986 p194). They were durable and impermeable and perfectly suited 
to their intended purpose, the serving and consumption of drinks. 
 

Post Medieval: 
 
The post medieval pottery requires little further comment, details can be found in the 
archive and general descriptions of ware types are included in the test pitting results 
above. Brown glazed earthenware fabrics 10-3 and possibly 11-1 were visually 
indistinguishable from those made in Ticknall in the mid 17th - 18th century, though 
without further work / scientific analysis other, more local, sources cannot be ruled out. 
 

Modern: 
 
Pottery of the late 18th century onwards is almost entirely absent, being confined to a 
single Black Basalt with smear glaze type English Stoneware sherd (1-1) of 18th - 19th 
century date and a single late 19 - mid 20th century brown stoneware bottle (31-1) 
probably for blacking or polish. 
 

Discussion: 
 
The evidence, though recovered by contrasting methods (test pitting vs surface 
collection) appears to suggest significant differences in land use history between Harvey's 
Field and Farthingate Field.  
 
Notably, the Harvey's Field test pitting was undertaken in an area that was considered by 
the excavator to have been prone to periodic overbank flooding and / or waterlogging 
(Beresford 2015 p6). The test pitting here revealed no activity prior to the Roman 
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conquest of Britain and seemed to suggest only sparse activity from Roman through to 
the early modern period. Some of the time periods within this span appeared to have little 
to no mark in terms of artefacts left behind, suggesting sporadic and small scale activity. 
The evidence for water logging and flooding seen in the test pits (Beresford 2015 p6) may 
explain this, suggesting the land was perhaps marginal and only suitable for pasture or 
even was left as waste for much of this time. 
 
Roman activity was on a small and apparently low status scale. Despite the presence of 
the known substantial Roman building(s) as close as c.50m to the north west of the area 
of investigation the artefactual evidence would appear to suggest that little of significance 
happened in Harvey's Field during the Roman period. A building as substantial as that 
found under the Minster School site, whether it was a villa or some other form of 
structure, should logically be associated with the full package of Romanised life, including 
the use of the full range of Roman cooking and dining wares. There was a complete 
absence of Mortaria, colour coated wares, samian, flagons etc, making it appear unlikely 
that Harvey's Field was site of occupation. 
 
It also seems unlikely that this material represents rubbish deposits from the nearby high 
status building; either directly spread on this site, discarded in the Potwell Dyke or 
discarded somewhere that was later eroded by this stream; had such been the case the 
assumption would be that coarsewares and finewares should be present side by side as 
might be expected in a 'typical' high status Romanised assemblage. 
 
It is also unlikely that it would be possible for people to live in such close proximity to such 
a centre but to resist Romanisation and to continue preparing food and eating in 
traditional British ways using mainly jars. The pottery assemblage, predominantly 
consisting of 'disposable' coarse ware jars and a possible beaker, seems most likely then 
to derive from sporadic and small scale activity away from the main areas of occupation, 
such as workers taking food with them when out digging ditches or tending fields etc. 
 
That there may be some component of waste spreading may be witnessed by the CBM, 
including roofing tile, bricks and central heating tile clearly deriving in some form from a 
high status building. The fragments of this material were all abraded and broken up 
suggesting extensive disturbance. This material could, however, have arrived on the site 
at a much later date with manure or with dumped earth removed from elsewhere in the 
settlement or further afield. 
 
While the small sample size should be borne in mind it is, however, notable that test pits 
6 - 10 provided an apparent concentration of Roman sherds and a possible correlation 
with a minor increase in the density of Saxo-Norman - early medieval sherds. Whether 
this is a product of archaeological activity, natural processes, post depositional 
processes, or just the small sample size is unclear, but it is tempting to interpret this 
minor possible concentration of artefacts in the area of these test pits (probably also 
including TP5) as perhaps genuinely reflective of an increased level of past human 
activity in this area beyond whatever was going on elsewhere within the piece of land 
investigated by the test pitting. Notably, the excavator identified archaeological features in 
two of these test pits (TP 7 and TP10, Beresford 2015 p7). 
 
However, the small quantities recovered and particularly the abraded to very abraded 
condition of the pottery suggests that, even had it been recovered stratified within 
archaeological features, it should not necessarily be relied upon to date those features. 
The degree of abrasion suggests it could have been deposited a considerable time, 
perhaps many centuries, later than its date of manufacture.  
 
Alternatively, given the evidence for large scale flooding recorded in the test pits 
(Beresford 2015 p6), the abrasion may have occurred as a result of water action, the 
ceramics being transported downstream and deposited as with any other fluvial detritus 
clasts. In this case even more caution should be applied in utilising the sherds for dating 
purposes as relatively modern flood waters could erode pottery out of Roman deposits 
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and re-deposit it downstream, though for the reasons mentioned earlier it seems unlikely 
that the nearby high status building would be the source. 
  
The input of pottery of the Saxo-Norman to Early Medieval period may suggest attempts 
at cultivation during this time, or other land use that left waste behind. Test Pit 8 yielded a 
relatively fresh sherd from below spit 3 of SNSPT that was of small size but had relatively 
fresh edges, this test pit also featured the only late mid - late Saxon sherd which was of 
medium size but moderately abraded. In condition, these sherds did not seem to have 
been subject to the same level of abrasion / disturbance of most of the others. 
  
The scarcity of medieval and late medieval sherds may well suggest that there was little 
activity in Harvey's Field during this time and it may have been abandoned due to water 
logging and flooding or it could have been used as pasture or meadows. The apparent 
peak of sherds displayed in Table 02 in TP06 belonging to the medieval period are 
actually a product of the crushing (through unknown but probably accidental processes, 
eg a beast's hoof sinking into an archaeological context) of the small and thin rim sherd of 
?Stanion / Lyveden shell tempered ware, with the result that what was once a small 
fragment of a single vessel was crushed into several even smaller fragments of the same 
vessel; these pieces inflate the total number of sherds in the tables. It was notable that no 
Nottingham Green Glazed wares or Nottingham type wares were present. These wares 
are very common in deposits of the period and their absence very likely suggests there 
was no input of manure or other activity that left archaeological traces from around the 
middle of the 13th century onwards, the absence of these ware types here (but presence 
in the fieldwalking) may also suggest that sherds classed as MEDLOC probably pre-date 
the middle of the 13th century. 
 
There are few sherds dating from the mid 13th century to the 18th century, the small 
quantities may represent casual losses rather than deliberate manuring and it is not until 
the later 18th century that significant quantities of pottery begin to be recovered (see 
below). The 13th to 18th century pottery might represent the spreading of fertiliser with 
limited non-organic component, limited use of this piece of land or the considerably later 
movement of soil from elsewhere within the settlement or further afield, e.g. for ground 
raising purposes in the late 18th century or later. 
 
The late 18th - early 19th century pottery is the largest group of artefacts recovered and 
consists mainly of pieces of dinner services and some tea wares. Forms and decoration 
along with the types of pottery not present would suggest a date of the last two decades 
of the 18th or first of the 19th century. The homogeneous nature of this assemblage and 
the limited range of patterns and forms present suggest that most if not all of this pottery 
may have been dumped in a single episode or within a very limited period of time. If a 
single deposit then this could have been dumped to level up the field or perhaps as an 
initial 'starter' manure deposit when the field was cultivated, but the excavator would need 
to assess this evidence in context. Certainly, the small size and abraded nature of these 
sherds suggests heavy and sustained cultivation took place, but there is a lack of early 
19th century types to suggest much sustained input of manure beyond the turn of the 
18th - 19th century. The presence of these sherds at 0.5, 0.6 and up to 0.8m depth in the 
test pits suggests quite extensive disturbance of the ground, perhaps for drainage ditches 
or land drains or other features. 
 
There is little 19th century or later pottery. This may suggest that after a short and 
sustained period of arable the land parcel was allowed to revert to pasture. However, 
Young et al suggest that systematic waste collection may have begun in Southwell in the 
middle of the 19th century (Young et al ?2014 p71). If this was the case then it would 
remove much of the non-organic component that would previously have been spread with 
manure from the fertiliser cycle. 
 
The main finds from the 19th and 20th century are those that are readily subject to casual 
loss, including clothing buttons, toy marbles and clay tobacco pipes. 
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Farthingate Field, on the other hand, includes pottery of every period from Early Medieval 
to modern date (with a significant drop off in the 18th century), though it clearly lacks 
significant or minor concentrations of Roman, Saxon, or Saxo-Norman to Early Medieval 
artefacts. It is likely that the land that is now Farthingate Field was subject to arable 
cultivation from the Early Medieval or Medieval period until at least the 18th century, but 
does not appear to have seen any significant level of late Saxon, Saxo-Norman and early 
Medieval activity, unlike Harvey's Field. The earlier artefacts from this land parcel 
(prehistoric and Roman) are likely to represent casual losses and the general 
'background scatter' of human activity, though it is always possible that later deposits 
(including but not limited to colluvium, alluvium and humanly dumped deposits) may have 
sealed and masked such activity. 
 
Unusually for a land parcel that has apparently remained in cultivation to the present day, 
the Farthingate Field fieldwalking revealed very little pottery or other artefacts of the late 
18th century onwards. Such artefacts were confined to a single Black Basalt with smear 
glaze type English Stoneware sherd and a single late 19 - mid 20th century brown 
stoneware bottle. As the above wares are present the distinct lack of other post medieval 
- modern wares is unusual from an archaeological perspective and requires explanation; 
the adoption of organised waste disposal from the middle of the 19th century (Young et al 
?2004) would not explain the lack of Tin Glazed Earthenware, Chinese, Japanese and 
English porcelain, White Salt Glazed Stoneware (English or German), Creamware, or 
Pearlware, though it could account for the lack of Whiteware. As all these pottery types 
are more or less white in colour it may be that their absence is due to collection bias 
rather than archaeological factors. If this is the case then this factor must be taken into 
consideration before any interpretation of the results of this survey is undertaken; an 
important and wealthy settlement like Southwell, despite being inland, may have had 
access to white pottery from at least the late medieval period onwards and almost 
certainly by the 16th or 17th century, if the absence is genuine this has interesting 
implications for the status of the settlement in the late medieval and post medieval period, 
a lack of the common types of Dutch or English tin glazed earthenware and Staffordshire 
type White Salt Glazed Stoneware being thrown out onto the fields with the waste could 
suggest a number of things, including that the settlement was less affluent and 
fashionable than might have been expected at this time. 
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Pottery Archives: 
 



Pottery Archive for Test Pitting at Southwell, Nottinghamshire 

(SW14)

David James Budge

trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

1 S2 BEVO1T Beverley Orange-type ware 

Fabric 1

?ID Jug 2 5.5 BS Ext susp. 

Glaze;Oxid;Form possibly 

indented jug

If indented jug poss 

1st 1/2 13th

1 S2 ROMAN Roman Black;Com SA 

Q 0.1-

0.75mm;mod 

platy black 

?bone/Burnt 

shell/argillaceous

 to 0.87mm

CLSD 1 3.4 BS Internal surfaces smooth 

textured though not 

obviously burnished

1 S2 LERTH Late earthenwares Fine orange 

sandy 

micaceous;?ID;m

ay be BEVO2

plant pot 1 1 Rim

1 S3 ROMAN Roman Even soft 

grey;Sparse SR 

Q 0.05-

0.125;Abun 

vfine Q under 

0.025mm

CLSD 1 2.7 BS Wheel thrown
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

1 S4 ROMAN Roman Black;comm 

shell 0.075-

1mm;Mod SR 

Fe to 0.25mm

CLSD 1 1.5 BS Shell unusual;seems more 

'rounded' than typical local 

fabrics

2 S2 LFS Lincolnshire Fine-shelled 

ware

Oxidised Jar / bowl 1 0.5 BS

2 S2 LEMS Lincolnshire Early Medieval 

Shelly

Ox/R/Ox jar / bowl 1 1.1 BS

2 S2 NCBW 19th-century Buff ware Small jar / 

mustard pot

1 0.6 base Footring formed by deeply 

recessing base

2 S2 CREA Creamware ?ID;Heavily 

burnt

? 1 0.6 BS Burnt

2 S4 CREA Creamware ? 1 0.2 flake

3 S2 SDOXMG Southwell Dull Oxidised 

Medieval Glazed Ware

?ID;abraded Jug / jar / bowl 1 1.4 BS ?ID;Abraded

3 S2 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 1.1 BS

3 S3 WHITE Modern whiteware ?ID;May be 

CREA

? 1 0.4 flake too small a flake to be sure 

if WHITE or a light CREA

3 S3 LERTH Late earthenwares Fine orange thrown plant pot 1 2.1 BS

3 S4 WHITE Modern whiteware ?Cup / hollow 1 0.1 BS

3 S5 CREA Creamware Plate / dish 1 1.6 Rim Bath shape;Greenish tint 

to glaze

3 S5 NOTS Nottingham stoneware Grey Hollow 1 0.5 BS

3 S5 BL Black-glazed wares Fine orange 

sandy

Bowl/Jar 1 0.9 BS int glaze
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

4 S2 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 1.1 BS

4 S3 PEARL Pearlware plate / dish 1 1.2 base Footring type 2

4 S4 ENPO English Porcelain ?saucer 1 0.3 BS

4 S5 BS Brown stoneware large jar / 

hollow

1 9.7 base Pad shadow to base (from 

firing);wear mark to base.

4 S6 ROMAN Roman Com SR-R Q 

0.05-

0.5mm;Sparse 

shell to 

1.75mm;Mod 

SA calc 0.075-

0.625;Com Fe 

0.1-0.8mm;grey

CLSD 1 9.7 BS internal surfaces flaked 

off;two rounded 

calcareous inclusions 

possibly ooliths
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Pottery Archive for Test Pitting at Southwell, Nottinghamshire 

(HF15)

David James Budge

trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

1 S1 PEARL Pearlware flat 1 1.1 BS

1 S2 BL Black-glazed wares Fine orange 

sandy micaceous

large bowl 1 119 Rim Typical collared internally 

bevelled rim of (late?) 

18th - 20thC;int glaze;see 

Osmanthorpe kiln waste

L18 - 20th

1 S2 BL Black-glazed wares fine orange 

sandy micaceous

large bowl 2 5.3 BS Internal slightly metallic 

glaze

18 - 20th

1 S2 BL Black-glazed wares Fine orange 

sandy;red and 

white clay 

streaks;white 

clay pellets

?Bowl 1 2.3 BS Int streaky metallic glaze

1 S2 NCBW 19th-century Buff ware ? 1 0.3 flake

1 S2 ENGS Unspecified English 

Stoneware

grey cylindrical 

bottle

1 2.7 BS Internal brown Fe 

wash;ext clear glaze

19 - 20th

1 S2 CREA Creamware ?flat 1 0.4 BS Glaze extensively flaked

1 S2 PEARL Pearlware Dish / plate 2 8.3 rim Could not measure 

diameter
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

1 S2 PEARL Pearlware plate / dish 1 0.7 base part of type 3 

footring;possibly part of 

previous vessel

1 S2 PEARL Pearlware ?ID, may be 

WHITE

hollow 1 0.5 BS

1 S2 PEARL Pearlware ?ID;may be 

WHITE

plate / dish 1 1 rim too small to measure

1 S2 PEARL Pearlware ?ID;may be 

WHITE

flat 1 0.2 BS Surfaces extensively 

flaked off

1 S2 PEARL Pearlware flat 1 0.9 BS flaked

1 S2 CREA Creamware ?ID due to 

burning;may be 

WHITE

? 1 0.3 BS flaked;probably burnt

1 S2 WHITE Modern whiteware ?ID may be 

PEARL

Hollow 1 0.4 BASE flake from footring type 7

1 S3 ROMAN Roman dull oxidised 

core;Mod sort 

SR-SA Q fine-

med;occ 

coarse;Rare 

coarse 

?Feldspar;mod R 

coarse Fe

jar / closed 1 1.8 BS Greyware

1 S3 BS Brown stoneware grey large jar / large 

bowl

1 8.5 Base lumps in internal glaze

1 S3 PEARL Pearlware ? 1 0.2 Flake

1 S3 WHITE Modern whiteware ?flat 1 0.4 BS

1 S3 PEARL Pearlware flat 1 1.1 BS Crazed glaze
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

2 S2 LFS Lincolnshire Fine-shelled 

ware

jar 1 0.8 BS

2 S2 BL Black-glazed wares fine orange 

sandy micaceous

Bowl / jar 1 1 BS Flake

2 S2 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 1.6 rim scalloped rim probably 

Royal pattern;could not 

measure

2 S2 ROMAN Roman Abun mod sort 

R-SA Q f-m;com 

psort grey 

CP+streaks to 

coarse;poor sort 

SA Fe to vcoars

jar 1 16.1 BS Greyware

2 S4 ENGS Unspecified English 

Stoneware

grey large jelly mould 1 110.5 rim int + ext clear 

glaze;usually includes 

moulded bunch of grapes 

at top;one of this design 

known with Lovatts 

Langley stamp

L19 - 20th

2 S4 ROMAN Roman Sparse SR f-m 

Q;comm sub vis 

Q;evenly 

reduced lead 

grey fabric

closed;?Beaker 1 3.5 Base footring;Greyware

2 S4 ROMAN Roman moderate 

quartz;evenly 

reduced grey

closed;?beaker 1 0.9 base footring base;part of above 

vessel? (Non-joining)

2 S4 ROMAN Roman Comm f Q SR-R 

rare coa;Mod SA 

qwheel thrown

Jar 1 4 BS Ext sooting or uneven 

firing
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

2 S4 ROMAN Roman Oxidised orange 

brown;soapy 

fine fabric with 

common Fe;rare 

quartz

jar / bowl? 1 1.3 ?rim either part of everted rim 

or part of a flange;too 

fragmentary to measure

3 S1 CREA Creamware ?Flat 1 0.2 flake

3 S2 LERTH Late earthenwares fine orange 

micaceous

plant pot 1 4 BS moulded

3 S2 CREA Creamware Plate / dish 1 1.3 BS

3 S2 CREA Creamware flat 1 0.7 BS

3 S2 CREA Creamware ?flat 1 0.3 flake

3 S2 NCBW 19th-century Buff ware ? 1 0.3 flake

3 S3 CREA Creamware Hollow;?cup or 

small bowl?

1 0.1 flake Thin walled;quite yellow M-L18th

3 S3 NCBW 19th-century Buff ware ? 1 0.3 BS

3 S3 NOTS Nottingham stoneware grey hollow 1 0.5 BS

3 S3 WHITE Modern whiteware hollow 1 0.9 BS Internal knife cut unglazed 

surface;ext possible handle 

scar or flaked glaze

4 S2 BS Brown stoneware grey shouldered 

cylindrical 

bottle

1 2.2 BS

4 S3 NCBW 19th-century Buff ware ? 1 0.1 flake

4 S3 MP Midlands Purple ware Jug / bunghole 

vessel / hollow

1 3.5 BS patch of ext glaze
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

4 S5 MISC Unidentified types Oxid;comm 

Q;ETC

? 1 2.2 BS May be CBM?;All 

surfaces lost

5 S1 CREA Creamware ?plate / dish;flat 5 5.4 BS Joining sherds;1 not 

joining but almost 

certainly part of vessel

5 S2 MEDLOC Medieval local fabrics Mod to comm R-

SR Q 0.12-

0.5mm;abun 

bkgnd Q less 

than 

0.05mm;mod 

fine silver and 

gold mica under 

0.05

Jug / Jar 1 2.7 BS Oxidised (orange)

5 S3 WHITE Modern whiteware Jug / hollow 1 1 BS

5 S3 MEDLOC Medieval local fabrics Comm mod 

sorted SR-SA Q 

(mixed) 0.1-

0.5mm;mod 

platy Fe rich CP 

under 

1mm;comm 

mica under 

0.075mm

Jug / jar 1 2.3 BS Ox/R/Ox (pale orange pale 

grey);Ext sooting;distinct 

narrow horiz rilling 

inside;;mica in fabric 

mostly visible at surfaces

5 S4 STSL Staffordshire/Bristol slipware buff Press moulded 

dish

1 0.5 BS

5 S4 PEARL Pearlware Mug/cup/hollow 1 0.4 BS

5 S4 PEARL Pearlware flat 1 0.5 BS
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

5 S6 SNLOC Local Saxo-Norman fabrics Ox/R/Ox(light 

brown/light 

grey);Comm SR-

SA Q 0.125 - 

0.5mm mod R 

brown Fe under 

0.5mm

Jug / jar 1 0.6 BS Traces ext sooting;thin 

walled vessel

6 S1 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 0.8 BS

6 S1 ENPO English Porcelain flat 1 0.6 BS

6 S2 WHITE Modern whiteware ?ID;could be 

PEARL

plate / dish 2 0.7 BS Non joining sherds

6 S2 ROMAN Roman Abun SR-SA Q 

0.025 - 

0.15mm;light 

grey;dark grey 

ext margin;black 

surface

jar 1 3.5 BS Wheel thrown;ext 

sooting;ext margin colour 

prob due to heating

6 S3 ENPO English Porcelain flat 1 0.6 BS

6 S3 ROMAN Roman Mod SR-SA Q 

0.1 - 

0.5mm;Sparse 

ang grog under 

1mm

closed 1 2.7 BS

6 S4 BS Brown stoneware Grey large jar 1 9.1 BS

6 S4 SNLOC Local Saxo-Norman fabrics Ox/R/Ox;commo

n poorly sorted 

SR-R Q 0.1-

0.4mm;mod R 

powdery Fe 0.05-

0.5mm

?jar 1 1.1 BS External spalling and soot 

residue probably from use
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

6 S5 MISC Unidentified types ? 1 2.3 BS Burnt / melted orange ?clay Modern

6 S7 STANLY Stanion/Lyveden ware A ?jar 5 5.1 rim everted rim;too small and 

fragmentary to measure / 

draw

6 S7 ROMAN Roman ?ID;Com poorly 

sorted shell up to 

2.25mm;com SR 

Q 0.075 - 

0.25mm;Mod R 

Fe 0.05 - 

0.3mm;Ox/R/Ox

? 1 3.8 BS Reduced;Bright oxidised 

margins / surface;one 

surface apparently sooted 

and margin burnt to darker 

colour

7 S2 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 6.5 BS crazed;spalled surfaces

7 S2 CREA Creamware Plate / dish 3 0.9 BS flakes and spalled 

frags;uncertain if different 

vessels or same vessel

7 S2 PEARL Pearlware ?ID;may be 

WHITE

?flat 1 0.7 flake

7 S2 MISC Unidentified types ?BL / BERTH? ?Jar 1 3.4 BS heavily burnt;thick burnt 

glaze and ?slag deposits 

on all surfaces;fabric not 

visible

7 S3 CREA Creamware tea pot / 

colander / 

strainer

1 0.2 BS at least 4 circular pierced 

holes;uncertain if teapot 

strainer or other form

7 S3 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 4 BS

7 S3 CREA Creamware ?Flat 1 0.3 Rim flake;rim form uncertain

7 S3 BERTH Brown glazed earthenware Fine orange hollow 1 0.7 BS Int + ext glaze 18 - 20th
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

7 S4 STMO Staffordshire/Bristol mottled-

glazed

Hollow 1 2.5 base internal glaze

7 S4 LEMS Lincolnshire Early Medieval 

Shelly

Jar / bowl 1 1.4 BS internal surface lost ?use 

attrittion

7 S4 ROMAN Roman Oxid (orange) 

sandy

Closed 1 3.1 BS

7 S5 ROMAN Roman Reduced 

grey;com psort 

Q to 0.25mm 

occ to 

1.25mm;Sparse 

SR calc to 

1mm;com R-SA 

brown Fe 0.05 - 

1mm;

Jar 1 14.1 Base Ext burnt

7 S10 ROMAN Roman evenly reduced 

grey;com Q 

0.05 - 0.2mm 

occ to 

0.5mm;Com Fe 

to 0.5mm

jar 1 5.8 base Concentric wire marks to 

underside of base

8 S1 WHITE Modern whiteware hollow / bowl 1 0.2 flake

8 S1 ROMAN Roman Brown;com SA-

SR to 

0.25mm;Mod 

SA ?grog under 

0.75mm;Rare R 

calcareous to 

0.75mm

closed 1 3.9 BS

8 S2 BERTH Brown glazed earthenware fine orange hollow / bowl? 2 1.7 BS clear int+ext glaze 19 - 20th
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

8 S2 ENGS Unspecified English 

Stoneware

grey;int + ext 

clear glaze with 

?white slip under

?bottle 1 11.7 base 19 - 20th

8 S3 CREA Creamware hollow? 1 0.9 BS Crazed + flaked glaze

8 S3 BERTH Brown glazed earthenware fine orange ?bowl 2 0.6 Rim probably same vessel as in 

S2;non joining;too small 

to measure accurately

8 S3 NOTS Nottingham stoneware grey hollow 3 2 BS

8 S3 ELFS Early Fine-shelled ware ?ID - or LFS bowl 1 11.5 BS Slight traces of ?external 

sooting

8 S5 ROMAN Roman Grey;Mod Q to 

0.25mm;Sparse 

R 

?CP/grog;sparse 

u/id minerals

closed 1 2.3 base

8 S5 MISC Unidentified types comm well 

sorted SR Q 

0.075 -  

0.25mm;comm 

R Fe up to 

0.6mm

? 1 0.5 Flake reduced (light grey);traces 

of oxidised (orange) 

surface;other surface 

lost;possibly medieval but 

may be Roman

Roman or medieval

8 S6 SNSPT Southwell Nottingham 

Splashed type

ox/r/ox jug 1 3.1 BS Ext splashed glaze

8 S6 MEDLOC Medieval local fabrics Dull Ox;Mod 

psort SA-SR Q 

0.05-

0.35mm;Mod R-

SR Fe 0.05-

0.25m;Mod R 

U/ID white 

under 0.05mm

?Jug 1 0.5 BS Abraded traces of external 

glaze
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

8 S6 ROMAN Roman Black;brown ext 

margin;Poorly 

sort mod 

Q;Comm R Fe to 

1.50mm

closed 1 4.6 BS ?External sooting;heating 

also causing brown ext 

margin?

Roman or ?med

8 S6 ROMAN Roman Mod SR Q to 

0.375mm;Com 

shell+limestone 

0.1-

0.55mm;Sparse 

gold mica under 

0.025mm;Rare 

SA ??Fe 1mm

closed 2 1.6 BS Brown/grey/brown

9 S2 NOTS Nottingham stoneware grey cup / jug 1 1.4 BS Handle attachment

9 S2 CREA Creamware ?ID;May be 

PEARL or 

WHITE

plate / dish 1 0.7 BS Burnt thus ?ID

9 S2 CREA Creamware plate / dish 2 1.9 BS

9 S2 CREA Creamware Bowl / cup 1 0.2 rim simple upright rim too 

small to measure

9 S2 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 0.8 rim Bath shape;too small to 

measure

9 S2 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 0.5 BS May be part of one of the 

above

9 S3 NSP Nottingham Splashed ware Sandy 

fabric;?ID;ext 

flaked and 

abraded

Jug / Jar 1 1.6 BS M/L12 - E13

9 S3 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 1.4 rim moulded scalloped rim too 

small to measure accurately
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

9 S4 ROMAN Roman Grey;Mod SR 

mod sort Q 0.05-

0.35mm;com SA 

grog/CP c0.375-

1mm;sparse flint 

1.25mm;Mod 

SR calc to 0.37

?jar 1 9.6 BS Hand made

9 S4 PEARL Pearlware plate / dish 1 0.5 BS Thin walled vessel

9 S4 CREA Creamware Plate / dish 8 1.2 Rim Bath;probably oval 

vessel;not all sherds 

joining;parts in next spit

9 S4 BS Brown stoneware ?ID;may be 

NOTS;grey

hollow 1 0.4 Rim too small to measure

9 S4 POTT Potterhanworth-type Ware ?ID Jar / bowl 1 1.4 BS

9 S5 ENPO English Porcelain ?Hollow 1 0.3 BS

9 S5 CREA Creamware Plate / dish 3 1.8 Rim and ba Bath;Type 6 footring;rim 

joins pieces in spit 4

9 S6 CREA Creamware plate / dish 2 0.5 flake uncertain if same vessel 

(non-joining);possibly part 

of vessel in spits 4 and 5

9 S6 MISC Unidentified types Pottery or 

CBM;fine 

orange sandy + 

fine calcareous 

inclusions

? 1 0.5 BS Roman;Medieval;P

ost Medieval

9 S8 MISC Unidentified types Fine orange 

sandy

? 1 1 BS Could be Roman brick / 

tile medieval BEVO2(T) 

or post medieval CBM

?
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

9 US STMO Staffordshire/Bristol mottled-

glazed

?ID;Burnt;buff 

fabric

Hollow 1 4.5 base No slip under int glaze 

otherwise looks more 

similar to STSL

11 S2 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 0.9 BS

11 S2 PEARL Pearlware plate / dish 1 0.9 BS

11 S2 ROMAN Roman Com SR-SA 

Q0.1-

0.37mm;mod 

shell to 

0.62mm;mod Fe 

0.1-

0.875mm;com 

mica under 

0.05mm;Ox/R/O

x

?closed 1 2.8 BS Exterior burnt;Brown;grey 

core

?early

11 S3 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 0.3 BS

11 S5 NCBW 19th-century Buff ware Hollow 1 0.8 BS ?early mocha dec

11 S5 SNSPT Southwell Nottingham 

Splashed type

Ox/R/Ox;?ID jug / jar 1 0.9 BS Traces of external pitted 

glaze;too small and 

abraded for certain ID

10 S2 LEMS Lincolnshire Early Medieval 

Shelly

jar 1 2.6 BS

10 S3 SNSPT Southwell Nottingham 

Splashed type

?ID;burnt ?jug 1 0.9 BS ?ID;ext burnt;pocked ext 

glaze

10 S3 ROMAN Roman Grey;com poorly 

sorted SR Q 

0.05-0.5mm

?jar 1 3.4 BS
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

10 S3 ROMAN Roman Mod well sort 

SA-SR Q 0.1-

0.27mm;Mod Fe 

to 

0.12mm;Sparse/

Mod SR 

limestone 0.1-

1.25mm;R/Ox/R

jar 1 6.8 Rim everted rim;Brownish core 

grey surfaces/margins

10 S3 BERTH Brown glazed earthenware Fine orange 

sandy micaceous

large bowl 1 2.9 BS Int glaze;no slip;probably 

local (Osmanthorpe)

18 - 20th

10 S3 BS Brown stoneware grey Jar / hollow 1 1.7 BS

10 S3 BS Brown stoneware grey;comm ?Fe 

turned to slag 

visible in break 

and surfaces

?hollow 1 0.9 BS int + ext glaze

10 S3 BL Black-glazed wares Fine orange 

sandy

large jar / bowl 1 1 BS Exterior shattered

10 S3 PEARL Pearlware Plate / dish 1 1.4 BS

10 S3 PEARL Pearlware dish 1 0.5 BS

10 S3 PEARL Pearlware Plate / dish 1 0.3 rim flaked;too fragmentary to 

measure

10 S3 CREA Creamware small bowl / 

hollow

1 0.2 BS thin walled;perhaps tea 

bowl or cup

10 S4 LEMS Lincolnshire Early Medieval 

Shelly

jar / bowl 1 3.2 BS Slight external sooting

10 S4 CREA Creamware dish 1 2.3 BS

10 S4 CREA Creamware Dish 1 2.4 BS
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

10 S4 CREA Creamware Quite yellow dish / plate 1 2.1 BS M18 - L 18?

10 S4 PEARL Pearlware Flat 1 0.4 BS Frogspawn similar to that 

on a saucer attributed to 

Davenport in Roberts 

2006 p 25

End 18th

10 S4 PEARL Pearlware plate / dish 1 2.2 BS

10 S4 PEARL Pearlware plate 3 4.6 rim Scalloped rim so too small 

to measure;pattern 

uncertain;perhaps railway 

scene

10 S4 WHITE Modern whiteware ?ID large bowl / 

dish?

1 0.4 rim everted rounded rim too 

small to measure

10 S4 PEARL Pearlware ?ID;too flaked plate / dish 1 0.8 rim flake;int flaked;ext frost 

spalls;?ID

10 S4 PEARL Pearlware ? 1 0.3 BS Tiny frag

10 S4 WHITE Modern whiteware plate / dish 1 0.3 flake ?ID

10 S5 NOTS Nottingham stoneware grey large hollow 1 0.7 BS

10 S5 CREA Creamware bowl / tea bowl? 8 1.4 BS Thin walled;crazed 

glaze;some glaze flaked 

off some surfaces spalled

10 S9 ROMAN Roman Com p sort SR Q 

0.05-

0.375mm;Sparse/

mod R-SR Fe 

0.1-

0.75mm;grey 

core light 

grey/brown 

margins+surfac

?jar 1 4.3 BS

14 October 2016 Page 14 of 17



trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

12 S1 CREA Creamware flat 1 0.2 BS Extensive frost fracturing

12 S2 CREA Creamware Plate / dish 1 6.2 rim Bath;probably oval vessel 

as diameter could not be 

measured

12 S2 CREA Creamware plate / dish 1 1 rim uncertain edge 

pattern;similar to Bath but 

much more distinct and 

sharp bead to the edge;too 

small to measure

12 S2 CREA Creamware hollow 1 0.5 rim simple everted rounded 

rim;too small to measure

12 s2 PEARL Pearlware ?ID:too small ?Hollow 1 0.7 ?rim / flake

12 S2 BS Brown stoneware grey hollow 1 0.5 BS ?Burnt

12 S3 BL Black-glazed wares fine orange sandy large bowl 1 4.8 Base Knife trimmed 

exterior;internal glaze

18 - 20th

12 S3 CREA Creamware Plate / dish 1 1.1 BS

12 S3 CREA Creamware ?Plate / dish 1 0.6 base Slight abrasion to 

glaze;?from use

12 S3 CREA Creamware ? 1 0.1 flake

12 S5 CREA Creamware Saucer 2 1 base Footring type 6;quite 

flaked

12 S5 CREA Creamware flat 1 2 BS crazed glaze

12 S5 CREA Creamware small bowl 1 0.2 BS

12 S5 CREA Creamware ?saucer / flat 1 0.5 base flaked but probably type 6 

footring
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

12 S5 CREA Creamware saucer 1 0.4 base footring type 6

12 S5 CREA Creamware ?flat 6 3.6 BS misc pieces and flakes;size 

suggests possibly plates 

etc;uncertain if all 

different vessels or some 

from same vessels

12 S5 CREA Creamware ? 12 1.4 flake may be parts of above 

vessels or others;too small 

and fragmentary to tell

12 S5 CREA Creamware ? 2 0.7 flake

12 S5 ENPO English Porcelain Hollow 1 0.3 BS

12 S8 CREA Creamware saucer 1 0.2 base footring type 6

12 S8 PEARL Pearlware ?ID;too small to 

be certain

? 1 0.1 BS

12 S8 BL Black-glazed wares fine orange sandy bowl / jar 1 0.2 flake

12 S8 MISC Unidentified types Fine orange 

micaceous sim 

to BEVO2

? 1 0.3 flake uncertain if medieval or 

later pot or Roman brick / 

tile

Roman / medieval / 

post medieval

13 S2 PEARL Pearlware ?ID;May be 

WHITE with 

flow blue dec

plate / dish 1 0.8 BS T/P blurry;uncertain if just 

poorly applied or an only 

slightly flowed flow blue

13 S3 LFS Lincolnshire Fine-shelled 

ware

Jar / Bowl 1 1.5 BS

13 S3 PEARL Pearlware ?Bowl/jug/hollo

w

1 0.3 BS Glaze flaked E19

13 S3 NOTS Nottingham stoneware grey Hollow 1 0.2 BS

14 October 2016 Page 16 of 17



trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

13 S3 PEARL Pearlware ?Plate 1 1.2 BS Multiple narrow parallel 

shallow rounded ridges to 

rear;perhaps sugggest 

rectangular form

13 S3 CREA Creamware Dish 1 2.1 BS

13 S3 CREA Creamware ?Dish 1 0.2 flake

13 S3 CREA Creamware ?ID heavily burnt Jug/Hollow 1 0.5 Base Footring type 7;heavily 

burnt

13 S3 NCBW 19th-century Buff ware Hollow 1 0.2 BS

13 S3 WHITE Modern whiteware ?cup 2 0.7 Handle

14 S1 CREA Creamware dish 1 1.1 BS

14 S2 MISC Unidentified types Fine ox 

micaceous as 

BEVO2

? 1 0.2 BS Either Ro CBM;Med pot 

or pmed CBM

14 S2 ENGS Unspecified English 

Stoneware

Light grey Cylindrical jar / 

jam / 

marmalade pot

1 0.5 Rim upright simple 

rim;rounded top; 

horizontal groove below 

rim

L19 - 20th

14 S2 BS Brown stoneware Grey Hollow 1 2.2 BS Internal brown salt 

glaze;external thin patchy 

salt glaze without Fe wash

14 S3 CREA Creamware Small bowl 1 0.1 BS

14 S3 BERTH Brown glazed earthenware Fine orange ? 1 0.1 BS Internal + external glaze ?L18 - 20th
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Ceramic Building Material Archive for Harvey's Field, Southwell, 

Nottinghamshire (HF15)

David James Budge

context cname full name fabric frags weight description date

S3 IMB imbrex Dull ox;sandy + 

Fe + CP

1 18 ?ID;flaked;unusual fabric ?Ro

S2 IMB imbrex Ox sandy 1 14 Flake Ro

S7 RBRK Roman brick Fine sandy Oxid + 

mica

1 96 Soft powdery orange fabric sim to BEVO2 Ro

S2 BOX Roman box tile Ox/R/Ox;fine 

sandy;powdery 

red Fe com to 2mm

1 20 dec made with comb with at least 8 teeth;tooth 

second from the end possibly broken as gap at the 

edge about wide enough for a tooth to be present?

Ro

S5 TEG Tegula blue grey with 

patchy purple 

core;abun Q;

1 152 Thick tile;flange 54.6mm high 20.4mm max 

width;tile body c.43mm thick;Fabric has flint and 

common rounded calcareous lumps

Ro

S6 RTIL Roman tile Ox/R/Ox;sparse 

fine Q;Mod Fe

1 43 Lump. Abraded Ro
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Pottery Archive for Fieldwalking at Southwell, Nottinghamshire

David James Budge

trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

1-1 ENGS Unspecified English 

Stoneware

Black 

basalt;'smear' 

glaze

teapot/lid 

seated vessel

1 0.8 rim Upright simple rounded 

rim

L18 - 20

1-5 BEVO1 Beverley Orange ware Fabric 

1

A;?ID Jug 1 21.5 Handle Traces of pocked 

glaze;strap

2-1 HUM Humberware Sim. MAS type 

sherd from 

HOSM kilns, but 

has sparse clay 

pellets or 

mudrock larger 

than type sherd

Jug / Jar / 

BHVess

1 5.7 BS Unglazed

10-3 BERTH Brown glazed earthenware Ticknall Ingleby 

Lane fabric 

3;Budge in prep 

a

Bowl 1 5.6 BS Int brown glaze;int + ext 

orange slip;Probably 

Ticknall?

c.M17 - 18
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

11-1 BERTH Brown glazed earthenware Orange;Occ red 

streaks;mod SA 

Q 0.05 to 

0.4mm;R 

powdery red Fe 

to 

1.25mm;Sparse 

brown ?Fe to 

0.75mm

?Jar 1 7.7 BS Int + ext red brown 

slip;splashes of internal 

glaze;?Not Ticknall;?early

?

13-2 EMLOC Local Early Medieval fabrics Ox/R/Ox (light 

brown / 

grey);Typical 

Trent Valley sand

Jug / jar 1 2.2 BS Traces of pocked splashed 

glaze to ext

16-2 NNCSW North Nottinghamshire 

Coarse Sandy Ware

Light firing 

(Orange;int surf 

brown/orange);qu

artz and Fe

?Jar / Bhvess 1 18.9 BS Slipped surfaces;Possibly 

has firing crack

21-2 MP Midlands Purple ware Reduced purple; 

visually 

indistinguishable 

from Ticknall 

MP

?jug 1 32.8 BS Ext purple/ black glaze

21-3 NNQS North Nottinghamshire 

Quartz and Shell

Shell leached out ?jar 1 5.2 ?base Too abraded to distinguish 

form / part

26-1 BEVO2 Beverley Orange ware Fabric 

2

?jug 1 18.5 ?base Traces of ext Cu Pb 

suspension glaze

27-1 NOTGL Light Bodied Nottingham 

Green Glazed ware

Possibly not 

made in 

Nottingham

Jug 1 17.5 BS Lower body; unglazed

27-1 NOTGL Light Bodied Nottingham 

Green Glazed ware

Jug 1 3.7 BS Ext Pb glaze;Not the same 

vessel as other sherd from 

27-1
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

31-1 BS Brown stoneware grey bottle;?Blacking

/polish

1 7.9 rim Upright simple rim with 

flat top

19 - 20th

34-1 MEDLOC Medieval local fabrics LF 

(cream);comm 

SR Q 0.025-

0.3mm;Sparse 

?Feldspar to 

0.6mm;SR Fe 

mod sorted to 

0.375mm

?Jug 1 3.3 BS

36-1 HUM Humberware sparse - mod 

mod sorted SA 

white Q to 

3.5mm;otherwise

 typical fine 

sandy 

fabric;Ox/R/Ox

BHVess / Large 

Jug

1 118.2 handle Traces of reduced Pb glaze 

upper surface;Both 

surfaces convex;most sim 

handle form Hayfield 

1985 fig205 No2

15 - m16

36-3 ROMAN Roman Evenly reduced 

sandy greyware

Jar 1 1.7 BS

42-1 CIST Cistercian-type ware Fine 

purple;sparse ?Q 

under 1.25mm

Covered cup 1 1.1 rim Simple upright rim with 

ext lid seating;Brears type 

1 (1971) and Boyle 2003 

fig 2 no 3;Probably 

Ticknall

43-1 BEVO1T Beverley Orange-type ware 

Fabric 1

Jug 1 2.9 BS Traces of white slip under 

remains of pocked green / 

brown Pb glaze

48-2 RAER Raeren stoneware drinking vessel 

/ jug

1 4.2 BS Ext Fe washed giving 

brown salt glaze;int white 

salt glaze;typical rilled 

drinking mug or jug
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trench context cname full name sub fabric form type sherds weight part description date

50-1 EMLOC Local Early Medieval fabrics Ox/R/Ox (ext 

patchily due to 

glaze sealing) 

orange / grey / 

orange;Nottingha

mshire type 

inclusions

Jug / jar 1 1.1 rim Distorted;?near 

lip;Everted int+ext 

bevelled;sim Young et al 

2005 fig 102 no 747;Ext 

traces of pocked susp 

glaze;

51-1 NSP Nottingham Splashed ware Sandy;Ox/R/Ox Jug / jar? 1 3.3 BS L12 - M13

52-1 MP Midlands Purple ware Reduced 

purple/brown/gre

y;As Ticknall

?Jug/hollow 1 11 BS Probably Ticknall

52-1 MEDX Non Local Medieval Fabrics Comm R Fe 

0.05 - 

1mm;Comm SA 

Q c.0.025 - 

0.1mm;Bright 

Ox (orange) / 

blue/grey R

Jug 1 2.3 BS Cannot distinguish inner / 

outer parts;if Ox surface 

ext then appears to be 

concave

52-2 NOTGL Light Bodied Nottingham 

Green Glazed ware

Pale orange ext 

light grey int

jug 1 4.1 BS

54-2 BEVO2 Beverley Orange ware Fabric 

2

?Bowl 1 5.1 BS Good quality Cu enriched 

Pb susp glaze internally

55-3 STSL Staffordshire/Bristol slipware buff Press moulded 

dish

1 5.6 BS 18th

55-4 MP Midlands Purple ware ?ID-a little finer 

than typical 

Ticknall;may be 

other MP centre

jar 1 16.8 rim Form as Boyle + 

Rowlandson 2008 fig 9 no 

4 except top of rim a little 

more rolled over

55-5 STMO Staffordshire/Bristol mottled-

glazed

Buff;fine quartz 

and Fe

Hollow 1 1.5 BS
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55-7 MEDLOC Medieval local fabrics NOTGV?;Form 

and fabric not 

Notts

Jug 1 14.5 rim Ext dk green Cu glaze;sl 

inturned cuffed rim as 

Young 2005 fig 128 no 

961 + corrugated neck

??1st 1/4 13thC

56-1 MP Midlands Purple ware Purple / brown hollow 1 4.9 BS Possibly too fine for 

Ticknall but not out of the 

possible range of Ticknall 

products

US1 NOTGL Light Bodied Nottingham 

Green Glazed ware

Reduced int (Dk 

grey) white ext 

margin

Jug 1 6.5 rim Typical thickened 

internally bevelled rim eg 

Young 2005 fig 145 no 

1133

US1 MP Midlands Purple ware Reduced 

grey/blue

Large 

hollow/?BHVess

1 55 base Purple glaze int base;ext 

splashes + sanded glaze 

from vessel stacked on top 

of this;Likely Ticknall

US1 NOTGL Light Bodied Nottingham 

Green Glazed ware

Jug 1 4.7 BS

US1 LEMS Lincolnshire Early Medieval 

Shelly

??ID;very 

leached and 

abraded;Ox 

(brown) surfaces 

dk grey core;

Jar / bowl 1 3.9 BS ?part of same vessel as 

?LEMS also from US1?

US1 LEMS Lincolnshire Early Medieval 

Shelly

?ID;shell 

leached;Brown 

Ox with dk grey 

core

?Jar / bowl 1 2 BS ?Part of same ??LEMS 

vessel also from US1?

US1 MEDLOC Medieval local fabrics R (grey);mod 

Q;sparse clay 

pellet / mudrock 

to 1.125mm

Jug 1 1.3 BS Ext reduced Pb glaze
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US2 MP Midlands Purple ware Brown;few 

orange streaks

Jug / jar 1 4.1 BS Internal purple glaze

US3 NNCSW North Nottinghamshire 

Coarse Sandy Ware

?ID;fab similar 

to MP but has 

distinct red Fe 

SR

?jar/BHVess/Jug 1 17.7 Rim Tiny squared 

rim;unusually small for 

size + diameter of 

vessel;ribbed neck

US4 NOTGL Light Bodied Nottingham 

Green Glazed ware

Jug 1 3.1 BS Cu glaze

US5 NOTLBG Nottingham Light-bodied 

Gritty ware

?ID;may be 

NNCSW;buff 

with int orange 

ext blue/grey 

surfaces

Jug / jar? 1 6.1 BS

36-2 ROMAN Roman Sandy+grog+Fe;d

k grey/black 

int+int 

margin;lighter 

grey ext margin 

+ core; dark grey 

ext surface.

?jar 1 11.7 BS
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