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ABSTRACT

This thesis investigates the manufacture and use of
ceramics over four centuries in Lincolnshire, and considers
the evidence for date and function of the pottery itself
and for the social standing and economy of the potters,
late survivors of the medieval peasant craftsman tradition.
Documentary and physical evidence are both searched to pro-
duce the most comprehensive possible list of sites and
potters names, and to highlight the areas of doubt where
neither type of source can give sufficient proof. The
methods of pottery prodiction are also examined and two
specific types of vessels are discussed in detail as exam-
ples of the search for origins. From this point the search
widens to coﬁsider the importation principally by sea of
pottery from other parts of the country and from Europe,
and the prices of such wares are compared with prices of
local products. This leads to certain conclusions about
the economic pressures on local potters and their adjust-

ments to deal with new problems and changing expectations.

Contemporary sources, depositional evidence and context

are next used to study the names and function of pottery,
and finally the principles of dating are discussed, and a
series of pottery groups are analysed to test the relia-
bility and transferability of dating. Throughout pottery
making is compared with comparable trades and Lincolnshire's

position with that of the wider ceramic world.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION AND METHODOTOGY

My subject - the pottery made and used in the historic
county of Lincolnshire between 1450 and 1850 - is one which
has until now attracted very little attention. Within the
county no production sites are of any more than local
importance either in scale or quality of manufacture nor
yet in innovation of technique. Indeed Lincolnshire was
probably one of the most backward areas of England in
ceramic terms. The Coal Measures with their associated
clays were outside its boundaries, denying the local
potters any opportunity to rival Stoke on Trent or the
manifold potteries of West Yorkshire with new wares while
the shift in trading interests from east coast to west
coast with the rise of the American and West Indian
colonies, which gave such a fillip to the North Devon,
Liverpool and Bristol potters, was a backward step for
Lincolnshire. 1In the Middle Ages jugs from Toynton All
Saints found their way to Norway: it is tolerably certain
that no post-medieval Lincolnshire products were exported
from the country. On the contrary the local potters were
forced to compete in ports such as Boston with attractive

and cheaper imports from Europe sent direct or via London.

All these factors made for conservatism in style, a small
and unstable local industry, and much poverty among the

potters. Nonetheless it is instructive to see the

Fig.1l



survival - perforce - of old fashioned styles and methods
into a period when documentary evidence becomes really
useful. The close dating of pottery itself becomes more
difficult since for instance coarse earthenware with a
green lead glaze continued to be made for some two hundred
years after its general disappearance in other parts of the
country, while the technique of producing a mottled or
streaked effect by the addition of iron to a clear lead
glaze, developed in Staffordshire before 1700, survived until
the closure of the last pottery at Bolingbroke around 1800.
Indeed some ceramic forms occurring on their own cannot be
dated more closely than within a bracket of some two cen-
turies. Luckily other forms were more inclined to change
and to diagnostic detail. Experiments were clearly tried
out: Blackware imitations were produced at Bolingbroke and
Boston, while at the former and at Bourne a very few vessels
with sgraffito decoration were made, under what influence it
is not clear but there is nothing to indicate that anything
more than a tiny proportion of 'exotic' items were ever

included in the quota.

In the period of my study - four centuries of vigorous
social and political change - it is clear that the sources
and range of information vary vastly. In terms of documen-
tary evidence alone the quantity and quality of information
in 1850 bears no relation to the few scraps of mid-15th
century documentation. Trade Directories, Census Returns,

Tithe Awards - all these provide evidence of a direct and



unequivocal kind quite unlike the passing references in
Household Accounts and Court Rolls. The richness of post-
medieval documentary evidence I have utilized to the full
and I regard this part of my study to be of the greatest
importance. The strictly archaeological account of dated
groups and contexts will I believe become subject to con-
siderable change in the course of time: how much post-
medieval stratification has been simply brushed aside in
past excavations the purpose of which was to locate a Roman

rampart or to clear the debris from an Abbey ruin?

I believe furthermore that the quantity of recoverable post-
medieval sherds, if finite, will be truly vast, so refrain
from drawing over elaborate conclusions from the distribu-
tion patterns of distinctive or imported fabrics from the
pitiably small proportions at present to hand. A single

new excavation of a selected site in Boston could probably
double the present totals for imported sherds in Lincolnshire.
I hope that this study may provide a background against
which further and more detailed work can be carried out.

In particular a rigorous scientific analysis of pottery
fabrics deserves to be undertaken. While it is possible at
the moment to obtain analysis of thin sections from groups
of known origin - eg. kiln waster groups - a great lacuna

is the absence of any speedy and cheap method of processing
large quantities of pottery without resorting to the, in

the end, subjective use of eye and microscope.



The largest quantity of post-medieval pottery to be recov-
ered comes from recent urban excavations in Lincoln and
Stamford. However the contamination and residuality in
pottery groups is usually very high in urban contexts and
there is also often a lack of independent dating evidence“
(eg. clay pipes or coins) or insufficient quantity to
satisfy statistical requirements for accuracy. Imported
pottery may appear to provide a key to dating, but this
method suffers from two simple pitfalls. The first is its
relative rarity in 'inland' Lincolnshire, hence the possi-
bility may arise of differential treatment of 'heirloom'
pieces and the resultant delay in their entry into rubbish
deposits. The second pitfall is that many imported pieces
are regarded as 'type-fossils' of a particular period.
There is often a strong element of truth behind this assump-
tion, but when we consider the occurrence of the type in
its homeland we find that it can have a much wider date
range and occasionally a completely floating internal
chronology between two widely spaced extreme dates. 1In
other words we are often more confident of Continental

dating than Continental archaeologists are.

My method of approach will be to build up a corpus of
pottery groups, each being as free of contamination from
earlier or later deposits as is possible, and to use them
to establish an internal chronology based on the occurrence
of the pots themselves, or on external evidence if the

relationship is clear enough. Together with this I shall



draw together groups of wasters from kiln groups to show
the available local sources, and use documentary evidence
to demonstrate the social position and degree of capitali-

zation enjoyed by the potters.

The potentially useful connections with imported pottery
will be pursued from two angles: from that of European
imports and also from the point of view of imports from

the rest of England. Some imports from the rest of
England are very distinctive. Such is the case with
Staffordshire products. Other coarse wares from neighbour-
ing ‘counties depend for their recognition very much on the
degree and depth of work carried out there. 1In the case of
Lincolnshire the neighbouring county of Nottinghamshire
(and especially the city of Nottingham) provides us with a
more industrialized and technically more advanced industry,
which is generally distinctive. Leicestershire,
Cambridgeshire and Norfolk however, are less easy in
general to separate in terms of fabric and finish from
South Lincolnshire. Only when as much detailed work has
been done in each of these counties as is currently avail-
able for the 10th-12th centuries will it be possible to

isolate products with any degree of confidence.

Previous studies in post-medieval Lincolnshire ceramics
have been very limited in scale. Pioneer work by the late
Mrs Rudkin and Miss Hilary Healey was included in P. Brears,

The English Country Pottery.1 Miss Healey's own work on




the medieval pottery of Lincolnshire was summed up in an

MPhil thesis for the University of Nottingham in 1975,2 and

in a continuing series of notes in Lincolnshire History and

Archaeology. This journal has also carried many useful

notes in an article, successively entitled 'Archaeological
Notes, 19e«+', and 'Archaeology in Lincolnshire and South
Humberside, 19e+' which has run without a break since

3 Other writers on relevant topics include Hurst4 and

1952,
Coppack,5 who have both broken new ground in Lincolnshire
medieval and post-medieval studies, the former with a
European ceramic background, the latter from a detailed
knowledge of East Midlands ceramics. Hurst, too, has
produced a most useful resumé of the present state of

medieval ceramic studies in Lincolnshire, up to 1984,6 which

includes much on post-medieval ceramics as well.

It is unfortunate that as yet no detailed post-medieval
groups have been published from the two most important
urban centres, Stamford and Lincoln. I have, however, been
given useful access to the Lincoln groups by Dr Lauren
Adams, one-time medieval pottery researcher at the Lincoln
Archaeological Trust. I would like to acknowledge in par-
ticular with grateful thanks the help of the late Mrs Ethel
Rudkin, Miss Hilary Healey, and Dr Lauren Adams, as well

as the late Antony Gunstone, formerly Director of
Lincolnshire Museums, for his encouragement and advice, and
my former colleague at the City and County Museum, Lincoln,

Maggi Solly and my successor there, Anthony Page, for



continuing access to stored material.

Finally I should add that this thesis commenced in 1978,
was largely researched before my move to Lancaster in

late 1983, but has been updated to include relevant new
information where possible. The subject does not stand
still, however, and inevitably decisions have had to be
taken deliberately to exclude some new evidence if it does
not materially affect the main thrust of the argument. I
have tried to summarize most of the relevant recent work

and references will be found in the bibliography.
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CHAPTER 2

POTTERY MAKING IN LINCOLNSHIRE - DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE

2.1 Introduction

The choice of any starting and finishing dates for this
survey of pottery-making in Lincolnshire is bound to be
artificial. Several sites mentioned here had been produc-
ing pottery for several centuries before 1450, while others
continued after 185031 This period of four centuries 1is,
however, of a convenient length to study and it has two
further merits. Firstly the latter half of the 15th cen-
tury saw a major change in the pattern of imports into this
country, so that deposits of this date offer a greater
chance of cross-dating with foreign products.2 Secondly the
mid-19th century was a time in Lincolnshire when the local
late-medieval survivals, such as the kilns of Bolingbroke,
had ceased to exist, and their places were being taken by
kilns attached to brickyards, producing wares in a differ-
ent tradition and often run by potters with a training in

other centres.3

The phrase 'late-medieval' may require some qualification.

I do not imply that medieval styles remained completely
fossilized in the local potters' repertoire. On the con-
trary there are indications of considerable experimentation,
particularly in the 16th and 17th centuries,® and there was

also some conscious copying of techniques practised
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elsewhere, such as slipping, sgraffito, and colouring of
glazes. The real force for conservatism, noticed also in
Yorkshire and the North of England generally at this

2 was the retention of the cottage industry tradition,

period,
typified by the family unit plus a small number of appren-
tices and journeymen. The carving away of the wider markets
by more distant factory potteries on the Coal Measures6 led
inevitably to a decline in profitability, to part-time and
seasonal production, and to a reduction in the capacity to
experiment and innovate. The remoteness of east Lincolnshire
no doubt helped the industry to survive there up to the end
of the 18th century,7 but elsewhere, and notably in Lincoln
the local industry had been defunct since the 15th

century.8 The outward manifestation of the late—medieval
survival was the retention of a basic range of forms such

as pancheons, jugs, and ale-pots9 in an unrefined clay
derived from local clay deposits, glazed with lead to
provide a green or brown surface depending on whether the
fabric was reduced or oxidized in the kiln. The result was
usually an unpretentious but serviceable product well

adapted to kitchen and dairy purposes, which gradually

moved down the social scale as tablewares became cheaper

and more readily available.

Canons of Evidence

Recognition of kiln-sites in Lincolnshire comes from a
variety of sources. 1In some cases eg. Boston a site is

known from physical remains but there is virtually nothing
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in the way of documentary evidence. At Hareby, however,
though we know a good deal about the potter the location of
his kiln remains unknown. Waster evidence at Fishtoft and
Wildmore suggests in each case the presence of a kiln, but
other factors point to the dumping of waste from elsewhere

at both sites to strengthen the banks of the river Witham.

It has been noticed elsewhere that production sites may
pre-date written evidence by a considerable space of

10 and it is reasonable to assume that major centres

time,
such as Bolingbroke were in operation long before the first
potters' names are recorded. The various kinds of written
evidence, furthermore, have a tendency to change with time
and to become more or less useful accordingly. This is
especially true of Parish Registers which were only estab-
lished in 1538, which do not in general quote occupations
prior to ¢T600, and which become uniform and hence less
informative from the introduction of printed forms in 1812.

Bolingbroke is especially fortunate in its detailed

registers.

Field evidence is also extremely variable, and depends on
the degree of disturbance, from ploughing, via building
work to full archaeological excavation, and to the interest

or otherwise of field-workers.
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Documentary Evidence

The main classes of document which I have found useful in
this study are listed briefly below. It is not intended
to examine exhaustively the nature of each. Manuscript

sources are mainly to be found in either the Lincolnshire’
Archives Office (LAO) in Lincoln or in the Public Record
Office (PRO) in Chancery Lane, London. The split between
the two is in general between local, diocesan records and
estate papers, and national records which include both

those of the various royal functionaries and those of the

Duchy of Lancaster. Extensive Duchy propertyiincluding the

Castle and Honour of Bolingbroke makes the latter a poten-

tially useful source.

The following are the principal sources for information on

potters.

1. "Parish Registers and Bishop's Transcripts.

2. Other Parish papers (Churchwardens', Constables',
and Overseers' Accounts, and Glebe Terriers.

3. Probate inventories.

4. Wills.

5. Court Rolls.

6. Leases and Indentures.

7 Household Accounts.

8. Rentals and Surveys (especially of the Duchy of
Lancaster properties).

9. Maps.
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10. Local newspapers.
11. Census Enumerators' Returns.

12. Published sources, including Trade Directories.

2.2 Lincolnshire Potters, 1450-1850

Only the merest handful of medieval Lincolnshire potters
are known to us by name, and these mostly by chance. One
Robert le Potter of Boston,111is known because he was away
on a Pilgrimage in about 1200, while Siward le Potter of

Glentworth12 is recorded in 1172 as a tenant of Catley

Priory. Similarly Hugh le Potter13 of St Botolph's parish
in Lincoln appears in a Thurgarton charter of c1250.

These can all be recognized by their distinctive surname or
trade-name, but in the course of time such surnames either
became fossilized or had no meaning; hence later potters
must be described as potters for us to be even moderately

14 15

certain of their trade. One such is Richard le Dyke,

potter, of St Peter-at-Pleas parish in Lincoln, recorded
in 1365, who may have been responsible for the wasters and

moulds for face-masks on jugs found on the site of the Great

Northern (now Central) Station in 1848.16 A few more names

are known from the Court Rolls of Toynton All Saints,

through the researches of Mrs le Patourel.17
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With this short list should be compared the forty-odd names
of potters working in the period 1450-1850, of whom we
know in many cases a large amount of biographical detail,
including age, fmaily relationships, and property. It is
not surprising that a much more rounded picture emerges,

or that relatively much more attention should be paid to
this side of the story than would be the case in earlier
centuries. I propose to proceed alphabetically through the
places where pottery was made and to give a resumé of what
is known of each potter, including original sources and

transcripts where these are substantially helpful.

1. Bolingbroke

By far the greatest number of potters' names in all
Lincolnshire are recorded at Bolingbroke, where the pottery
industry flourished for over two centuries. Not all the
names are of master potters. Several appear to be paid
workmen, journeymen, or even relatives employed in the
potteries. Most potteries probably used cheap or free
labour from within the family. Several potting dynasties
such as the Stanneys and the Ousmans seem to have main-
tained the early traditions and may account for the con-
servatism in form and finish practised by the Bolingbroke

potters.

1. The earliest named potter may be Arthur Ousman who
18

died in 1609. His inventory does not call him a potter,

nor has he any pots or equipment listed. On the other
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hand he has no obvious source of income at all, and it is
interesting to note that one of the appraisers of his
property was Thomas Garrett, brother-in-law to Lebbens
Walker of Hareby (see below), which may imply that Arthur was
a potter. Given the other Ousman names connected with
potting it is possible that Arthur worked for his father or
an elder brother, in which case his work-place would not be

his house, and he would not leave evidence of his trade in

his inventory.

19

2. Thomas Owesman (Jnr), died in 1611, shortly after

his daughter was christened. His father

3. Thomas Owesman (Snr)20 died in 1615 and presumably had

been potting at Bolingbroke since about the 1580s at least.
It is likely that Arthur was his younger son.
4, Also working in the early years of the 17th century

was John Burton (fl1.1616) the burials of whose daughters
21

are recorded in that year. Presumably related to him -

perhaps his brother was

5. William Burton (f1.1618) whose son was christened in

that year,zz‘while another potter,

6. Richard Stapleton, had his daughter christened in
23

1618. One member of the Squire's family, Thomas Bryan,

left in one of his rooms known as 'Deht Chamber': 'ii dozen
of bools six dozen of earthen pans' worth 12s in 1616. 2%
It is not very likely that the was a potter, and perhaps
he was supplementing his income by wholesaling pots for

the Bolingbroke potters, or even receiving them as payment

in kind for rent.
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After 1618 there is a gap until 1681 in our direct
knowledge of working potters. It is most unlikely that
the pottery industry disappeared but this period marks the
transition from the Owesman to the Stanney dynasties, and
lack of information is compounded by the failure of
sources during Civil War and Commonwealth. William Burton,
mentioned above, may be the same man as the William Burton

recorded as a copyholder of the Duchy of Lancaster in a

5 If William Burton the

Parliamentary survey of 1650.2
potter is the man recorded in the 1650 Survey he may bridge
the gap which otherwise exists in the mid-17th century.
Another source which does not unfortunately mention occu-
pations is the Return of Hearth Tax Assessments, which
survive in the PRO. That of 166226 includes the names of
William Burton, Nicholas Burton, Richard Semper, John
Stanney Snr. and Robert Stanney. That of 167027 includes
Nicholas Burton, John Burton, Thomas Ousman and William
Ousman, but is very defective and a number of names have
been lost. All these names could belong to potters but in
the absence of proof positive they cannot be claimed as
such. However this evidence does perhaps cover the period
between 1618 and 1681.

8. The next potter is Robert Stanney who died in 169228

leaving only £2 worth of 'Pootts', but a great deal in the
way of cattle and sheep, and the 23 horses which suggests
that he had access to valuable common in the Fen for

grazing. Significantly 'fuel' ranks higher at £3 than his
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stock of pots. It is very likely that it was in the form
of a turf-stack, as with the Bourne potters. How far back
Stanney's career runs we cannot tell, though he may be the
individual named in 1662. There is no reason to suppose
that he died young - his inventory totals the respectable
sum of £113-03-00d - and in the absence of a will there is
no check as to the age of children. 1In 168129 he was a
Parish Constable and in 168330 he was elected Boon Master.

In the former office his companion was

9. John Stanney, not recorded as a potter, but probably

Robert's brother and one of the appraisers of his household
goods in 1692'.31 The 1662 Hearth Tax names John Stanney Snr.
who was probably the father of both men. 1In 1692

10,11. John Langley and William Ousman were both in
32

The Parish Register record the
33

receipt of Parish Relief.
burial of 'John Langley, Poor Potter' in 1734 so perhaps
this is the same man. William Ousman is not named as a
potter, but may be a link in the dynasty which ran from the
late 16th to the mid-18th century.

12. John Semper, Potter, appears regularly in the Parish

Registers with the christenings of a son and two daughters
in 1701 and 1706, and the burials of daughters in 1703 and
1706. His own death in 1707 is indicated by an Administra-

4 . , !
3 granting administration to Ann Semper, widow,

tion Bond
and two members of the wealthy Stapleton family. However,
his widow Susanna, also deceased, is recorded in his brief

probate inventory dated a few months earlier. Perhaps Ann

was a surviving sister-in-law. The inventory makes no
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mention of pottery or equipment-and totals under £20, so
perhaps Semper was an employee or journeyman working for
another master, such as one of the Stanneys.

13. Thomas Ousman of that long-established family died
36

in 1716, leaving:
'Itm. Potts unburnt, and two potters wheels ... 01-05-00'
Two of the appraisers of his property were

14,15. John Hastings and Charles Slater, both illiterate

and both separately recorded as potters, the former dying

=T 38 A further appraiser,

in 1764, the.latter in 1736.
George Hastings, may have been related to John, but is
described by the Administration Bond of Thomas Ousman as

a Yeoman of East Keal. The Hastings family appear very
frequently in the East Keal registers, but not as potters.
Hastings and Slater were both probably journeymen working
for Ousman prior to 1716 - whether they subsequently became
their own masters we do not know.

39

16-19. William Stanney Snr, and his three sons Robert,

Thomas and William, born respectively in 1699, 1700 and

1704,40

between them spanned the last century of pottery
production at Bolingbroke. William Snr., perhaps born in
1665, died in 1726, and his two eldest sons Robert and
Thomas Stanney followed soon after in-a family tragedy
recorded in the Parish Registers for 13th June 1733;
'Robert and Thos. Stanney Brothers and Potters dy'd

both in one day wtn 4 few hours one of another &

bury'd in one Grave'.
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Their younger brother William survived until 1784, as one
of the last potters of Bolingbroke. The Parish Registers

report his burial thus:

'Wm. Stanney Potter ae 79 paupr

His wife Elizabeth, .aged 66, outlived him by just one

week. 42 It may reasonably be doubted whether this William43

can be identified with the man elected overseer of the poor'
in 1779, only five years before.

20. Thomas Bennett, potter, buried in April 1729,44 seems

to have left no other record behind. He may have been a

journeyman.

21. Another Robert Stanney, perhaps brother to William

Stanney Snr, died in 1736. It is hard to distinguish him
in the Parish Registers from other individuals of the same
name, but by using in combination his will45 and the Parish
Registers we can distinguish him as an individual born
perhaps in the 1680s who married Elizabeth Page in 1711

and had by her ten children, five of whom died in infancy.
The survivors shared the money raised from the sale of his
land except his youngest son

22. William, aged six at his father's death, who was to
inherit his house. He may have been the William Stanney,
Potter, who was elected overseer of the poor in 1779. That
his eldest son was not yet (if ever) a potter is borne out
by a codicil to the Will, offering another acre of land to
any of his sons who followed the trade of potting. Robert

46

Stanney's property ~ was quite extensive, with a total

value of over £161, including sheep, cattle and horses in
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the fields and commons. Some of his sheep were in the
Rout Yard, an earthwork just to the south of Bolingbroke
Castle, perhaps originally a sort of Duchy of Lancaster
pinfold,47 and almost opposite the presumed site of
Stanney's house.‘.l8 The house itself consisted of nine
rooms plus a Pothouse where his pottery and implements
were, valued at £10 (much higher than the norm). It may
have been this man, one of the few of the Stanney family
that were literate, who made pancheons stamped with his

name as an advertisement (see below).49

We have already come across John Langley (10) who died in
1734 a pauper. The last known potter of Bolingbroke may

have been his grandson.

50 51

23. Samuel Langley, born c.1732, was widowed in 1768

52

and died in 1793. The Parish Registers record his burial
thus:

'Sam®. Langley harmless Potter, paup® ae 61'.
The rather odd adjective 'harmless' suggests that he was

either subnormal or prematurely senile.

A question remains as to whether the pottery industry
continued in Bolingbroke after 1793. If William Stanney
the overseer of 1779 was the William born in 1730 it is
possible that he could have been potting up to ¢.1800, but
the poverty of the last two recorded potters suggests that
the traditional markets were shrinking fast and that it is

of little significance which year production actually ceased.
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One more name remains to be considered, that of

24. Edward Ousman, who died in 1737 and was buried at

53 He was Overseer of the Poor54 in 1719 and

Bolingbroke.
was probably the son of William Ousman (11) or of Thomas
Ousman (13). The interest that attaches to him is mainly
due to his connection with Hundle House in the parish of
Coningsby. In his will dated 173655 he describes himself
as 'of Hundle House' but leaves his wife his 'House onset
and Premises' in Bolingbroke. Clearly he had property or
interests in both places, so one wonders where his pottery
was. Despite the reference to Coningsby parish it seems
likely that Hundle House was an extra-parochial area in56
Wildmore Fen, which was shared by several parishes as Fen
Allotments. Ousman's burial at Bolingbroke suggests

either that his major holdings were there or that Hundle
House really belonged to Bolingbroke. Whatever the circum-
stances in 1736-7 this clearly gives a context for the
earlier waste pottery found at Haven Bank57 in what is now
Coningsby parish created from newly drained fen in the
early 19th century. It probably is to be connected with
early members of the Ousman family either as waste from

Bolingbroke dumped by them for agricultural reasons, or as

the evidence for a pottery on the site.

2. Boston

1. The name of the mid-17th century potter, whose kiln

was excavated in 1975 is unknown,58 but a fragment of
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a stamped pancheon found in Boston bears the letters [ANW]59

and is almost certainly a local produdt. I have suggested
elsewhere the name Anwick or Canwick as being a possible
expansion, based on Lincolnshire place-names, but there
are many other candidates. During the 19th century there
were others recorded as potters, though it is possible
that all were really potsellers.

60

2. Joseph Brown, 1818 and

3. Samuel Cottam, Church St., 1852.61

4. John Pearson, Jnr., Market Place, 1852.62

3. Bourne

We know of at least five potters of Bourne by name. All

presumably worked in Eastgate63 or Potter Street which at
that date was a somewhat isolated suburb enjoying elements
of both town and countryside, as the surviving inventories

tend to indicate.

1. The earliest potter for whom there is documentary

evidence was Christopher Parker who died in 1552.64 One

of the appraisers of his goods was Bryes Manbie, who also
appraised the goods of Robert Barton.lsee below). Perhaps
Manbie was a neighbour of both men, or else another
potter? Among Parker's possessions were

'all the potts and crosses'
valued at 30 shillings. 'Crosses' is an odd word in this
context but may perhaps be read as a dialect form of

'cruses’.
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2. The next earliest named potter is Robart Barton who

died in 1555. His inventory,65 does not refer to pots
but records a 'workhouse' and 'ymplements' and also,
perhaps significantly to 'all the torves and wood'. We
cannot be sure that the turves (ie. peat) were used in
firing the kiln, but Bourne is extremely well placed to
obtain access to this fuel and the multiflue kiln excava-

66

ted in Eastgate in 1973 would be best suited to a slow-

burning and short-flame fuel such as this.

Barton owned oxen,:cows and horses suggesting that he
enjoyed 'right of Common' and practised a mixed economy.
One of the appraisers of Barton's property was Stevyn
Parker. The coincidence of his name with

3. Steven Parker, Potter, who died in 161567 may signify

that he was his namesake's ancestor - perhaps father - and
also a potter. Steven Parker the younger was himself a
grandfather, according to his will, at the time of his
death in 1615. Hence he was probably born in the 1550s

or 1560s. If the names are significant we may have a case
of at least three generations of the family being potters.
Parker's inventory makes no reference to pots or to kiln
or fuel; nor is there any indication of cattle etc. It is
possible that Parker had effectively retired from business
- his will dated 1613 indicates that he was already 'sicke
in bodie' and perhaps had no great expectation of life.

It should be recalled however that 'sicke in bodie but of

good and p'fect remembrance' is a standard formula for
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wills and is not always to be taken literally.

4. Another Parker, Christopher Parker, the son of Steven
69

Parker, who died in 1624, was classified as a 'yeoman'
and left the very large sum of £309 in goods, including
property at Holyoke and Tallington. However, his long
inventory contains the following:

'In the pot house

Item all the potts and milke panns,

valued at x 1li '
So he too was a potter, or perhaps more likely the
proprietor of a pottery, employing others to do the actual
work.

5. The last named potter of Bourne is William Astin who

in 1699 negotiated the purchase of a cottage at Pinchbeck.70

The main interest here is that other sources suggest

that the pottery industry in Bourne was defunct following
the great fire in Eastgate in 163771 - yet sixty two
years later a Bourne man could still be called a potter.
Either the seriousness of the fire was exaggerated, or
perhaps a new phase of the industry began here some years
later.. We do not know whether Astin, for instance, had
anything to do with Eastgate. Continuity cannot be
assumed in the pottery industry as there do not seem to
have been very substantial capital costs for equipment
involved, while skilled journeymen could always be called
in from elsewhere. At all events it would seem that Astin

was not a practising potter in 1699.
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So, once again in the case of Bourne the potters seem to
have belonged to dynasties. Whether there were other
Bartons is not at present clear, but there is abundant
evidence for continuity within the Parker family, who
perhaps were responsible for introducing the archaeologi-
cally-recognized Bourne 'D' ware (see below) in the early
16th century, and who in later generations moved socially'
upwards out of the pottery industry in the 1620s, if we

accept the evidence of Christopher Parker Jnr.

4. East Keal

The slight evidence for a pottery here in the early 19th
century, attached to a brickyard, will be outlined later.
The name of the first proprietor here is unknown, though
perhaps it was a relation of Miss Goodwin of Horncastle.72
Following the sale of the premises in 1811 the proprietor

was probably

1. Joseph Parker, recorded frequently, in the Bishop's
73

Transcripts in the 1820s and 1830s on the christenings

of children, as 'brickmaker'. Many of the names associa-
ted with pottery manufacture at Bolingbroke, such as
Stanney, Hastings, Burton and Stapléton appear regularly
in East Keal in the 17th and 18th centuries, but as occu-
pations are hardly ever recorded there is no proof of such
an early origin for the industry here, nor is there as yet

any compelling archaeological reason to seek it.
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5. Hareby

The tiny parish of Hareby adjoins Bolingbroke on the west

side. One potter working here before 1611 is recorded by

his probate inventory.74

1. Lebbens Walker left much agricultural equipment together

with:

'Item eight dosen of pottes --- viSviii®!
in his kiln. His very detailed inventory gives a good
indication of the possessions of a reasonably comfortable
small farmer, to whom the business of potting may have
been something of a sideline. Two interesting factors
emerge from Walker's inventory and from his will.75 Firstly
he was probably quite young when he died: in his house was
a cradle, and none of his five children mentioned in his
will had yet reached the age of twenty-one. 1In fact we
know of the birth of two of his children in 1607 and 1609
from the Parish Registers. Secondly he had pots in his
kiln although he died in November.76 This suggests that
either he potted at a quiet time in the farming year,

despite the dangers of frost and the difficulties in

drying, or he worked at his trade all the year round.

We do not know where Lebbens Walker.worked. Just

possibly he worked at nearby Bolingbroke. Hareby is now
reduced to a single large farm and a church, though this
seems to be a late shrinkage77. There may also have been

a Fen Allotment.
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None of Lebbens Walker's children were old enough to take
up his trade, and in any case it appears that his widow
married in 1612 a John Minting of Nether Toynton,

labourer, and the family left the district.78

Walker's floruit probably extends back into the last

decade of the 16th century and makes him a contemporary of

the first recorded potters of Bolingbroke.

6. Kirkstead (Kirkby on Bain)

Kirkstead is now a parish in its own right but was
formerly an extra-parochial area in the parish of Kirkby-
on-Bain - extra-parochial as it was the site of a great
Cistercian Abbey. One potter is known here from

1. a probate inventory dated 1610;79 Francis Moodie, who

among his possessions left 'earthen vessels' and

'ii potter-wheeles'. It is unlikely that he worked alone
if he had two wheels, and one of the appraizers, who could
not sign his name, was John Potter. It would be extra-
ordinary at this late date if such a surname signified

a trade, unless it was actually a nickname, but the
coincidence is most curious. The sites of what must be
Moodie's waster-heaps are still to be seen at Kirkstead

80

Abbey (see below, chapter 3).
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7. Louth

The following are recorded as potters:

1. Adam Dawson, 1818.81

2. 'Mr Harrison', d.1822.82

3. Thomas Rose, brickmaker in James St. from 1835 and

potter from 1841, d.1850.83

4-9. The business was taken over by John Sugden whom the

1851 Census Returns84 describe as 'born Marshchapel'

(Lincs). Living with him were a daughter, Mary Ann,85

aged 19, born in York, and a nephew, George,86 aged 18,
born in Leeds. The Yorkshire connection suggests that
Sugden gained his training in Leeds or York, and this is
further strengthened by the origins of one of his journey-
men (they lived at 43 and 44 James St. presumably tied
houses belonging to the pottery). This was William

87 aged 25, born in Leeds, journeyman pot-maker.

88

Lugdon,

Another journeyman was Edward Stone, aged 24, born

Louth. With the former was lodging at that date Richard
Hardwick,89 aged 18, born in Louth, also journeyman pot-
maker. Sugden's daughter and nephew were described as
'potter's servant', presumably a technical term meaning
that they served the potter either by turning the wheel or
by preparing clay.

10. The 1861 Census Returns record John Mitchell90 as

'Carrier, poulterer, and manufacturer of the
Lincolnshire pottery', in James St. No journeymen potters
are recorded, and we can probably conclude that the pottery

was on the verge of extinction. 'The Lincolnshire pottery'



-29-
suggests that his wares were distinctive, and even perhaps

the only wares being made in Lincolnshire at that date,

though advertising claims need not be taken too seriously.

8. Spalding

1. James Smith, pot-maker, 1798.91 (In an advertisement

for 'two journeymaen coarse or brown pot-makers'.)

9. Toynton All Saints

1. Despite the physical evidence of potteries in the

16th and early 17th centuries here (see below) the only

potter known by name is Thomas Bucke, who in 156293

billed the Ancaster household for '11 dozen of milke pannes
and for dyverse other greate and small potts' for 20s8d.
Bucke was also a juror for Toynton Manor Court in 1562

for a Duchy of Lancaster survey of the Honour of

Bolingbroke.g4

10. Toynton St. Peter

1. Like Toynton All Saints to which it joins on the south

side Toynton St. Peter had a medieval and early post-

25

medieval pottery industry. Again only one post-medieval

potter is known by name. His burial is recorded in March

162727

but due to a particularly difficult hand in the
Bishop's Transcripts two of the letters are uncertain.

The name appears to be Thomas Haule.
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2.3 Transcripts of Probate Inventories and Wills of
Lincolnshire Potters

These documents which offer primary evidence are dealt with
in the following manner. Probate inventories are transcribed
in full, retaining dialect forms and spelling errors.

Square brackets mark lacunae in the originals. The reason
for transcribing the full document is that this enables the
significance of the tools and products of the pottery indus-
try to be seen against the rest of the deceased's
possessions. It also serves to point up quite neatly the
almost universal dependency of the country dweller of the
16th-18th century upon agriculture in some form, whatever
the professed occupation. This information also appears in

the form of bar-graphs.

By contrast the wills are summarized, there being much

standardized verbiage and legal padding. Wills show them-
selves to be useful in reconstructing family relationships
and tensions, but rarely of any use in providing technical
details of the deceased person's trade. Only aspirations
sometimes appear eg. the Codicil to Robert Stanney's will

of 1736.

A further point of interest is to be drawn from the manif-
est inability of many of the witnesses to sign their own
names. As a hint at the level of literacy among potters
and their social circles, it is of some use, but of course

while non-signers can be deemed illiterate, the ability to
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sign one's own name is not a guarantee of further literacy.
Indeed, non-signers may include those too old, or with too

poor eyesight, to sign properly.

A striking feature which emerges from the inventories and”
which is brought out more clearly by the graphs is the low
value of the pottery and work tools both absolutely and
also in relation to other items such as cattle and house-
hold goods. Pottery is almost always the least significant

of the sources of wealth.

This conclusion should be examined with some care. If we
suppose that the kiln and work tools seem to represent a
relatively low capital investment we must also accept that
in no case is the value of the house included in the
inventory, which is concerned only with movables. The kiln
and drying rooms etc. are almost certainly excluded either

tacitly or expressly from the total.

Again, the pottery itself and the fuel stores made ready
for firing it were both renewable. Compared with the
livestock and crops, each representing perhaps a year's
accumulation, or the household goods, which may represent
a lifetime's acquisition, the pottery is the result of

a single firing, or in the case of 'pots unburnt' the
prepared but unfinished filling of a kiln, We have no
evidence for how often a kiln was fired, but even allowing

for a frequency of once a fortnight and excluding the

Figs.2-

Fig.2
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coldest or wettest period of the year we may still have to
multiply the value of one kiln load by thirty or so for a
year. This would have a very significant effect on the
relative value of the pottery taken overa period of time.
The probate inventories give us a picture of a moment of -
time, artificially frozen, where capital items and stock-
in-trade receive equal prominence. It is necessary to
reconstruct this static picture in a dynamic fashion, where
some goods are produced and sold quickly, while others move
through the production cycle to a slower rhythm, even if

the individual values are higher.

This chapter has drawn together the available documentary
evidence for potters and pottery making in the country. In
the next chapter we will examine the physical evidence and

how it matches with the documentary material.
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PROBATE INVENTORIES

Bolingbroke
Bourne
Grimsby
Hareby

Kirkstead
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BOLINGBROKE

March ye 24th 1691

A true & present lunatrey of the Goodes and Chattells of

Robert Stanney of Bullingbrooke Latt Desessed Fig.6
£ s d
Itm Purss & Apprell 5- 0-0
Itm young beass & 3 young horses 6- 0-0
Itm 25 Sheed or hodgs 6- 0-0
It 30th youes 12- 0-0
It 3 paire of Bullarkes 21- 0-0
It 4 Cowes & 2 Steares 12- 0-0
It 20 horeses 20- 0-0
It wane & wayngeres plow & plowegeares 03- 0-0
It ffuell 03- 0-0
It ffor Pootts 02- 0-0
It for hay 02- 0-0
It for 12 Akers of Corne
[ ] Grown 06- 0-0 -
It for Corn in the [ ] & Barn 03- 0-0
It 3 beds & Beding belong to them 07- 0-0
It Lining 01- 0-0
It one brass pot one Brase pane
And 3 or 4 small peeces of puter 00-13-4
It one Cubbord & 2 Tables 6 Chares
And other hushellment 01- 3-4
It ffor Backon 01- 0-0
It one sowe & peeggs 1- 6-4
the hol sume is 113- 3-0
mark

John Stanney

Francis Wheatcroft
mark
William Wydayll

William Wright

LAO, LCC Admons 1691/109



-35-

BOLINGBROKE

A true and perfect Inventory of all ye Goods and Chattels
of Thomas Ousman of Bolingbroke in the County of Lincoln Fig.7
Potter, TLately Deceased, Made and Appraised ye Fifteenth

Day of May in the year of our Lord One Thousand Seven
hundred and sixteen, by us whose names are hereunto

subscribed.

£ s d
Imps Purse and Apparel 02:00:00
Itm In the Little parlor, one Bedstead &
its furniture, and three Chairs, and two old
Boxes & one little Table 01:10:02
Itm In the Great Parlor, Three Tables, Six
Chairs, one seeing-glass and a Screen 01:00:00
Itm In The Hall, one Pewter-case, Fourteen
pewter Dishes Thirteen pewter Plates, three
Chairs, two Tables, one Fire-Grate 02:10:00
Itm In The Chamber over the Hall, two
Bedsteads & Furneture, Three Chairs, and one ‘
Table 01:00:00
Itm In The Chamber over the Parlor, one '
Bedstead and Beding, One Chest of Drawers,
and one Chair 01:00:00
Itm In The Kitchin one Hopper, one Soe, one
Leven-tubb, Three Brass Kettles & Three
Barrels 01:10:00
Itm Potts unburnt, .and two Potters Wheels 01:05:00
Itm In the Yard, Wain and Wain-gears 01:00:00
Itm One hundred of Furrs Kided 00:10:00
Itm Fowr Oxen for the Draught 13:00:00
Itm Fowr Cows, & two stear-calves, & one
Heiffer & three Stake Calves 15:00:00
Itm One Sorrel Mare & Fole, one three year
old Fillie one old Gelding 05:00:00
Itm Sheep 10:00:00
Lastly One Acre of Beans 01:00:00

Sum Total

Apprais'd by Us

John Fletcher (
George Hastings (
John Hastings (
Charls Slater His marke (

LAO, LCC Admons 1716/80

57:05:02
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BOLINGBROKE

July the 23,

1736

A True & P'fect Inventory of all & Singular the Goods &
Chattels of Rbt. Stanney of Bolingbroke in the parts of
Lindsey in the county of Lincoln, Potter, Deceased.

Viewed & Appraised by us whose Names are hereunto subscribed.

Imps. His Purss & Wearing Apparel

In the Parlour Three Bedds & other
Furniture there

In the Chamber over the Parlour Two Bedds
& other things

In the House Three Tables Six Chairs with
other things

In the Passage, Pewter & Pewter case with
other things

In the Hall Two Tables and some Chairs etc.
In the Hall Closset some od things there
In the Hall Chamber Two Beds with other
furniture

In the Kitchen One Copper with other things
there

In the Dairy some Milch Vessels there

In the Fox Graves Five Bease

In the same place Six Ews and Ten Lambs
In the same place Seven Horses & Mears

In the Hofelwel 14 Ews & 13 Lambs

In the Rout Yard 13 Ews 18 Lambs & one Ramm
In the same place three Cows & two Calves
In the Field 13 Shearings

In the Field 10 Acres of Corn

In the Yard two Swine

Waggon & Waggon Gears, Plow etc. with
other Materials

In the Pothouse, Potts & other Materials
belonging the Pottery

In the Yard Stocks & Blocks etc.

Wooll at Hagnaby

Geo: Guniss

Tho: Johnson
Christopr: Witton
Christopr: Babington

LAO, LCC Admons 1736/124

£ s d
05=00=00
05=00=00
02=00=00
01=00=00

02=05=00
01=10=00
00=10=00

06=10=00

04=00=00
01=00=00
07=10=00
04=12=00
35=00=00
09=05=00
13=12=00
12=00=00
04=11=00
15=00=00
02=02=00

12=00=00
10=00=00

01=01=06
06=00=00

161=18=06
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BOURNE

This ys the inventory off all the goodds off Xpofer pkar

off Burne in the counte off Lyncollns made thg
Lorde god one tho

off

May in the yere off ou

xxii day Fig.3

cccce & 1lii

& presyd by Wyllm Sharpe y youngar Jys Pressgrane John Boy
& Bryes Manbe.

Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm

v candyllstyck{;:h

Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
Itm
and
Itm
Itm
wth
Itm
Itm
Itm

LAO,

primis ii steres

vi Kye

one hecforthe

ii callfes

vii horrs & meyres

a shod cart wt. the geyres
all Ye wodde & torroffs
all the potts & crosses
all the hay

all the bords

all the yarne

all the corne

all the Leyds

a bedde with other stoffe
a payr of splynts & a pallet
iii flaxynshetes

vi hardynshetes

iii pyllowberes

iii towylls

iiii tabyll napkynns

all the lynnyng cloyth

one matteres

one coverlyd

a nother coverlyd & a bollster
ii hollde bedde stocke

ii hollde harkes wth other stoffe

all the Rayment

a copborde

all the puter

a bason a chaffyndyshe

a mortar w ye pestyll
iiii coffznhenges

a borde wth

all the brasse pannes

ii spytts ii payr of cobberds
a brandyerthe

all the brewynvessells

a payr of mallte quernes
other stoffe

all the pollyn

all the swyne

all the brasse potts

Sma

INV.20/136

other stoffe in y© halle

xlvis viiid
1iiil
e
vis viiid
iiiilvis viiid
xxxiiis iiiid
xvis viiid
XXXS
xiid
iis xd
iiiis viiid
iis iid
xiid
iiis
iiis iiiid
viis
viiis
iis viiid
iiiis
iis
xvis
iiiis
vis viiid

iiis iiiiid
xvid
vis viiid
XvVis
vis viiid
vis viiid

iiiis
iis
iiis iiiad
vE
viis
iiis
iiis
vE
iis vid
1isg
ixs
xxiii 1i iiiisxd
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BOURNE

This ys the Inventory of all the goods of Robart Barton
layt of Burn wythin the county of Lyncoln potter mayd
the xv day of the monythe of Septembre yn the yere of our
lord god one thousand five hondryth fyftye fyve and
preysed by Roger Kelyngbek Brysse Manby Stevyn Parker

Wylly™m Sharpe wyth other men

Inprimis yn the hall an ould cobbarde

and a tabyll with charis & formys
Itm all the brasse
Itm all the puter and lattyn

Itm yn the parlar ii ould
fetherbeds wyth on boulster

Itm all the lynyn

Itm all the rament belongying to
hym and to hys wyf

Itm iii oulde arks wth other strayth

Itm yn the kechyn on beyd
wyth other trayth ther

Itm on payr of querns

Itm all the ymplements
belongyng to the Workhouse

Itm yn the yarde ii oxyn

Itm iiii Kye

Itm iiii mayrs wyth a foal
Itm all the toroves and wood

Itm on ould wayn wyth the gerys
belongyng to the same

Itm yn debts owyng to the sayd
Robard be dyvers parsons

sm?@ xxxll vi

LAO, INV.25/6

viS viii
. ..:S ....d
xiii® iiii
s
X
s
XX
. S rLe
vi® viii
S
XX
s
X
%S
. .S
ii
s
X
x1viS viiid
v 5 s ... d
1111s iiii
. ..S ....d
1iii®™ 1iiii
]
x1
xxviS viiid
L. .11 (58S s sad
xiii xvii® iiii

Fig.3
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BOURNE

September 25th 1615
An Inventorye of the goods and chattells of Steven Parker
Potter disceased taken and praysed by these whose names are Fig.5
underwitten as followeth.

Imps in ye hall

Ite on cubbord valued at x>

Ite one fframd table wth tow s
wainscott furmes valued at vi® viii
Ite one Littell framd table two

chaires wth other implements & d
in the hall valued at iii” iiii
In the Parlor

Imps one bedd stead wth one covering s q
and wth other furniture valued at xiii® iiii
Ite one little Linesy cubbord wth s

one Joynd furme valued at v

One Counter table valued at 1ii®

Ite one trestle Bed wth a little Sta -

bed and a trunke X

In the Brise house

Ite one paire of quernes wth a

salting troughe and all other 5
implements valued at X

In the Kitchin

Ite one peen? with other implements s
valued at fid

Ite tow brasse pannes valued at viii®

Ite one brasse pott wth a brasse possnet g d
valued at v® iiii
Ite three pewter platters valued at 1iiS

Ite one spit with cobbiorns and
Jacks? firepan and Landiorns d
valued at vi® viii
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Ite one Lease valued at iiill vis vii
Ite his pursse and aparell S
valued at XXX

Sum tota ixll iiiiS od

praysers

Robert Leese Thomas Parker

Thom: Collin John White
his mark

LAO, INV.118/14
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BOURNE

An Inventorie of the goods and chattells of Mgri Xopher

Parker of Bourne in the county of Lincolneolia deceased: Fig.5
taken and praised the Twenty daye of November Ano. 1624

by Thomas Bourne gent, John Hotchkin, Edward Hareby Sen.

and Thomas Parker the daye and yeare above sayd as followeth.

In the Hall

Impimis his purse and Apparrel Briches
saddle bootes & spurrs valued at xivli vis viiid

Item two cubbords one long%htable wth

a frame one little table w a frame:

foure joynd furmes: two chares: foure

buffitt stooles: two Binke boards

valued at iili xiiis iiiid

Item viii Pewter platers three candle-
sticks 5 salt sellers one morter and a
pestell one pewter cup valued at Xvis

Item Rack iorns fire shovell Tonges and
Aundiorns w all other iorns belonging
to the fire valued at vis viiid
Item x=" chashing two cubberd cloathes
two carpits one window curtaine valued
at XXS

Item one corslett wth a pike sword

dagger and rapier w h 311 other
utensailes valued at xxvis viiid

In the little parlor

Item one .Trusse bed 2 ffetherbeds 2
coverings 2 blanketts 2 bedsheets one
pillow valued at 11li xiiig idiid

Item one livery cubbord foure cheests

one Trunk 2 little coffers 2 chushings

one charger one warmeing pann with

other implements valued at iili

Item 2 peeces of wollen cloth one
beareing blanket 2 peeces of Stuffe
valued at XXXS
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Wayre
Item 7 pare of fflaxen sheets valued at iiili xs

Item sixe pare of hempe beare sheets
valued at 13113

Item 7 pare of hempen sheets valued at XXXS

Item 2 dozen of Table napkins 7 holland
pillowbeares with seamings, vallances Eh

for a bed 9 table clothes two towells w

other wearing

Linings valued at iiili xs

In the Nether parlor

Item one trusse bed wth a tester over it,

one flocke bed one ffether bed, 2 boulsters

2 coverengs 5 curtaines wth vallance

valued at vili

Item one other bed 3 coverings one
pare of sheets one pillow wth beare and
vallance 4 pillowes valued at iili

Item 2 chaires 3 chistes one counter
table w a cubberd in it one buffit
stoole one ? side sadle and all other
implements valued at iili

In the Chamber over the parler

Item one Trundell bed: one matrice
2 coverings one sheete one coffer one

wicker cradle valued XXS
Item three sto-- bedds wth furniture
belonging to them valued at iili

In the Chamber over the Halle

Item certaine wheate Rye Barley and
pease valued at 1ili

Item certaine yarne 3 wheeles flax
beare valued at XXXS

Item certaine Onnyans Shelbords Sacks
and all other implemtS in the same roome xxxiiis
valued at iiiid
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In the Battrie

Item xiii®" peeces of Pewter: K barrells
butter potts and other implemtS in the
same roome xiis iiiid

In the Kitchin

Item one  table wth a forme one moulding
table one dishe banke, one sooce & 3 payles
valued XS

Item 40or Brasse potts one brasse
posnet valued iild

Item 2 brasse panns 4 brasse vessells
3 little brasse panns 3 brass chaffing
dishes 3 candlesticks valued at 133131

Item 2 Laundiorms 2 dripping panns

fire iorns 2 brandriths 2 grigiorns:

2 spitts Cobiorns frying pann® wth

other utensalls in the same Roome

valued at iili vis viiid

In the Brew house

Item one pare of quernes one Lead,

one moulding troughe one boulting

troughe 5 greate sooes one strike one

pick pott wth other implemtS in the

same Roome valued iiili

In the Malt Chamber

Item X** cheeses wth ive quarter of
malt certain pease w other shelves,
and all other implemts valued at x1li

In the Milke house
Item 4or Barrels one churns & letherne
bottells, one wollen wheele, one pare

of scales xxiii 1li of butter, and all
other milke vessells valued at iili

In the Buttrie in the yarde

Item 2 barrells wth all other implemts
in the same Roome valued at f1ili
In the Chamber over the Buttrie
xxiiili of

Item 3 strike of Oatemeale wth
butter and aples wth 211 other implemtS
in the same Roome valued at fiild
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In the worke house

Item one plow 2 harrowes wth certaine
brick & boards, w“h 2 carte Roapes and
all other implem®S in the same Rome
valued at

In the Hovell

Item one Carte body wth 2 poles certaine
fuell as turffes kidds & ballog wood

and caEte geares one harrow, w D other
implem -5 valued at

In the pot house

Item all the potts & milke pannes
valued at

In the yarde

Item 2 long waynes wth shood wheeles 2

shorte waines one shorte carte 2 pare
of shood wheeles wth implem®S belonginge
to them valued at

Item one hovell of ould Beanes valued at

Item all the wheate, Rye Barly and pease
in the Barnes w a cauche of pease

Item all the hay in the Barnes and
pastures and sacks about home valued at

en

Item 13 Kine, 1 Bull, 1 steare

valued at

Item two draught bullocks valued at

Item 5 young bease and 17 yearling
calves valued at

Item 5 wainelinge calves valued at

Item 9 horse & 4 mares 2 foales valued
at

Item certaine thack & stuble wth

beasecribbs
Item certaine Turffs valued at

Item timber wood and all the firewood
aboute the yard valued at

Item all the Swine hoggs valued at

xxvis viiid

iiili

xxxiiili
vi 1i
xviiili

XXVS

xxiili
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At Holyoke

Item 2 bed steads, shelves one sheete
presse w other implemtS valued at XXS

Item forkes, lethers, shovells, spades,
pipaxe window cloathes one beare
leape w other necessaryes valued at XXS

Item all the poultry wth henns geese
and Duckes valued at xiili xiiis iiiid

At Tallington

Item one frame hovell . xxvjs vii
Item one bed stead valued att x°
Item one steepe fatt valued att xiijS viij
Item one lease for 2 yeares valued att xiij
Item one Lease of Holyoke for 2 lives xxll
Item one Lease of 12 acres of Land for 1i &
one liffe valued at vJ xiij~ vj
Item wheate and rye sowne valued at iijll
Item one boate wth Rudders valued at xiijs viij
Item one Lease for xxty yeares valued at ijll vjs viijd
Debts due to the testator
Item due by John Brown Esquire ijll
Item due by Charles Baysham gent xx°>
Item due by [J]ashem Pratt for Rent 1i
& debt ; ii svii
Item due by George Butt %3 S
Praisers Thomas Browne gent
John Hotchkin yeoman
Edward Harby Tanner
John (or Thom?) Parker yeoman
1li s d
Sum totalis 309 4 4

huius Inventarie

LAO, INV.128/295



-46 -

GRIMSBY

An Inventory of the goods and chattells of Zachariah Godhelpe

of Great Grimsby in the County of Lincolne Potter lately Fig.6
deceased Taken the second day of Aprill one Thousand sixe

hundred eighty & five by us whose names are here under

written

£ s d
Imprimis purse & apparrell 1-10-0
It. in the hall one Table seaven Chaires
two old Cubberds and three little stooles 0- 8-0
It. two quart potts five small pewter
dishes fowre fflagons fowre porringers one
Bason three Pewter Candlesticks one chamber
pott with other three little pieces of
pewter 0-16-0
It. the Copper & Brewing Vessell with
other small things 1-15-0
It. three brasse panns 2 Iron potts with a
brass candlesticke 0- 5-0
It. in the parlour one draw Table 2-15-0
It. sixe Chaires three stooles one looking
glasse 0- 7-0
It. one trunke livery Cubboards one
warmeing pan 0-10-0
It. two searges one baskett with other
huslements 0- 2-0
It. fowre pairs of sheets half a dozen
napkins 0-14-0
It. in the parlour Chamber one long Table
with a forme 0-16-0
It. one little Table one Chaire one Chist
a badd? bedd 0- 5-0
It. in the hall Chamber one pilion with a
Cloth one linnen wheele with other
huslements 0- 4-0

It. in the Brewhouse Chamber, trundle
beddstead some Ash wood with other huslements 0- 2-0
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It. X parshell of Turffes a parshell of
unburnt potts with some loads Ashes

It. in the yard one Cart with some
fourniture with one saddle & a Bridle

It. in the workehouse, a parshell of deales
and other Implements belonging to his trade

It. some firewood

It. three old horses with a badd? foale
It. one young meare

It. one Cow witha.yeareing Calfe

It. three sheep & one young lambe

It. debts owing by the two Burgesses
It. two Bills of Thomas Gibsons

It. in doubtfull debts oweing from
Saunder Cash Samuell Godhelp & Thomas
Spencer

The totall sume

William Toote
Tho: Stivenson
Harbert Knowles
Richard Maddisson

LAO, Admon. 1685/61

2-10-0

1-10-0

0-10-0
0- 5-0
3- 0-0
2- 0-0
2-10-0
1- 0-0
9- 5-0

4-12-0

4- 0-0

£ s d

39-11-0
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HAREBY

Hareby.

A true Inventory of all the goodes, cattell, and
Chattelles, of Lebbens Walker,
the County of Lincolne Potter, decessed:

late of Hareby in

Apraysed

the two and twentieth day of November Anno Domini
1611: by Edward Smith, George Shawe, Thomas Thorne,
and John Greene, of Hareby aforesaid housbandmen.

Inprimis money in his purse
Item his apparell

In the Hall
Item a long Table: and a frame

Item one ioined foarme

Item one great cupboard

Item two fourmes, and three chaires
Item foure buffet stooles

Item one bedstead, a fetherbed, two
boulsters, one covering, one blankett,
one mattresse, and a quilt

Item one trundlebed, a mattresse, a
covering, & one quilt

Item seven platters, three pewter dishes,
one salt, one pewter candlestick and two

tunnes
Item three brasse pottes

Item seven pannes, a bason, two frieng

pans, a skimmer, one candlestick, a pestell,

and g mortar

Item one dishe-benche, dishes, earthen
pottes and some other husselmentes

Item a paire of cobirons, two spittes &

two hookes
Item mattes, poules, and shelves
Item a Bible

In the great Parlour

Item one Standing bed, a fetherbed,
one pillowe, a boulster, one covering,
one blanket, & a mattresse

Item a stocked bed, a fetherbed, two
boulsters, two pillowes, a covering, a
blankett, & a mattresse

Item one letle cheste
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In the litle Parlour
Item one cupbourd

Item one great cheste

Item a stocked bed, a mattresse, & other
things belonging

Item one old hutche

Item a woollen wheele, and two linen
wheeles

Item foure pounds of hempe, & two pounds
of flaxe

Item one other greate cheste
Item three lesser chestes
Item foure cushions

Item a webbe of harden clothe, of
fiftene yeardes

Item two paires of linen sheetes, two
paires of hempen sheetes, & an odde
hempen sheete, two towelles, and three
pillowbeares

Item a chaire, and a cradle

In the milkehouse

Item a salting trough, one kneading tub,
& one soa

Item foure shelves, two standes, two

kittes, & a dosen of kettle boules, with
other husselmentes

In the Kilne
Item eight dosen of pottes

Item in the lathe
Item in barley

Item in oates, and pease

In the Yeard
Item one waine, a cart, a plough, plankes
and other instrumentes of housbandry

Item wood in the yeard, and wood in Sr
Henry Askewes wood

Item a sow, and foure houldinges
Item ten geese and a hen

Item in the Closes
Item one Kow

Item one Steere
Item one mare
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Item one other mare, and a nag

Item two sheepe

Item which is owing unto her, by Mary
Blades of Whapeloade, widowe
praysed
Som

Edward Smith
John Greene

George Shawe
Thomas Thorne

LAO, INV.111/295
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KIRKSTEAD

An inventorie indented of the goods and chattells late
Francis Moodie of Christead in the county of Lincoln
P8tter, deceased, taken & praised ye second day of March
A” dmi 1610, by Robt Lamb, William Swafield, Roger Ammond,

John Potter.
In primis monie in his Pursse and his
apparell

Item iii chairs, i trundle bed and
furniture

Item a wheele, a rack, a syve and a
terras ?

Item a tub with wooll in it, and earthen
vessels

Item ii beds in the chamber, and the
furniture

Item one cubbord, i candlestick and other

things on it

Item a brasse potte, ii spitts, one paire
of racks, 'ii payre of tongs, a brandreth,
a frieng panne, a paire of pinsers,
i hammer, a posset, an yron wedge,

ii hatchets, ii forks, a spade, ii trowels,

a skimmer

Item xii dishes, a bridle, a chaire
and stoolles

Item a table, ii fourmes, ii potter-
wheeles

Item xx bordes, i laiden with firewood
Item a wheelbarrowe

Item a holden pigg

Item ii geesse and one gander

Item a painted cloth and a certon

Summa totalis

Robert Lamb William Swafield
(all illiterate, signed by marks)

LAO, LCC Admons. 1610/179
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BOLINGBROKE

In the Name of God Amen, this 10th Day of July in ye Year
of our Lord 1736. I Robt. Stanney of Bolingbroke in the

County of Lincoln Potter am very weak & sick in Body but

of Perfect Mind & Memory thanks be given unto God ....

To Mr Jams Longstaffe Senior of Hagnaby and Samuel
Hotchon Senior of Hairby

Close of Pasture called the four Acers, and Arrable Lands
in the Low Field of Bolingbroke and in the High Field
(purchased from Mr Norton Bryan) all to be sold and money
paid as follows:

To my son Robt. Stanney £40

To my daughter Elizabeth Gosling £20

To my son John Stanney a Close of Pasture called the
Stone Yard

To my daughter Mary Stanney £20 to be put out at interest
until she arrive at 18 years of age

To my son William Stanney my House Onset and Premises in
Bolingbroke

To my wife Elizabeth Stanney the remainder of goods and
make her sole Executrix

To James Longstaffe & Samuel Hotchon full power to sell and
act as trustees

(Witnesses)

Mary Taylor (illit.)

Ann Wright (illit.)

Christopher Babington

Elizabeth Clarke (illit.)

(Cod cil) One acre of land in the High Field to be shared

among my sons, or to be given to them or him that follow
the Trade of Potting.

LAO, LCC Wills 1736/170
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BOURNE

In the name of God amen, the nineteenth day of Aprill in
the eleaventh yeare of the raigne of our Sovereign Lord
James by the grace of God of England, France and Ireland
Kinge defender of the Faith pr. and of Scotland the sixth
1613. I Steven Parker of Bourne in the countye of Lincoln
Potter beinge sicke in bodie but of good and pfect
remembrance ...

To my son Christopher the lease of my land, for life, and
afterwards to my son Richard Parker.

To Joane, Anne, John & Thomas, sons & daughters of Robert
Common of Barrow, Rutland, Yeoman, my son-in-law, 20 shillings

each at age 21.

To John, Roger & Elizabeth, sons & daughters of Hugh Sisson,
my son-in-law of Oakham, Rutland, 20 shillings each at
age 21.

To Anne & Alice Parker my neices 3s4d each on the day of
their marriage.

To William Parker of Bourne tanner, son of William Parker,
deceased, 20 shillings.

To Sibill and Jeane Woods my kinswomen 3s4d each.
To Grace Combe my maid, 3s4d.
To my son Richard Parker my best cloak.

To Robert Parker, son of Robert Parker deceased
10 shillings.

To my son Christopher the remainder, and to be sole
executor.

To my second son Richard 12d for his paines to be supervisor.

(Witnesses)
James Hubbord

Robert Leese
Richard Parker

LAO, LCC Wills 1616/106
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CONINGSBY

In the Name of God Amen, the six day of December 1736.

I Edward Ousman of Hundle House in the Parish of Cunsby in
the parts of Lindsey in the County of Lincoln Potter

being very sick & weak in Body, but of Perfect Mind &

Memory....
To my daughter Elizabeth West One Shilling.
To my daughter (maiden name) Mary Ousman One Shilling.

To Jenny Eveson £3.3s to be paid when she reaches age of 15.

To my wife Easter Ousman my House, Onset & Premises in
Bolingbrook, for her life.

To my daughter Eleanor Ousman my House etc. after the
death of her mother, and £15.

To my wife Easter Ousman all remaining goods etc. and to be
sole Executrix.

(Witnesses)
Faith Witton (illit.)
Margaret Maddison (illit.)

Christopher Babington

(Edward Ousman was himself illiterate)

LAO, LCC Wills 1736/155



-56-

HAREBY

In. the name of God, Amen: I Lebbens Walker, of Hareby,
in the County of Linolne Potter, sick in body but whole in
minde, and sound, and perfect remembrance ...

To every one of my five children, Ruth, Sarah, Dorothy,
John and Rebekah Walker, 10 shillings apeece, to be paid
when they reach the age of 21.

To my wife Jane Walker everything else not otherwise given,
and make her my sole executrix.

My loving Brother-in-Law Thomas Garrett of Bollingbrook
to be Supervisor.

7th November 1611.

(Witnesses)

Robert Wight scriptor
- Smith (ilit.)

- Shawe (illit.)
William Scott

- Greene (illit.)

- Winsore (illit.)

LAO, LCC Wills 1611/i/184
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Notes

123 Continuity around 1450 seems to be much greater than
around 1850, however.

25 Raeren stoneware and Cistercian ware (the latter not
imitated in Lincolnshire until much later) are the
most satisfactory late 15th century type-fossils.
For problems over Siegburg and Langerwehe stoneware
imports see below.

33 eg. Leeds potters at Louth.

4. Especially at Bolingbroke and Bourne.

5% P.C.D. Brears, The English Country Pottery, Its History

and Techniques, Newton Abbot, 1971, Chapter 1.

6. ibid, Chapter 2.

.7. The last recorded potter at Bolingbroke died in 1793.

8. No potters are recorded in Lincoln after 1365.
Edward Bowler, Potter, who died in 1601 and is
referred to by Brears, op. cit., 193, was in fact a
whitesmith, brazier, and bell-founder, see A.J. White,
'Two Newly Discovered Lincoln Bellfounders', The

Ringing World, LXXIV, 1978, 21.

9. I use the local names which occur in contemporary
documentary sources in preference to the terms used by
ceramic historians.

10. Verbal comment by S. Moorhouse.

11. D. Owen, Church and Society in Medieval Lincolnshire,

Lincoln, 1971, 124.

12. F. Stenton, Transcripts of Charters Relating to

Gilbertine Houses, Lincoln Record Society, Lincoln,

XVITE, 19225486
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14.

15.

16.

1¢7

18.
19
20.
21
22
23
24.
25.
20
275
28.
29.
30.
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Thurgaton Chartulary, 1075, {(Transcript in LAO,

Foster Library).

'Potter' can also mean bellfounder, tinker, whitesmith,
or potseller. A.J. White, 'Kiln Sites and
Documentary Evidence in North Lancashire', in

Davey, P.J., ‘ed‘, Medieval Pottery from Excavations

in the North West, Liverpool, 1977, 121.

LAO, Dii 80/3/70.

Anon., Memoirs Illustrative of the History and

Antiquities of the County and City of Lincoln, London,

1850, xliii and Fig. facing. Many further finds were
made on this site in 1987 by the Lincoln Archaeological
Trust.

H.E.J. le Patourel, 'Documentary Evidence and the

Medieval Pottery Industry', Med. Arch. XII, 1968, passim.

LAO, INV. 107B/54.

PRs.

PRs.

PRs.

PRs.

PRs,

LAO, LCC Admon. 1616/98.
PROZEL3TLLI0A £i13:

PRO, E.179/140/806.

PRO, E.179/251/14.

LAO, LCC Admon. 1692/109.
LAO, Bolingbroke Pariskh 10, Vestry Books, 1674-1782.

ibid.
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e wlociiicit.iin, notex28%.

3240 lociaeit. in note 29.

33¢ i PRS.

34. LAO, LCC Admon. 1707/98.

35. ibid. 1In the LAO Administrations are always kept :
with relevant probate inventory.

86+ 'LAO, LCC :Admon. 1716/80:

37« PR
385 PRS.
395 PRs.
40. PRs.
41. PRs.
42. PRs.

43¢ loc..reitisdininotei 29,

44, PRs.

45. LAO, LCC W. 1736/170.

46. LAO, LCC.Admon. 1736/124.

47. So described in Elizabethan Duchy of Lancaster surveys,
eg. PRO, DL. 44/604. (42 Eliz. 1).

48. A sherd from a pancheon stamped by Robert Stanney was
found here by the late Mrs E.H. Rudkin, who pointed
the site out to me.

49. A.J. White, 'Post-Medieval panchéons with name-stamps'

found in Lincolnshire', Post-Med. Arch., 1982, 29%9-38.

50. 1e. 61 years before 1793.
51.  PRs.
52. PRs.

53. PRs.



54.
DIl
56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.
66 .

67.

oy

loc. cit. in note 29.
LAO, 'LCC W. 1737/155.

eg. W. White, History, Gazetteer, and Directory of

Lincolnshire, Sheffield, 1856, 767. A large number

of extra-parochial townships in this area of former
Fen originate in the partition between Kirkstead and.
Revesby Abbeys of important granges and vaccaries here.
See also D.J. Price, 'Medieval Land Surveying and

Topographical Maps', Geographical Journal, CXXI, 1955,

Pl -

J.B. Whitwell, 'Archaeological Notes 1964', LHA, 1,
1966, 39.

A.J. White, 'Archaeology in Lincolnshire and South
Humberside, 1975', LHA, 11, 1976, 57; 'Post-Medieval

Britain in 1975', Post-Med.Arch. 10; 1976, 172-3.

op. cit. in note 49.
(Results of) Poll for the Election of Knights of the

Shire, 1818, 144.
Information from Mr P. Wells.
ibid.

W. Marrat, History of Lincolnshire, Topographical,

Historical, and Descriptive, vol. 3, 1816, 73n.

LAO, INV. 20/136.

LAO, INV. 25/6.

Duplicated Interim Report (nd) by N. Kerr in City and
County Museum, Lincoln; N. Kerr, 'An 0ld Bourne

Industry', Lincolnshire Life, March 1979, 38-9.

LAO, INV. 118/14; PRs. Aug. 17th, 1615.
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68. LAO, LCC W.1616/106.
69. LAO, INV. 128/295; PRs. Nov. 5th, 1624.
70. LAO, Measure 1/4/8-10.

71, Marrat, op. cit.; C.W. Foster, The Parish Registers of

Bourne, (1562-1650), Lincoln Record Society, 7,

Lincoln, 1921, xiv.

72. Lincoln, Rutland, and Stamford Mercury, Sept. 13th,

181151, e« 5y

73. LAO, East Keal BTs. (late).

74. LAO, INV. 111/295.

75. ©LAO, LCC W. 1611/i/184.

760  PRES

77. Armstrong's Map of Lincolnshire (1779) and the 1st
edition OS 1 inch/mile Map of 1824 show a group of
houses now apparently replaced by outbuildings of
Hareby House Farm. In 1856 the population was 97, see
W. White, op. cit., 780.

78%. PRS,

79. LAO, LCC Admon. 1610/179.

80. A.J. White, 'Archaeology in Lincolnshire and South
Humberside, 1977', LHA, 13, 1978, 78-9.

81. (Results of) Poll for the Election of Knights of the
shire, 1818, 82. '

82,: Brearsj; .opi cit., 1943

83. Lincoln, Rutland, and Stamford Mercury, Mar. 19th, 1841,

270C 35
84. Census Enumerators' Returns, Louth, Lincs. 1851.

B5s o ibid,



86.
87.
88.
89.
90.
9114

92.

93

94.

Assk

96.

CRoL

ibid.
Census Enumerators' Returns, Louth, Lincs. 1861.

Lincoln, Rutland and Stamford Mercury, May 18th,

1798 ,. 2.

At least five potteries are indicated by waster-pits
and other evidence of this date.

LAO, Anc. VII/A/2f 109v.

PRO, DL 43/6/19.

Two sites only are so far recorded, but it seems
likely that many more remain to be found.

LAO, Toynton St. Peter, BTs (early).



-63-

CHAPTER 3

POTTERY MAKING IN LINCOLNSHIRE - PHYSICAL EVIDENCE

3.1 The Nature of Physical Evidence

Having examined some of the documentary sources for
Lincolnshire potters we may now consider the physical
evidence for the siting, distribution, and production

methods of the potteries.

Physical evidence can take many forms, from the unequiv-
ocal testimony of a completely excavated kiln complex to a
handful of very equivocal abraded waster sherds, whose
ultimate origin could be far away. Physical and documen-
tary evidence rarely coincide, and those sites well
represented in one way are frequently poorly represented
in another. Boston is a case in point: here a fully
excavated kiln is extremely difficult to put into any
meaningful context. Lincolnshire is not alone in this.
Brears' and Lawrence2 demonstrate many similar problems

found elsewhere.

There are a number of criteria to be considered in deciding
whether pottery really was produced in any particular

place. These are listed below in order of quality:
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1. Excavated kilns and detailed documentary evidence
clearly relating in time and place to them and to no
others.

2. Excavated kiln(s) or detailed documentary evidence
indicating a clear siting for kilns.

3. Excavated waster pits or clay pits filled with wasters
(preferably including fragments of kiln structure or
furniture).

4., Non-specific references to potters or kilns within a
given area.

5. Surface scatters of wasters and kiln fragments or
furniture.

6. Suggestive field-names (eg. Potter's Hill).

7. Occurrence of what may be wasters on sites excavated
for other reasons, where it is assumed that the wasters
could not have travelled far from their point of origin.
8. Occurrence of possible wasters among field scatters,
where there is no supplementary evidence of pottery

production.

There may be other levels of evidence, but at the lowest
levels of both documentary and physical evidence it is
clear that there is an increasing subjectivity of inter-
pretation. Hurst3 has demonstrated the dangers of reliance
on incomplete evidence in the dating of medieval pottery,
and the need to test more rigorously our evidence before

laying down foundations which could profoundly affect

future conclusions, if wrongly established.
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Pottery studies in archaeology have long been bedevilled

by intuitive judgements, however inspired these may prove
to be, but in attempting to achieve objective results it is
easy to fall into the trap of believing that pottery
studies can become an exact science. I believe that with
the exception of certain techniques, eg. TL dating, there
is still more of an art than a science in the study of

pottery.

There is no problem concerning some of the pottery produc-
tion sites in question. At Bolingbroke there is a body of
local lore concerning the potteries which only ceased to
produce c.1800, and their existence has never been forgotten.
On the other hand the industry at Toynton St. Peter and
Toynton All Saints was only rediscovered, by excavation,
some fifty years ago, despite the fact that All Saints was
known as 'Potter Toynton' well into the Elizabethan
period.4 Similarly at Bourne the discovery last century of
large pottery vessels during the building of the town's
gasworks struck no chord of memory. They were attributed

to the Roman period.

At Hareby on the other hand we have the case of a potter
named in 1611, but we still cannot be sure whether he
worked in this parish, at nearby Bolingbroke, or in some

Fen Allotment of his parish many miles away.
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Before considering in a systematic fashion where and in
what form the pottery was made it is useful to compare the
quality of evidence with that of the Roman and medieval

periods.

Roman period. Obviously there is no contemporary documen-

tary evidence for potteries in Lincolnshire in this period,
but Swann5 has recently gathered together the various forms
of physical evidence and lists some 74 individual kilns or
more concentrated areas of production in Lincolnshire and
South Humberside. The quantity of sites provides an
immense contrast to the post-medieval period, even though
the factors at work are not quite comparable. There has
been for instance a much longer period of interest in

Roman archaeology and associated study of the pottery.
Moreover the correlation of ancient and modern rural
settlement and industrial sites is slight, hence many

Roman pottery kilns lie outside modern built-up areas and
are more prone to discovery either through the processes

of agriculture or modern urban expansion. Once discovered
there is generally greater ease in excavating whole

pottery complexes such as those at Swanpool, Lincoln,6
than there is in understanding medieval and post-medievai
complexes underlying houses and gardens on village streets

as at Toynton and Bolingbroke.
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Medieval Period. I have already indicated that the similari-

ties are greater between the medieval and post-medieval
periods. With a few exceptions, such as the medieval
court-rolls of Toynton All Saints discussed by le Patourel,7
the documentary evidence in the Middle Ages is very slight
and frequently entirely incidental; as an example we only
know of Robert the potter of Boston because he left for a
Pilgrimage in c.1200 (see above)l. The range of physical
evidence, however, is not dissimilar, and the main
difference may be the disappearance from the urban scene of
the potter, especially in Lincoln. Elsewhere in the
country the evidence suggests that potting gradually

became a rural industry from about the 11th century.8

In the post-medieval period the evidence that will unfold
will demonstrate a mixed economy: of villages with pottery
industries such as Hareby and Toynton; of decaying towns,
such as Bolingbroke; of industrial suburbs to towns, such
as Eastgate in Bourne; of market towns, such as Louth;

and of isolated places such as the site of Kirkstead Abbey.
What unites these sites in their industry varies, as will
be seen, with tradition, good clay-sources, and good

transport - all important elements.

The complementary nature of the documentary and physical
evidence renders it inevitable that there will be a
degree of repetition between this chapter and the previous

one, for which I make no apology.
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3.2 Gazetteer of Pottery-Making Sites

Bolingbroke

Attention was first specifically focussed on Bolingbroke
as a pottery, while the potteries were still working. The
Spalding Gentlemens' Society, founded in 1710, kept records
of items exhibited at its meetings in a series of Minute
Books. In 1734 a slip-decorated or moulded earthenware
vessel was found at Donington,9 not far from Spalding (or
at Boston - the location varies). It was described in the
Minute Books as being of 'Bolingbroke ware'.10 Whether
this was a correct assessment cannot now be judged: the
vessel does not survive, and so far slip-decorated and/or
moulded wares do not seem to be very characteristic of the
area, but it is extremely interesting to see these gentle-
men discussing what must have been a near contemporary

vessel and displaying knowledge of what was then a fairly

humble country pottery.

A more technical interest is shown by a list produced by
John Houghton in 1693. The list is 'A Table of Clays' and

one of these is described as:

'Pure, that is, such as is soft like butter to
the teeth, and has little or no greetiness in it.
Greasy, to be reckoned among, the medicinal
earth, or terrae sigillatae.’

Of these, no. 8 in the list ié;
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'The blue clay of Bullinbrooke pottery in
Lincolnshire'

The above is quoted most accessibly by Llewellyn Jewitt.11

Other than this Jewitt had nothing to add except the

negative; '... Nothing, however, is now known as to this

manufactory'.12

Thomas Quincey, father of the more famous Thomas [de
13

Quincey], carried out a tour of the Midlands in 1772.
His particular interest in industry led him to comment:

'... Near this place is Bullingbroke; an inconsiderable

town, in which there is nothing to be seen but a
pottery for coarse earthenware ...

Quincey was referring to East or West Keal when he said

Figs.8,
'this place'. Perhaps he did not actually visit
Bolingbroke, but if not at least its principal industry

was well known in neighbouring villages.

Evidence certainly survived more locally. John Cragg, FSA

of Threekingham produced a manuscript Topographical Notes
14

of Lincolnshire in 1790-1820 which states;

... here is still at 0ld Bolingbroke a small
trade carried on in Coarse-Earthen ware ... .

It cannot be ascertained exactly when this extract was

written. As I note earlier the last pottery probably closed
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in c.1BOQ or soon afterwards, and this seems to be con-
firmed by Cragg, although it has previously been believed
that the last potter died a pauper in 1793. It may be,
however, that Cragg was using an out-of-date source. If
so this has not been discovered in any research. Cragg
does confirm the small size of the trade in the late 18th

century which parish register sources seem to indicate.

Traditions of the industry survived in the village despite
the 19th century indifference: the late Mrs E. Rudkin's
researches over about thirty years elicited oral evidence
of the locations of several of the potteries, and even of

15 This is not very surprising in a small

some potters.
and close-knit village community where families, if not

surnames, show a formidable tenacity.

The pioneer work of Mrs Rudkin in recording memories and
recovering surface pottery from various sites around the
village led to the discovery of probable kilns in 1963 and
subsequently to excavations in 196516 at a point outside
the built-up area, when two waster pits were located and
excavated. In subsequent years the remains of a kiln was
also excavated.17 This was of the circular multiflue

type with probably five flues, but only about one third of
the kiln survived, the rest having been cut away by a

later ditch.

Fig.10
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No further excavations of kilns have taken place. More
recent work has concentrated on collecting and recording
casual exposures of (mostly) waster sherds, which it must
be admitted give an entirely random distribution to
materials which are probably ubiquitous in the village.
Excavations on the site of the medieval castle since 1965
have produced some stratified groups of pottery, especially
from the Hall and Gatehouse.18 A very large proportion of
the pottery is of local origin, but no stratified groups
seem to predate 1600, and most are related to the regarri-
soning during the Civil War and in its aftermath. The
excavations by M.W. Thompson between 1965 and 1969 were
mainly concerned with uncovering the curtain wall and towers
and were an architectural rather than archaeological
exercise. There is a total lack of published medieval
pottery from the site, a state of affairs which is somewhat
odd in view of the status of the castle as an important
property of the Duchy of Lancaster, and birthplace of

Henry IV,and in view of the light which might be thrown on

the origins of the local pottery industry.

Huge quantities of wasters were found dumped in the castle
moat, presumably after the Civil War when it was |
deliberate policy of Parliament to slight former Royalist
strongholds. The value of such wasters is in the range
of forms and finishes which can be expected in really

19

large samples. The wasters cannot, however, be attribu-

ted to particular kilns or particular potters except in
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the case of very distinctive items such as pancheons bearing
name—stamps20 (for further details of which see below). In Fig.30
all probability the dumping was carried out by all the

contemporary potters in the village.

Origins of the industry

The first named potters at Bolingbroke are members of the
Owesman or Ousman family, shortly after 1600.21 The work-
ing lives of the older members of the family undoubtedly
stretch back into the late 16th century, and it is

possible that the origins of the industry also stretch back
well beyond the written evidence, as Stephen Moorhouse

has suggested elsewhere. On the other hand there seem to
be no good grounds for seeing the origins as early as the
15th century. The fabric of the various East Lincolnshire
potteries are visually indistinguishable as we shall see,
and even the 'distinctive' grid-stamped sherd stratified

at the Bishop's Palace, Lincoln, in a group dated with
perhaps excessive confidence to the mid-15th century22 could
come from one of the potteries at Toynton All Saints, even
though similar sherds were found in the waster pits exca-
vated in 1965 at Bolingbroke. The sherds found in the kiln
and waster-pits are perhaps no earlier than c¢.1550 and
possibly later, since the chafing-dish found among them
seems to typify that date. It is an attractive and
economical hypothesis to view the kiln and waster-pits as

part of a complex worked by the Owesmans, belonging to a
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period ¢.1570-1650. Other kilns probably existed in the

group, which was by no means totally excavated, though the

area was closely investigated by proton gradiometer.

23 It is not

No further substantial anomalies showed.
impossible that an industry which produced much nuisance

in the form of smoke and fumes had to be introduced tact-

fully into the fringes of the village and had to demonstrate

its economic advantage to landlords before potters were
admitted as tenants within the village proper. This kiln
and its associated waster pits do seem to represent the
earliest phase, and also belong to a period when the
Castle was in use and when perhaps manorial control,

exercised by the Steward, was stronger.

Summary of pottery sites in Bolingbroke

Site 1 (TF 356648)

An area showing surface evidence for sevéral kilns.

Two waster pits excavated in 1965. Part of a circular
multiflue kiln excavated in 1967. Whole complex probably

16th century. Finds in CCM (Acc. no. 83.76).

Site 2 (TF 34806501
Probable kiln site in garden. Surface finds include a
fragment of a pancheon stamped by Robert Stanney. Finds

in CCM (Acc. no. 3.78).

Fig.1l1

Fig.12

Figs.
49,50

Fig.52
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Site 3 (TF 35226483)
Pig.5]
Scatter of surface pottery including sherds glazed in a it

distinctive pale green/yellow. Finds in CCM (Acc. no. 4.78).

Site 4 (TF 35056483)

Local tradition asserts that this rough paddock was the

site of the last kiln and that an adjoining pig-sty was made
from the remains of the kiln building. (Information from

the late Mrs E. Rudkin.) No finds.

Site 5 (TF 34876522)

Scatter of surface pottery from garden and adjacent lane, Fig.52
including a complete pancheon. Much of the material appears

to be of mid-18th century date, with a clear brown glaze.

Some finds in CCM (Acc. no. 273.76).

Site 6 (TF 34956506)

Fig.53
Dump of c. 2 ton of wasters in Castle moat. A proportion
is stored in the Alnwick Tower of the Bishop's Palace,
Lincoln (English Heritage).
Site 7 (TF 34836504)
Scatter of brown-glazed sherds from roadside verge. Fig.52

Finds in CCM (Acc. no. 160.76).
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Kiln Technology

Only one kiln has been excavated at Bolingbroke. Even
this was considerably damaged, and its shape is reconstruc-

ted on the basis of assumed symmetry.

Further evidence can be gained from documentary sources,
but most comes from the pottery itself, which shows clear
differences between sites and marked progress in glazing

and firing over a period of some two and a half centuries.

First of all let us consider the kiln, excavated in 1967
(site 1). It was represented by the remains of a circular Fig.1C
base 2.54m in diameter, with two radiating flues, lined
with brick. The kiln lay only 300 mm from the surface, and
about the same depth of kiln floor survived. The eastern
two-thirds of the floor had been cut away by a recent dyke,
but symmetry requires that three further flues existed on
that side. Whether one of these was larger than the

others to permit access for loading (cf. Boston) cannot

of course be determined, and as a result of this and the
lack of kiln furniture it is not possible to comment on the

degree of permanence and sophistication of the kiln.

The products of this kiln, insofar as they can be judged
from the contents of two adjacent waster-pits, do not
argue for a very highly developed industry. Fabrics are
very coarse and sandy, being positively harsh to the touch

in many cases. It is possible that sand was deliberately
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added to the clay as a filler to render it more resilient

to rapid changes of heat, but the fact that the sandy

fabric occurs in jugs and pancheons where subsequent heating
was unlikely suggests that the sand was unintentional

and a result of poor treatment of the clay. The clay

occurs below sand and in digging clay-pits it would be very
difficult to prevent the wind blowing sand into the exposed
clay surface. It is in the subsequent washing, sieving,

and weathering of the clay that distinctions between the
coarse 16th century products and the relatively fine

18th century wares must come.

Products of the later kilns, none of which has yet been
excavated, show increasing fineness of finish, more
controlled glazing and smoother, less sandy, fabrics.

The large quantities of material from Site 6 enable us to
see the range of fabrics and glazes over a lengthy period.
Other than by comparison of form with material from sealed
groups elsewhere there are no checks to provide close
dating within the finds from kiln sites, but the recent
discovery of a rubbish deposit of c¢.1800 at Caistor suggests
that Bolingbroke potters were producing both large coarse
vessels and finer decorated pieces, very similar to 17th

century products even at that date.

In general the coarse sub-medieval pottery seems to have
been replaced by finer reduced greenwares and oxidized

brown wares in the mid/late 17th century and by predomin-
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antly oxidized wares in the 18th century, with a finish not

unlike some modern French kitchenwares.

Fuel

Evidence is slight for the type of fuel used in the excava-
ted kiln. The circular multiflue kiln, however, lent
itself to two main fuels, peat and coal. 1In the 16th
century peat, known locally as turf, would have been the
most easily accessible fuel especially from Bolingbroke's
fen allotments. Probate inventories of the Bourne and
Grimsby potters give ample evidence for the use of this
fuel, and even for the value of its ashes, but for none of

the early Bolingbroke potters does this evidence survive.24

It is highly likely that by the end of the 17th or beginn-
ing of the 18th century coal was passing into common use.
Its use at Boston c.1640 must be regarded as exceptional
and due to easy access by sea. The finer quality of

later products may be due to the use of a more controllable
fuel as well as to changes in kiln structure. Certainly
coal ash seems to accompany wasters in unstratified
circumstances around the village centre, though this can.

hardly be used as evidence.
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Clay Sources

Attention has already been paid to Houghton's comments on
the 'blue clay of Bullinbrooke' and there is no doubt that
it was this clay which attracted potters to the village in
the first instance. It had little else in the way of ready
transport or large local markets to offer.

25 and underlies wind-blown sand

The clay is Kimmeridgian,
of Quaternary origin. Two waster-pits excavated in 1965
were shown to have originated as clay pits, and were oval,
with longest dimensions of approx. 13 feet and 10 feet
respectively. They had been dug through the sand into

clay, and were filled with first a mixture of clean clay

and sand and then by waster pottery and soot. Whether the
clean clay and sand mix was part of an unused supply of
processed potting clay or was the result of natural weather-
ing cannot now be established. The edge of a large feature
adjacent to these pits, found by a proton gradiometer plot
but not excavated, may perhaps have been part of a process-
ing tank for washing and weathering clay. No other clay-
pits have yet been identified, but undoubtedly exist in
close proximity to other unexcavated kilns: some may well
have been opened seasonally among the surrounding fields;

It is unlikely that the potter's own crofts in the later

period could have offered sufficient supplies of clay on

their own.
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Marketing
There is little that can be said of the marketing of

Bolingbroke products, other than the conclusions to be

drawn from a few scraps of physical or documentary evidence.

Products do seem to be gquite widespread in Lincolnshire,
but there is a strong chance of confusion with visually
very similar sherds from Toynton All Saints/St. Peter, and
Boston. Examples occur in Lincoln (eg. Vicars' Court
c.1640) and among surface collections from village sites

in north and east Lincolnshire, but in the south Bourne
products seem to predominate, at least up to and during the
17th century. Lincoln, as the county town, probably
enjoyed better contacts with a wider area than did other
local towns and is perhaps a special case. The evidence

of stamped pancheons (see below)26 suggests a market radius
of some 15 miles (24 km) but these items are very special-
ized and comparatively rare so that a few additional

discoveries could quite change the apparent distribution.

There does not seem to be any direct evidence for packmen
as suppliers, as there was at Ticknall in Derbyshire.27
However, we do know of at least two potsellers in 18th
century Tincolnshire, at Manthorpe near Grantham, and at

Stamford.28

Their numbers were to be greatly increased in
the following century but the coarse pottery which they
handled is not closely detailed. 1In the 17th century

pottery was frequently sold by general dealers ranging from
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fishmongers to haberdashers. The absence of slipware
denies us the insights associated with inscriptional
evidence from some West Yorkshire potters who clearly took
orders for special pieces at fairs and markets, such as

those of Halifax and Burton-in-TLonsdale.

One small clue to the marketing may be gained from the
probate inventory of Thomas Bryan of Bolingbroke (d.1616).29
He belonged to a local landed family whose members were
considered to be squires of this divided parish. 1In one
of his rooms, 'Dent Chamber', were:

'ii dozen of bools six dozen of earthen pans'
valued at 12s. He was clearly not a potter, so perhaps
he took some of his rent from potter tenants in kind and

carried out a small trading venture himself. The quantities

certainly seem of the right magnitude for a wholesaler.

Boston

There seems to be little or no tradition of a pottery
industry in Boston and despite the discovery of a kiln here
in 1975 documentary evidence has yet to be discovered.

This is not for any lack of searching through the old

corporation records, still held in Boston.

As a port Boston was in a very different position from Fig. 34
other Lincolnshire sites: the potters had to compete with

imported products from the Rhineland, via the Dutch ports
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and also with the coastwise trade in earthenwares from
London and King's Lynn. 17th century Boston products show
a certain amount of Dutch influence; we cannot as yet
identify the products of the recorded 19th century
'potters' or be certain whether there was any continuity
in the industry - or even whether these names really rep-

resent potters, rather than dealers.

30

Thompson, the historian of Boston, believed that there

had once been an earthenware pottery there. He quotes as
evidence a Satire of Bishop Hall,31 dated c.1599. The

relevant lines are:

'What though he quaffe pure amber in his bowle
of March brewed wheat; yet slakes my thirsty
soule with palish oat frothing in Boston clay.'

This is obviously a very oblique reference and could be
taken as referring equally well to imported pottery, but
the antithesis of the drinks suggests that the containers
were equally to be contrasted, ie. that 'Boston clay' repre-

sented a notably poor or crude vessel.

The same problems relate to the several references to

'Boston jugges' which occur in probate inventories.>?

They
may not have been earthenware at all, though the contexts
suggest it. Alternatively in local minds 'Boston jugges'

may have meant 'jugs obtained in Boston', hence of German

stoneware, Dutch earthenware, or of Blackware from London
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33

or Kings Lynn, as indicated by the Port Books «for which

see below).

Until 1975 the only physical evidence for local manufacture
came from the discovery in the neighbouring parish of

Fishtoft>4

of a deposit of pancheon sherds having glaze
splashes over the fractures. This could indicate the
presence of a kiln in the near vicinity, but might also be
kiln waste dumped on the river bank as reinforcement, with
origins in‘Boston itself or further afield. A similar
question relates to the pottery found at Great Beats Fm. in

35

Coninysby which again is discussed more fully below.

Kiln Technology

In 1975 building work was in progress at Boston Grammar
School in Rowley Road and when foundations were cut to the
east of the existing buildings part of a stone-built kiln
was uncovered.36 The work was held up to allow excavation
to take place, and the existing trenches were widened to
reveal the whole of the slab-built floor of the kiln and
its three flues. It was not possible to extend the search
further in order to locate associated buildings, but later
on several long shallow trenches were seen in a section to
the north of the kiln. These may have been troughs for
weathering clay, but their exact size and location were not

recorded and their existence was not reported until after

they had been destroyed.

Fig.13
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The kiln and its flues were excavated to floor level and

a limited area to the west of the northern. flue (flue 3)
was examined but the kiln structure was left in situ, to

be bridged by a concrete lintel in the new building. As it
could be preserved the kiln stonework was not removed, but
one floor slab was lifted at the centre of the kiln and the
deposit below was augered. This revealed a layer of stiff
grey clay immediately below the floor and overlying an ash
spread which in turn overlay an earlier baked clay floor,
indicating that the stone-built kiln replaced an earlier
more traditional kiln with a clay floor. The stone floor

lay 850 mm above the base of the clay floor.

The later kiln had a stone-flagged floor 2.7m in diameter
internally. Gaps between the flagstones were filled with
tile and brick fragments and clay. Upon the floor stood
stone walls standing to two courses in some places,

forming a circular chamber with three flues evenly spaced
around the circumference. Flues 2 and 3 (west and north-
east respectively) had been robbed away and their presence
was indicated by gaps in the kiln wall and heavy

reddening of stonework in those areas, and by ash and sherds
outside. It is probable that both were originally stone-
lined. Flue 1 (south-east) appeared to be more substantial
with a flagged floor and stone walls. It may have doubled
as an entrance for loading and unloading the kiln, and it
had a step down of ¢.100 mm from the kiln to the flue floor.

The walls of the kiln and of flue 1 were composed mainly of
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good ashlar blocks and included fragments of window tracery
and blocks bearing masons' marks. These were almost cer-
tainly derived from the medieval Franciscan Friary, within

the former precinct of which the kiln stood.

Over the whole of the kiln floor lay a mixture of ash,
coal and waster sherds, and this extended into all the
flues. Flue 2, however, exhibited two distinct layers of
ash and debris. The lower of these (10) should perhaps be

associated with the earlier clay-floored kiln.

Outside the north side, west of flue 3 lay a thick deposit
of brown silty sand (6) abutting the kiln wall. This
seemed to have been placed there to support the wall and
perhaps to prevent leakage of the hot gases - there was no
attempt elsewhere to seal the lower courses of the wall.
The sand overlay a spread of stiff grey clay which was
probably the sealing over the earlier kiln and acted as

levelling-up for the stone floor.

In flue 1 the ash deposit (14) was partially covered by a
dense mass of slaked lime. This appeared to post-date the
last use of the kiln for pottery and suggests that one flue
was used as a lime-kiln, perhaps to burn limestone blocks

from the other flues and kiln walls.

Over the remains of the last firing and in the upper levels

of all the flues were quantities of pottery including tin-
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glazed earthenwares and tiles, part of a North Italian
marbled slipware bowl, and German stonewares. These offer

a terminus ante quem for the use of the kiln, which clearly

served briefly as a rubbish tip. Clay tobacco pipes37 were
also found in contexts contemporary with the use of the
kiln and in the subsequent rubbish deposit, and suggest a
mid 17th-century date for last use and destruction, a date

in agreement with that of the imported pottery.

There was no trace of superstructure but it is possible
that some of the large number of 14th century roof-tiles
found in destruction levels formed part of a dome. Others
undoubtedly acted as 'shelves' separating stacks of pots in
the kiln, as evidenced by the glaze-drips on them. No
other internal structures or kiln-props were found, and it
is likely that smaller items were fired inside larger, and

that pottery was stacked directly on the kiln floor.

Products consisted of jugs, pancheons, chamber-pots, ale-
jars, and many smaller and finer items particularly tripod
pipkins with a dark green glaze externally and light

brown internally. There were some cups, including imita-
tions of Blackware types glazed in a very dark green, |

38

and a single Dutch oven with thumb-decorated edges, one

of the earliest examples so far found in this country.

No documentary evidence exists for kiln or potter, but it

is known that the Greyfriars site was purchased by Boston

Fig.29
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Corporation39 soon after the Dissolution and that two of
the tenants during the appropriate period were Mr Adlard
of Torksey and Christopher Dennis.40 Neither can as yet
be associated with the pottery industry, though either
may have let out land to potters as sub-tenants. No

potters are recorded in the Parish Registers, either.

Summary of Pottery Sites, Boston Area

Site 1. Boston (TF 331437)
Stone-built circular multi-flue kiln with three flues.
Products include jugs, pancheons, chamber-pots, ale-jars,

tripod pipkins, cups and a Dutch oven, in lead-glazed

oxidized and reduced fabrics. Finds in CCM (Acc. no. 43.75).

Site 2. Fishtoft (TF 346424)

Dump of pottery including pancheons with glaze covering

breaks, found adjacent to river Witham. Location of finds

unknown.

Clay Sources

The clay sources available to potters in Boston remain
something of a mystery. Pottery from the 17th-century
kiln exhibits a fabric closely similar to that of other.
East Lincolnshire kilns at Bolingbroke and the Toyntons,
yet it lies in the heart of the Fens on the northern side
of the Wash. 1Its geological history should then be quite

different.41

Fig.l4
Figs.
54,55
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It seems highly unlikely that a kiln would be established
where there was no suitable clay or where deposits lay at
a great depth. A more reasonable suggestion is that there
were suitable local deposits of clays derived from the
southern Wolds either in the penultimate glaciation or as

alluvium brought down by rivers and streams.42

The existence of earlier and later potters and more
relevantly of brick-kilns as far back as the 15th century43
tend to reinforce the case for availability of suitable

clays.

Fuel

The excavated Boston kiln was undoubtedly fired with coal,
which was found in abundance both burnt and unburnt. The
mid-17th century is a very early date for such use outside
Coal Measures but this was no doubt a result of the plenti-
ful supply of coal which passed through the port of Boston.
The Port Books44 provide evidence for a massive trade in
coal brought coastwise from Newcastle at this date, and
this origin was confirmed by Mr A.H.V. Smith of the NCB
Yorkshire Regional Laboratory, to whom samples were
submitted. Microscopic analysis of the coal indicated én
age and rank consistent with an origin in the Durham

45 for which Newcastle and Sunderland were the

coalfield,
principal ports. No doubt the use of this fuel was both
cheap and more economical of storage space than the turf,

used in many of the other kilns. It may also explain why
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Boston seems to be the only really urban kiln of its date
in the county (we do not know the location of the Grimsby
kiln). A coal supply would relieve the potter of the need

to build up trading contacts for turf in rural areas.

It is also of interest to consider that the use of coal,
together with a stone-built kiln, may indicate a Pennine
and Yorkshire origin for the potter, where both are known.
It must be said, however, that the products do not seem to

confirm this.

Marketing

As has been mentioned before, Boston fabrics are not
readily distinguishable by eye from other East Lincolnshire
types, except for one or two forms such as imitation
Blackware cups and tripod pipkins. It is therefore diffi-
cult to identify the area over which they are distributed.
They occur in local villages such as Leverton and

Fishtoft, and the more recognizable types occur as far away
as Lincoln.46 There is no evidence for export or coastal
trade in the Port Books - in this respect Boston seems to
have been a net importer of pottery rather than an

exporter - and it seems probable that distribution was
principally within Boston itself and those villages for
which Boston was the market town, a radius of perhaps 20 km.
Lincoln, as the county town, enjoyed a special position in

marketing, as we have seen earlier.
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Bourne

Bourne, a small market town on the edge of the Fens in

South Lincolnshire, once had a pottery industry which
existed probably without a break from the late 13th to the
mid-17th century. As such it paralleled Toynton All Saints/
St. Peter and clearly served the south of the county as
Toynton served the east, but with rather less success. 1In
the medieval period Toynton products penetrated Bourne's

markets, but not vice versa.

No direct dating has been found for the earliest medieval
pottery from Bourne. Three medieval fabrics have been

&d and of these only examples of fabric 'A'

distinguished,
cooking pots have been found in association with more
readily datable vessels, at Stamford in a pit with a
complete Saintonge polychrome jug,48 and at Bicker Haven49
(in Quadring parish) in levels associated with jugs made
at Kiln 1 or 3, Toynton All Saints. 1In each case the
acceptable date range spans the late 13th to the early
14th century. Fabrics 'A' and 'B' are fairly coarse,
containing sand and larger grit as inclusions. Fabric

'C' is still fairly uncommon, and has a soft soapy tex-
ture containing small limestone grits, not unlike Lyveden

50

products. Only fabric 'A' was found in the two medieval

kilns and waster pits excavated in Eastgate in 1973.

Fabric 'D', and the post-medieval kiln which produced it,

show a complete break from the medieval tradition, though
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the kiln and its workshops stood on ground which had been
heavily pitted for clay and which was backfilled with
15th century wasters. There is therefore evidence for
continuity of site and of industry, but also for very
considerable changes at some point probably in the 16th

century. These will be considered later.

. 1
In his History of Lincolnshlre,5 Marrat refers to an entry

in Bourne Parish Registers;

'«.. on 21st May 1637 a fire happened in the
Eagate'.

Marrat further records that;

'This fire destroyed the greater part of Potter
Street and did much damage to East Street (or
Eagate) ... the cause ... through carelessness
at the potteries which were destroyed with the
street and never after rebuilt.'

As this work was published in 1816 we can only guess at
the source of Marrat's information, which seems very
detailed. Fires in towns at this date were common and
very destructive, in the absence of solid party walls or

52 The causes of fires were not

an adequate fire brigade.
infrequently put down to carelessness by bakers and others
who had commercial hearths, so the stated cause of the

Bourne incident may be no more than a reasonable conjecture.

However, Marrat is very positive about the fire's effect
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on the pottery industry, which is very difficult to accept

in view of other evidence.53

It is interesting to note the equation of Eagate and

Eastgate. The former appears to be based on the word 'Ea'

154

or 'Eau used in Lincolnshire for a stream or river,

and in the case of Bourne such a derivation is topographi-
cally acceptable. This street and other lanes that lead
off it lie to the east of Bourne market place and until
quite a late date formed a separate entity.55 No doubt the

potters congregated there as the prevailing westerly winds

would carry smoke and fumes away from the town.

In 1896 a group of pots was found in enlarging the gasworks

in Eastgate.56 These were published as 'Roman Pottery at

Bourne', though one gentleman who had seen them thought
they were of 'Early English' manufacture. Five ale-jars
are illustrated, all substantially complete though cracked.

One of these is now in the City and County Museum in

57

Lincoln. Other finds are also mentioned.

'"The broken pottery consisted of a great many
pieces, mostly of a yellow or green colour, but
nothing perfect. They are very thin, and were
clearly worked on a wheel. One red jar, about

6 inches in height, was nearly complete. There
was also the base of a jar of a dark red colour,
with some thumb marks on it ...

This constitutes the earliest reference to finds from the

pottery sites. All the pots illustrated are in Bourne 'D'
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ware58 and can be paralleled among finds from the post-

medieval kiln excavated in 1973. Between 1966 and 196859
much pottery was seen on the surface in various parts of

Eastgate, and in particular on the site of an electricity

sub-station in Cherry Holt Lane.

Subsequently, in 1973, two medieval kilns (nos. II and III) ‘
were excavated by Nigel Kerr in advance of extensions to ig?ié
the Commercial Garage in Eastgate, and a post-medieval

kiln (kiln I) with an associated house and workshops were

excavated on the corner of Eastgate and Cherry Holt Lane

in advance of road-widening.

Since then no further excavation ‘has taken place, though

further fieldwork would doubtless amply repay the effort.

The post-medieval kiln may have been the property of
successive members of the Parker family. The earliest
named potters are Christopher Parker and Robert Barton,60
(see above). The latter's inventory was witnessed by a
Stevyn Parker, probably a potter, whose son Steven died in

61 62 40 his turm died in

1615. This man's son Christopher
1624 leaving £10 worth of 'potts and milke panns' in the

pot house.

The Christopher Parker who died in 1624 was well-to-do,
leaving over £309, and described himself as a yeoman.

His ancestors, however, had been far less affluent. If
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we wish to find a cause for the break in tradition in the
forms and fabric of pottery we may have to look for outside
capitalization. Steven Parker the younger certainly held
his property on lease and it may well be that it was the
owner of the kiln and workshops who controlled the
business. This may explain the absence of any mention in
Parker's inventory of the kiln, which, if we are correct

in identifying with that excavated in 1973, was of new

construction along with all the associated buildings.

Capitalization of the industry might well explain the
change in pottery types, especially the more adventurous

innovations, such as sgraffito wares.

That such a thing was possible is borne out by a grant

under Letters Patent to a group of Lincolnshire gentlemen

in 157063 of a licence for inter alia;

'baking earthen vessels and other earthen works
with colours or 'purtraictes' after the manner of
Turkey, Italy, Spain and Netherlond' and for
bringing in 'stranger workmen' for the purpose.

64 indicates that two Netherlanders;

A contemporary letter
'one a baker of fine earthen vessels' had been sent to
Bourne 'which they mislike not' and then to Stamford.
There is no evidence that tin-glazed earthenware was ever

made at Bourne or Stamford, but clearly the quality of the

clays was thought suitable and also Francis Harrington of
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Bourne was aware of this.65 Perhaps he was aware because
he had a controlling interest in the existing Bourne

potteries?

Summary of Post-Medieval Pottery Sites in Bourne

Site 1 (TF 101199)
Medieval and post-medieval sherds found in extending the
Gasworks in 1895-7 included five almost complete 'D'

ware ale-jars. One of these in CCM (Acc. no. 37.70)

Site 2 (TF 106200)

Reputed site of a kiln. No finds recorded.

Site 3 (TF 105199)
Large quantities of waster material found 1966 on west of
Cherryholt Lane, in building a new electricity sub-station.

Finds in CCM (Acc. no. 16.70)

Site 4 (TF 107210)
Large quantities of smooth red wares found in field, 1966.

Finds in CCM

Site 5 (TF 091198)
Pottery found in north-east part of field, 1966.

Finds in CCM

Site 6 (TF 106199)

Clay-built pottery kiln with three flues and associated

Fig.1l7

Fig.57

Fig.56
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house, workshop, and waster pits excavated in 1973.
This kiln was producing Bourne 'D' ware. Finds in CCM

(Acc. no. 98.73).

Kiln Technology

The post-medieval kiln, excavated by Nigel Kerr in 1973,66

was a circular multiflue with three flues disposed equi- Biede
distantly around its circumference. The floor and flues
were entirely of clay, the kiln floor having the unusually
large diameter of 3.7m. It was surrounded by the remains
of a clay wail c.200 mm in width which had been levelled

by later ploughing except on the west side, where a boundary

hedge had protected it.

The flues were short, only 1m long, and c.300mm wide, with
walls c.100mm thick. There were no obvious stoke-pits and
the flues contained no ash, but the bases were eroded as

though by frequent cleaning.

Over the whole of the floor and extending into the flues
was a secondary lining of clay with large sherds trodden
into its upper surface. It was c.40mm thick and overlay a
thin layer of ash (described by the excavator as wood |
charcoal, but see below), which represented the remains of
the last firing. The superimposed floor had never been
fired, and had obviously been abandoned before it had been
used. The fire of 1637 might account for this, but there

are many other factors which would explain it just as well,
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such as the death of the potter, or a decision to move
elsewhere. No kiln furniture was apparently found, nor
traces of superstructure. A boundary ditch to the north

of the kiln contained lumps of fired clay, but it could

not be determined whether they were derived from a floor or

from the kiln superstructure.

Adjacent to the western flue on the north side and again
to the south were large waster heaps, only the eastern

edges of which were located in the excavation.

The most interesting discovery in the long narrow area
excavated which was to be covered by road-widening was a
complete range of buildings and other industrial structures
which provide the only Lincolnshire evidence for a complete
post-medieval potter's croft. :
Fig.lo
The buildings fronted onto both Eastgate and Cherryholt

Lane, south and west respectively. On the south side was

a house with one room 6.2x5.2m containing a hearth and a

trampled earth floor in which was mixed domestic rubbish.

An adjacent passage and a second room to the west could

perhaps be associated with the first room, the whole fofming

the domestic quarters with a lean-to-store on the corner

of the two roads. A small gap separated the house end from

the workshops to the north. The workshops consisted of two

small rooms floored with 'green' (ie. unfired) refined

clay. Fragments of two mortars, perhaps for grinding
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ingredients for glaze, and an iron tool for shaping pot-rims,
were found here. In the north-east corner was a hole,
interpreted by the excavator as a post-hole. It is

possible, however, that this was for the base of a potter's
wheel. To the north of the workshop was a lean-to-shed in
the floor of which was a pit 2m long, 1m wide and 1.3m deep

which was partially filled with prepared potting clay.

The buildings were constructed of small limestone rubble
bonded with clay and were c.800mm thick. Possibly the
walls carried a mud and stud superstructure. Houses
similar in construction to the potter's house survived to
be recorded this century,67 and comparable industrial
structures could be seen in the brickyard hovels at

Morton, just north of Bourne.68

Part of the workshop may have burnt down, as a mass of
part-fired clay, perhaps from the walls, sealed the floor
of the building. Around the north and east of the building,
the yard surface was hardened with limestone blocks, sherds,

and domestic rubbish.

In this fairly complete picture of a potter's croft thefe
seem to be two omissions. One is the apparent lack of

cart-—shed;69

the second is the absence of any obvious
heated rooms (other than the house) in which to dry the
pottery before firing. Possibly this lay in an unexcavated

part of the site. Less physical evidence might be
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0

expected for a turf—stack,7 but its absence too seems

to require some explanation.

The kiln produced cooking-pots, jugs in three sizes,
pancheons, pipkins, jars, ale-jars, dishes, chafing
dishes, water bottles, lids, and watering-pots. Most were
in a smooth pale-pink to red fabric containing occasional
very large limestone grits, and partially covered with a
thick cream-coloured slip before glazing. Some sgraffito
wares were produced here, though not apparently on any
great scale as none have yet been found away from the
kiln-site. Among pottery with type 'D' fabric have been
found sherds glazed with cuprous green specks. It is not
known where these were made, but their origin must be
another kiln in Bourne or in the same geological zone of

southern Lincolnshire.

Fuel

Kerr describes the material from below the upper floor of
the excavated kiln as 'wood-charcoal'. It seems unlikely
that wood was used in a kiln of this type because of the
length of flame which would result and the absence of
baffles in the kiln. It is possible that wood was used-to
light the fires in the flues, or even to pre-bake clay
linings, but on the whole the use of turf seems more
probable. Bourne lies on the western edge of the Fens and
peat could be dug from below the silts, or perhaps even

from the surface at one time. Robart Barton's,inventory71
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records a store of 'torves and wood', and judging by the
example of Zachariah Godhelpe of Grimsby72 even the ashes

of turf had value, perhaps as potash or in soap-manufacture.

Clay Sources

Clay was dug from the proximity of the kilns in the
medieval period, and the later kiln stood on ground which
had formerly been pitted for clay. Where the clay for the
later kiln itself came from is not clear as no contemporary
clay pits were found on the site, but they probably lay
nearby. The source was the Oxford Clays of the Upper
Jurassic,73 which was once extensively used in brickyards
which followed it along a line west of the Fen Edge gravels

and east of the limestone.

In the post-medieval period this was either extensively
purified (or else the medieval potters had added
refractory minerals to it) and it provides the smoothest
fabric of any pottery in Lincolnshire except the much
earlier Stamford ware, which derived from the Upper

Estuarine Clays.74

A puddling-pit was found on the site. It must have been
worked manually as there was no trace of a blunger or any
other mechanical contrivances. With a pottery of this
size, perhaps with only one wheel in use, a staff of three
or four could probably cope successfully if they success-
ively dug, prepared, wedged, threw, and fired the raw

material.
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Marketing

There seems to be little evidence as to how the Bourne
potters marketed their wares, other than from the scatter’
of distinctive pottery throughout South Lincolnshire, which

Hilary Healey has mapped.

They had the advantage of living in a thriving market town,

78 and they may have

at this date increasing in population,
enjoyed the patronage of the Harrington family (see above)
with its aristocratic connections. No doubt when the
Berties were at Grimsthorpe the Bourne potters provided

for their kitchen and dairy needs, but this market was
neither very substantial nor very frequent. Excellent
though the Bourne products were they could not compete with
finer and more attractive foreign imports, and their
clients must have been the farmers and cottagers of the

Fen and its margins, and the townspeople of the nearby town
of Stamford which had no post-medieval pottery industry

of its own, as far as 1is known.76

Coningsby

The pottery site at Coningsby is somewhat puzzling. It
has been recorded under the names of Coningsby, 'Great
Beats', and 'Haven Bank'. 1In fact it lies in the modern
parish of Coningsby, in the hamlet or area known as Haven

Bank, on Great Beats Farm.

Fig.18
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The site was first discovered in 1964 by the late Mrs E.H.

Rudkin, '’

just to the north of Great Beats Farm. Concen-
trations of pottery and sooty soil provided surface indica-
tions. A small trial hole was dug here in 1964 but no
conclusive evidence was obtained as to whether this site was
a pottery. Geophysical survey and a limited excavation
could prove the point fairly readily, and this is a task
which should be undertaken. When visited by the writer in

1982 the site lay under rough pasture, and little surface

pottery was to be seen.

Wildmore, which lies adjacent to Coningsby, is now a civil
parish, created in 1884 from an area of Fen and a number

of extra-parochial hamlets drained and enclosed in the early
years of the 19th century.78 Until this date Wildmore Fen
was an undrained waste, except where small enclosures had
been taken in during the middle Ages, and it was common

land shared by a number of villages including Coningsby,
Revesby and Bolingbroke. The latter village in 1856 owned

79 the westernmost

an allotment of 306 acres in this Fen,
of the three Lindsey Fens. The pattern of settlement is
complex. Post-drainage farms and cottages are scattered
widely across its area, but medieval settlement consistéd
of a number of small nuclei, most of them originating in
monastic granges and vaccaries belonging to the Cistercian
houses of Kirkstead and Revesby. These monasteries

resolved their differences in this area of competitive

development by an agreement c.1257 recorded, rather oddly,
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on a map in the Kirkstead Psalter.80 Kirkstead in future
developed its holdings in Wildmore Fen, Revesby in the

West Fen.

After the Dissolution these settlements remained tithe-free
and extra-parochial, but the occupiers gravitated towards
one or other of the villages on the higher ground for
religious purposes. Hence Haven Bank was considered to be
part of Coningsby before Wildmore parish was created, while
Hundle House looked towards Bolingbroke. How systematically
this was practised it is hard to tell. Inhabitants of the
Fen Allotments probably consisted of younger sons and

their families who perhaps had part of their patrimony

in the older villages. This perhaps explains the position
of Edward Ousman of Hundle House,81 a potter who was buried
at Bolingbroke, and who had property there (see above).

A further complication is raised by Roberts82 who suggests
that a Fen Statute of Bolingbroke Soke in the 16th century
actually forbade permanent building in the Fen, and led to
the use of impermanent, seasonal, or movable structures.
This may in practice have been a dead letter but it raises
questions as to whether any pottery could have been run on
this basis.

Coningsby in the 17th century was a classic'Open Village'183
in which there were a number of small freeholders and a
variety of crafts, including several 'dish-turners' or

84

makers of treen. A potter might well fit better into
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this setting than that of Bolingbroke with its perhaps
more restrictive arrangements. The people of the latter,
though, as tenants of the Duchy of Lancaster land, may have

enjoyed more freedom than we imagine, along with other

85

tenants on Crown and quasi-Crown estates. The evidence

mentioned above, concerning Edward Ousman, must also be

considered, and there are other pointers too. Robert

86

Stanney of Bolingbroke who died in 1691, left twenty

horses among other stock which he may have been

encouraged to keep by the availability of common grazing in

the Fen. The importance of this will emerge later.87

The site lies on low ground not far from the river Witham,
Fig.1l9
but the course of the Witham has not always been as it is

at present; in 1761 an Act88 was obtained which inter alia

allowed for the construction of a new cut linking Chapel
Hill and Boston. This work, completed in 1766, left the
old meandering river-course to silt up, but it can still be
seen both as soil-marks on aerial photographs and as an
influence on the line of the present minor road through

Haven Bank.89

The pottery site, then, lay on the river's edge until
c.1764, and could therefore represent dumping of waste from
a pottery kiln situated elsewhere to reinforce the bank.
This may be also the case with the dump of pottery at
Fishtoft which has a similar relationship to the riverbank.

In favour of this idea we should note the great similarities
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between the Haven Bank wasters and those from the 16th/17th

century kilns at Toynton and Bolingbroke.

On the other hand it seems rather unlikely that potters
could be prevailed upon to carry their waste up to 28km
from their kilns. The time and cost involved would make

the operation nonsensical without some financial inducement.
Also we may recall that the potter of Kirkstead (see below)
about whose existence and workplace there could be no doubt,
made use of a similarly remote spot for his kiln,

admittedly a little further from the river. This gives

rise to another possibility: that Kirkstead, Coningsby

and Fishtoft (and perhaps Boston) were all chosen delib-
erately by potters for their proximity to the river and

hence to water transport.

Apart from the pottery, soot and ash the Coningsby site

has produced evidence of tile used in the kiln to i
separate stacks, as well as parting-sherds. There is, in

fact, as much evidence here for a pottery as there is on

many of the sites in Toynton itself.

The range of pottery suggests a late 16th/early 17th
century date, and includes costrels, chafing-dishes with
battlemented rims, jars, chamber-pots, pancheons and
tripod pipkins. It is too early to have been made by

Edward Ousman, but could be the work of an ancestor.
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Pottery site at Haven Bank, Coningsby

(TF 21965327). Possible kiln-site producing green-glazed

Fig.19

earthenwares, found 1964. A small excavation Fig.57

(unpublished) took place here in 1964. Finds in CCM (187-8.76)

Hareby
Hareby lies on the Wolds one mile to the north-west of
Bolingbroke and is a small parish now containing a mere
handful of houses and a church. The village seems to repre-
sent a late shrinkage as earlier maps90 show many more
houses here. There is only one recorded potter here;

91

Lebbens Walker, who died in November 1611. His

inventory records:

'In the Kilne
Item Eight dosen of pottes'.

This seems to imply that the kiln was his, and on his
property. Conceivably it could have been at Bolingbroke

where Walker would have been a contemporary of the Ousman

family, or even on a Fen allotment92 belonging to Hareby,

but it seems more probable that the kiln was at Hareby

itself as Walker was closely involved in village life here,

being churchwarden in 1607.93

The problem in locating the kiln lies in the shrinkage of
94 Fig.20
the village since the 17th century. Aerial photographs do
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not provide the answer, as none seems to show earthworks,

95 the

crop or soilmarks of the village street. 1In 1856
population was 97, implying some twenty houses. The site
is now dominated by the 19th century Hareby House and its

farm buildings and no doubt part of the former village

was swallowed up in the emparking of this house.

Two areas seem hopeful. One is a footpath leading to the
church which lies on its own in the middle of a field. The
footpath could be the relic of a village street. The other
area is to the south of the church where the road drops
rapidly down towards Bolingbroke. Houses are shown here in

96

1824. Limited fieldwalking by the writer has produced

97

sherds of medieval-17th century date from the field

immediately south of the church, but further work is needed

to solve this problem.98

Even in event of the discoyery of wasters and other kiln

material the products of Hareby would be indistinguishable
from those of Bolingbroke, whose geology it shares. Clay
sources and fuel sources were probably the same, while any
potter at Hareby would be drawn towards the larger village

with its better marketing facilities.

There is no indication that any later potters worked at
Hareby. Lebbens Walker coincides with the first generation
of potters to be recorded at Bolingbroke, and his working
life probably commenced in the late 1580s or 1590s, unless

he married late in life.

Fig.58



-107-

East Keal

East Keal lies on the southern edge of the Wolds halfway
between the Toyntons and Bolingbroke. 1In this position we
might reasonably expect a medieval or early post-medieval
pottery industry to have sprung up,99 but so far no evidence
at all is forthcoming for its existence. The earliest
references belong to the early 19th century, and appear in

a local newspaper.rOO The most instructive of these is an
advertisement published in 1811 and addressed 'to Brick and

Tile Makers'.

It offers a brickyard containing 5 acres 1 rood and

9 perches (approx. 2.5ha) which produces clay 'of the first
quality for making bricks, tiles and pots'. No mention is
made of a separate pottery kiln. Perhaps the types of
pottery made here could be fired in a brick-kiln though

at Louth (see below) there were separate kilns for bricks

and pots. There was also 'a new mill to grind clay'.

The brickyard is probably to be identified with that

marked as 'Kiln' the 1824 Ordnance Survey map at TF 375645,197
Whether there was a predecessor to the site is uncertain.
Several large burnt areas are to be seen after ploughing

in a field to the east of the brickyard, which could be the

bases of older brick clamps.

No products of the East Keal brickyard have yet been

identified. Evidence from other brickyard potteries
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suggests that the new markets available for them in the
19th century were in the provision of plant-pots, tree-pots,

o2 to the gardens and

seed-trays and other such products
conservatories of the new middle-class country-dwellers, and
to the market-gardening trade. Evidence of the brickyard's

operators is given above.

Site 1 (TF 375645)
Site of brickyard as marked on 1824 Ordnance Survey and Fig.21

subsequent maps.

Site 2 (TF 375638)
Medieval/post medieval pottery and a possible kiln-prop
found here, but do not appear to survive. Possibly a

predecessor to the brickyard site.

Clay Sources

East Keal shares with other southern wolds sites access to

the Kimmeridge Clays, overlain by thin cover sands.103

Fuel

At this date coal and coal-slack would have been readily

available for firing the East Keal kiln.
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Kirkstead

Kirkstead Abbey lies about 1 km east of the river Witham and
the same distance south-west of the small town of Woodhall
Spa. It was one of the richest and most powerful monastic
houses in Lincolnshire and belonged to the Cistercian Order.

Its precinct occupies some 7 ha. and is in the form of a

rectangle minus its south-west corner, the long axis lying Fig.22
east-west. On the western side of the precinct there is a
fishpond and area of amorphous earthworks which do not form
part of the claustral buildings. One prominent mound has

104 Fig.29

eroded and since 1972 has been known to consist entirely
of waster sherds of pottery (Site 1). Two further areas
have produced waster sherds. One (Site 2) lies close to
the present entrance to the precinct on the north side, and
is a series of low mounds. The other (Site 3) shows no
mounds at all, but there is a scatter of wasters thrown up
by mole activity over a wide area a little to the east of

Site 1.105

Visually all the sites produce sherds of similar type and
fabric, and there can be little doubt that they are waste
from the same pottery which could have been situated adjacent
to Site 1 or 2. There is no obvious surface sign of |
structures here, of houses or workshops, but some of the out-
lying buildings of the Abbey might have been utilized.106
Alternatively the workshops etc. could have been situated
just to the north-west of the present precinct entrance,

where there is a range of disused farm-buildings. This

theory has yet to be put to the test.
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The forms of the pottery suggest a date in the late 16th or

107 and it seems unlikely that a

early 17th century,
pottery could have been working up-wind of th