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The Tottery
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The five sherds from Maynardfs Gate are typifal of the quantity of nofiery
recovered from medieval iron~weorking cites in the areal, although in fthis
insiance the context of discovery doos not permit the furncce itself %o Da

assigned 1o the medieval veriod on seramic evidence alone.
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Three fabric tyves are represented”:-—
1. Shell-/sand-tempered ware; one sherd. Dark grey core with red-buff
oxidised margins. Soft fabric with fairly smooth vesicular surface and
rough fracture, MNoderate inclusions of medium/fine dark guarts sandy cone
shell—tomper indicated by plate-like voids. Dissolution of the shell in
acid soil conditions counld cause the vesicular surface3- 3. f rrniatively, the
¥
temper may have burnt out during firing.
2. Grey sand—tempered wares three sherds. Dark grey core with red marsins
and groy surface. Foirly hard, hersh fexiuwred fabric with roush fracture.
. o . - .
Common inclusions of medium guarts sond, and rare svecs of red iron ore,
3. Red sand-tempered ware; onc sherd, Red-pink throughout. Hard, smocth
texture with falrly smooth fracture, Yodersie inclusions of fine cuartiz

sand and specs of red iron ore; rare frogments of siltstone,

None of these wares can bhe positively attributed to specific kilns ,'buﬁ
Fabrics 1 and 2 have been recognised on other iron-working sites in the High Yeald
and can be paralleled a2t Hinepit ood4 and Larrocf5. Fabric 3 iz sunerficially
similar to some of the red sand-tempercd wares at Parrock where white-slivped
decorated jusms of this type can be atiribuited fo the Barlswood kiln near Reisa 196.
In the absence of featured sherds from annard's Gate, .however, the source cannot

be determined although the giltstone inelusions would be consisteat with
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manufacture within the broad geogranhical srea of YWealden clays,

Dating is hazardous, if not impossible., Shell-tempering (Fabric 1) dov not

occur in West Kent groups after c. 13007 and appears to die out in est Surrey

at least half a century earlier. These and the sand-tempered wares {Fabric ?),

however, were found at Minepit Hood where inddetrial activity is dated by Corbon-14
to the fourteenth-fifteenth centuryg. Tor the forseeable future, physical methods
£ dating medieval bloomeries will be of greater significance than traditional



ceramic typologiess even a broad range of nbzolute dates would help to establish

the longevity of vottery iypes within the Weald.
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