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ABSTRACT

This dissertation sets up a standardised system for analysing mid-seventeenth to mid-
nineteenth century Cape colonial ceramic assemblages and then applies it to a number of
Dutch and British historical sites in the south-western Cape region of South Africa in order
to trace patterns of change in the availability and use of domestic ceramics in the colony.
The system accommodates the wide range of African, Asian and European ceramics
used during the period of Dutch East India rule from 1652 to 1795, the following
Transitional years when the Cape was governed for short periods by both the British and
Dutch governments and the period from 1815 onwards when the Cape became a British
Crown Colony. A systematic ceramic classificatory system was required to form a
framework for the first stage of a proposed study of the role of Asian porcelain in the
Cape during the 17th and 18th centuries.

The resulting Cape Classificatory System has five sections. (i) Ware Table, a ware based
classification, records ceramics by sherd count and minimum number of vessels, and acts
as a check list for Cape colonial sites. (ii) Date Table provides the accepted dates of
production and references for all ceramics excavated in the Cape. (iii) Form & Function
Table lists excavated ceramics by vessel form within functional categories. (iv) The Site
Catalogue accessions and references (where possible) all the ceramics in an
assemblage. (v) A catalogue of previously unreferenced Asian market ware (coarse
porcelain) excavated from 17th to 19th century colonial sites in the south-western Cape.

Thirty ceramic assemblages from Cape colonial sites and four assemblages from
shipwrecks in Cape waters were analysed or examined. The Cape Classificatory System
was applied in full to the ceramics from four sites: the Granary, a late seventeenth century
Dutch East India site; Elsenburg, an elite mid-eighteenth century farmstead; Sea Street,
Cape Town, a to dden in use from the last quarter of the eighteenth century to
ca.1830; and a well in Barrack Street, Cape Town, that was open from ca.1775 till the late
nineteenth century.

The results clearly demonstrated changes in ceramic availability, usage and discard in the
Cape over a two hundred year period, differences in refuse disposal practices and the
dependence of the colony on Asian porcelain, including Asian market coarse porcelain,
during the late seventeenth century and eighteenth century.
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Chapter One

Introduction

The purpose of this study is to develop a method of systematically analysing and
recording ceramic assemblages excavated from seventeenth, eighteenth and early
nineteenth century colonial sites in the south-western Cape region of South Africa. It will
use an internationally understood terminology and be compatible with systems used by
historical archaeologists in North America and elsewhere. Although this study is
concerned with the full range of ceramics used by the colonists, particular emphasis will

be placed on the identification and classification of Asian porcelains.

When the Department of Archaeology and the Archaeology Contracts Office (ACO) at the
University of Cape Town (UCT) began a new series of excavations of historical sites in
1988, it became imperative to standardise the methods used to record and analyse the
artefactual material. The study of ceramic classifications was initially prompted by two
particular problems that had appeared during the Archaeology Department's long term
research into the material culture of eighteenth century Cape Town. The first was the
difficulty in comparing ceramic assemblages from different Cape sites and the second

problem was linking excavated ceramics to those recorded in probate inventories.

The main thrust of this study, however, has been to develop a framework for the first
stage of a proposed study of the role of Asian porcelain in the Cape during the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. Individual types of ceramic ware cannot be
studied in isolation but must be evaluated as components of a complete ceramic
assemblage whose composition, in turn, will be affected by the use of similar vessel forms

in other materials.

A brief overall examination of the excavated assemblages-made it apparent that the
analysis of Cape colonial sites would need a broad based system to incorporate and
adequately analyse the wide variety of ceramics from Asia, Africa and Europe imported
into southern Africa from the mid-seventeenth century onwards. It was not possible to
use existing ceramic classifications or vessel typologies in analysing such ceramic

assemblages.



During the last twenty five years, historical archaeologists working in the south-

western Cape have excavated sufficient sites for meaningful and comprehensive research
projects to be undertaken into colonial lifestyles over a two hundred and fifty year period
beginning in the mid- seventeenth century and extending into the early twentieth century.
Such projects require standardised methods of artefact analysis and the proposed system

of ceramic analysis is a contribution towards this end.

Outline of the dissertation

This chapter provides the background to the dissertation. It begins with a short history of
the Cape settlement from its founding by the Dutch East India Company (VOC) in 1652 to
the establishment of the region as a full British Crown Colony in 1815. This is followed by
an account of the development and practice of historical archaeology in South Africa and
ends with an overview of the ceramics used at the Cape from ca. 1652 to ca.1850. A

glossary of ceramic terms pertaining to Cape assemblages is provided (see Appendix D).

Chapter Two is a review of the literature pertaining to the identification and interpretation
of ceramics found in assemblages excavated from Cape colonial sites which form the

foundation for the study of ceramics used during the colonial period.

Chapter Three reviews and discusses existing methods of ceramic analysis before
explaining the methodology employed in the development and setting up of a system
named the Cape Classificatory System (CCS), to classify, quantify and describe ceramic

assemblages excavated from Cape colonial sites.

Chapter Four brings together all the available information on the so-called Asian coarse
porcelains or provincial wares which appear in considerable quantities on mid-
seventeenth to early nineteenth century Cape sites. These wares have been renamed
Asian market wares to set them apart from the Chinese and Japanese fine export ware
porcelains made at the same time for the European and North American markets. This
chapter is accompanied by an appendix which catalogues all the Asian market ware
excavated to date in South Africa (Appendix J).

Chapters Five to Eight describe the full application of the CCS to four ceramic
assemblages from colonial sites in the south-western Cape. The first assemblage is from

the Granary (Chapter 5), a late seventeenth,site within the Castle of Good Hope, and the
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second is from Elsenburg (Chapter 6), a mid-eighteenth century elite farmstead situated
about fifty kilometres from Cape Town. The other assemblages were excavated in central
Cape Town: James' House in Sea Street (Chapter 7), the site of an early nineteenth
century house built over a town dump, and a household well in Barrack Street (Chapter 8)
built ca.1775 which was open until the end of the nineteenth century. Each individual
analysis is preceded by a short history of the site and a brief explanation of the
excavation and stratigraphy and closes with a summary of the analysis and a short

commentary on the ceramic assemblage.

Chapter Nine, the final chapter, gives an overview of the application of the CCS to Cape
colonial assemblages, evaluates its strengths and weaknesses, and ends with a
discussion of thq its proposed use in the study of Asian porcelain in the Cape in the

seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.

The Cape of Good Hope

The Cape of Good Hope is situated on the southern tip of Africa (Figure 1-1) and has a
Mediterranean-type climate. It includes large areas of grazing and arable land crossed by
high mountain ranges. Before the founding of a permanent Dutch settlement in the mid-
seventeenth century, the Cape was inhabited by two groups of related indigenous people;
San (Bushmen) hunter-gatherers and Khoi (Hottentot) pastoralists or herders. Ships en
route between Europe and the Indies regularly anchored in Table Bay from the 1590s
onwards to take on water, to recuperate from the long voyage and, often, to bargain with

the Khoi for fresh meat.

In 1652, the VOC decided to station a small garrison on the shores of Table Bay to assist
the Company's outward and homeward bound ships that called at the Cape on the four to
six month sea passage between the Netherlands and the Far East. The duties of the
garrison included re-provisioning, attending to the welfare of the officers and crews, and
facilitating the repairs and maintenance of the ships (Ross 1989:243). The first
commander of the Cape, Jan van Riebeeck, was given orders to build a fort, cultivate
\ ables d grain, and not to ens /e or conquer the indigenous population but to
remain on friendly terms with them to ensure a constant supply of cattie to the Company
(Boucher 1986). Shortage of labour made it impossible for van Riebeeck to carry out this
work. In 1657, a number of Company employees were released from their contracts to

set up farms on condition they sold their grain and cattle to the VOC at a fixed price.
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the British captured and occupied the Cape to prevent it falling into the hands of the
French. At this stage "the largest sector of the colonial population was the slaves, of
whom there were some 25,000. Next in number came the 20,000 white colonists,
followed by 15,000 Khoikhoi and some 1,000 free blacks" (le Cordeur 1986:75). British
military control lasted until 1803 when the Cape was handed over to the Batavian
government in terms of the Treaty of Amiens. The war between Britain and France
resumed. The British then recognised the strategic importance of the Cape and returned
to recapture it from the Dutch in 1806. The second occupation lasted until the Cape was
ceded to the British Government in 1814 (le Cordeur 1986).

The Cape became a Crown Colony within the British empire from 1815. Slavery was
abandoned in favour of free labour and VOC mercantilism was replaced by capitalism and
free trade. Land reform encouraged ownership of farms, and commercialised agriculture
began. There was a great increase in shipping calling at the Cape, the import and export
markets expanded and merchants came out from Britain to set up businesses (le Cordeur
1986). The Cape Colony remained under British jurisdiction until it became part of the
Dominion of South Africa in 1910.

The original purpose of the VOC's Cape settlement had been to provision and attend to
the needs of the Company's ships. The inhabitants of the Cape thus had access to most
of the products of the East which were regularly shipped to Europe. One of these
commodities was Asian porcelain. Cape probate inventories show that Chinese and
Japanese ceramics were owned by a wide cross section of the community (Woodward
1974, 1982; Malan 1993). This is confirmed by the archaeological record where Asian

porcelain and stoneware are the dominant ceramic types on eighteenth century Cape
sites. The remaining ceramics consist of varying amounts of European stoneware,
faience and earthenware, locally manufactured European-style coarse earthenware and
small amounts of African / Asian indigenous pottery. Such ceramic assemblages are the

subject of this dissertation.

Historical Archaeology in the Cape

This is a brief outline of the development of historical archaeology in South Africa, but
focuses on research and field work carried out in the Cape region during the last twenty
years. A wider picture is provided by Martin Hall in his review of the archaeology of
European colonial expansion into Southern Africa, and “the archaeology of the impact of

this expansion on the communities long-established there” (Hall 1993).



The rapid development of Cape Town during the 1970s and 1980s resulted in the
exposure of early Cape colonial buildings during demolition activities (Abrahams 1984). It
became apparent that valuable historical sites were being destroyed. Museums
appointed historical archaeologists to their staff and became involved in monitoring and

recording sites both in Cape Town and Stellenbosch (see the map in Figure 1-1).

In 1976, Hendrik Vos of the Stellenbosch Museum began a long term historical and
archaeological study of the colonial settiement of Stellenbosch, founded 1679 (Vos 1993).
He has excavated over twenty six sites in the course of his research which will provide
information for a regional study and for comparison with other areas in the Cape. Gabeba
Abrahams, the historical archaeologist at the South African Cultural History Museum, has
concentrated on rescue archaeology in central Cape Town since 1981 and has
undertaken excavations of the Fort and the Castle of Good Hope (Abrahams 1993). She
has used the excavated artefacts from the Fort to produce specialised studies of
seventeenth and eighteenth century glass bottles and locally produced coarse
earthenwares, and to investigate the foodways of the Cape colonists in the mid-
eighteenth century (Abrahams 1987, 1994, 1996).

The Department of Archaeology at the University of Cape Town (UCT) became involved
in the excavation of outposts, industrial sites and fortifications in the 1980s (Saitowitz
1982; Heckroodt & Saitowitz 1985; Seemann 1989, 1992). The Historical Archaeology
Research Group (HARG) was established at UCT in 1985 and concentrated on the
archaeology and material culture of eighteenth century Cape Town and the hinterland.
HARG has also investigated probate records and vernacular architecture (Hall et al. 1988,
1990a, 1990b, 1993a; Gribble 1990; Hall 1991b; Brink 1992; Malan 1993). A maritime
archaeologist has been working out of the department since 1989 and a major project
which is currently being undertaken is the excavation of the VOC ship Oosterland which
sank in Table Bay in 1697 (Werz 1993a).

From the late 1980s onwards, South African archaeoli ‘sts began working in Cultural
Resource Management. The Archaeology Contracts Office started operating from UCT in
1988 and has excavated numerous historical sites in Cape Town and the surrounding
areas including large scale excavations at the Castle of Good Hope (Archaeology
Contracts Office (ACO) 1991a, 1991b, 1992, 1993, 1995).  Archaeologists at

Stellenbosch University have focused on rural sites in the south-western Cape.



Other major archaeological projects associated with the Department of Archaeology
(UCT) were the excavation of a seventeenth century VOC outpost at Oudepost on the
Cape west coast by Carmel Schrire of Rutgers University and a series of excavations
directed by Anne Markell in 1991 at Vergelegen, an early eighteenth century estate
owned by a Governor of the Cape (Schrire 1988; Schrire et al. 1990, 1993; Markell 1993).

Similar historical archaeological work has been carried out at other centres in South
Africa, including the Albany Museum, Grahamstown (Webley 1993), National Cultural
History Museum, Pretoria (van Schalkwyk et al. 1995) and the South African Museum,
Cape Town (Sampson et al. 1994; Neville et al. 1994). The University of the
Witwatersrand is involved with late nineteenth to twentieth century sites and industrial
archaeology. A group of archaeologists from the United States has focused on the
architecture and material culture of nineteenth century British settlers in the eastern Cape
(Jeppson 1991; Winer & Deetz 1992; Winer 1994).

Overview of ceramics used by colonists at the Cape ca. 1652 to ca.1850

An accurate overview of the ceramics used by the colonists at the Cape requires both
documentary and archaeological evidence as neither is a complete record on its own and
each compliments the other. The main documentary evidence for ceramic usage is
provided by contemporary probate inventories of deceased estates and auction lists.
Woodward (1974, 1982) and Malan (1993) have studied probate inventories and have
produced extensive information about the types and quantities of ceramics used in Cape
households from the late 1680s to the mid-nineteenth century. The archaeological record
is being built up by analysing and recording ceramic assemblages from colonial sites

excavated by South African universities and resource management businesses.

The Cape, and the whole of southern Africa, did not have a refined ceramic ware industry
until the mid-twentieth century and was totally reliant on imported wares (except for
coarse earthenwares) throughout the period under discussion (Nilant 1963:40). During
the time of Company rule (1652-1795) the Cape was provisioned from either Europe or
the VOC | lqr ters in [ wh it oz (¢ w~n _Dlony in 1815

ceramics were imported from Britain. In addition to these major imports, small amounts of
European and Asian ceramics continued to reach the Cape as private possessions of
Company officials and immigrants. ' Little research has been undertaken into the official

importation of ceramics into the Cape. Volker (1954, 1959) records the VOC shipments






Castle of Good Hope also show a high percentage of European manufactured wares

(Chapter 5).

This assemblage includes Dutch and German coarse earthenwares, Delft tin-glazed
tablewares and Rhenish bellarmine stoneware jugs. The remaining wares are blue-and-
white Chinese and Japanese export porcelains, very small quantities of blue-and-white
Persian stone-paste and various African and Asian coarse earthenwares including
indigenous Khoi pottery pots. European-style coarse earthenware had been locally
manufactured from 1665, but it appears that good quality coarse wares were still imported

and used at the Castle until the end of the seventeenth century.

The Company's warehouses in Batavia regularly provided porcelain for its outer offices
including Japanese tablewares with the VOC monogram (Woodward 1974). The
excavation of a well within the Castle's kitchens revealed a quantity of monogrammed
plates (Hendrik Vos pers. comm.). Probate inventories of free burghers from later in the
seventeenth century record their possession of increasing quantities of Asian porcelain
alongside pewter dishes and plates (Malan 1993). The first Company consignments of
Persian, Japanese and Chinese porcelain arrived in the Cape in the second half of the
seventeenth century (Table 1-1). Early official shipments only contained useful wares and
this pattern formed the basis of VOC shipments of porcelain to Europe in the eighteenth
century (Jérg 1982:225-306).

Table 1-1: VOC official shipments of Asian ceramics to the Cape in the seventeenth century
(adapted from Volker 1954).

Date & name of ship Ceramic shipment

1666 Westwoudt - Persian x 185 pieces

1675 Swaardfisch - Japanese x 210

1676 Cabeljauw - Japanese x 258

1678 Bode - Chinese x unknown amount

1681 Hollandse Tuyn - Chinese x 135

1682 Vrijheyt - Persian x 140

1685 - Japanese x 220

Post 1685 - small official shipments of Chinese

11



Colonists obtained extra porcelain, including more expensive and elaborate wares,

through private trading (Chapter 6). The VOC had tried to keep the porcelain trade in its
own hands and constantly changed the rules with regard to illegal and ‘permitted’ trade
during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. The Company did not enforce a
monopoly over all the imports into the Cape and private business dealings were an
important part of the local economy (Ross 1994:22). Colonists could place private orders
for porcelain with individuals in the Netherlands and the East or buy it illegally from the
passengers and crew of ships en route to Europe. This trade went unrecorded but the
evidence is found in the large porcelain assemblages excavated in the Cape (Christiaan

Jorg pers. comm.).

The eighteenth century

During the eighteenth century, the Cape colonists turned to the East for their supplies of
table and teawares. The amount of Asian wares used in the Cape continued to increase
and they can be seen as part of the signature of the Cape's cultural identity. Persian
stone-paste ‘porcelain' had disappeared completely by the early eighteenth century, as
had most imported European coarse earthenwares. Chinese and Japanese export ware
porcelain and Asian market coarse porcelains made up between 50% to 80% of the
estimated minimum number of ceramic vessels (MNV) of a mid-eighteenth century Cape
assemblage (Chapter 6). These high vessel counts far exceed the proportions of Asian
ceramics found on contemporary domestic sites in the Netherlands, North America and
England (Deetz 1973:21; Baart et al. 1986:94; Barker & Barker 1984). The colonists’ use
of significant quantities of coarse porcelain bowls and dishes is of particular interest.
These ceramics were in everyday use in households throughout Southeast Asia (Rooney

1987) but were never officially shipped to Europe (Christiaan Jérg pers. comm.).

Most of the excavated porcelain is blue-and-white with only small amounts of Chinese
Imari and the later enamelled wares that were popular in the West from about 1730

onwards (Sea Street Chapter 7 & Bree Street Appendix [.1). This information is virtually
absent in inventories where only minimal descriptions are given. Perhaps the lower cost
and the durability of underglaze-blue compared to overglaze enamelled decoration on
porcelain made it the colonists’ first choice but it is also possible that, in the eighteenth
century, the company supplied the Cape with porcelain that was no longer saleable or
profitable in Europe. It is not uncommon to find poorly fired and warped vessels amongst

the excavated porcelains (Chapter 6).
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Asian porcelain also influenced the usage of other European ceramics apart from

tin-glazed wares in the Cape colony. The wide-spread use of porcelain by all sectors of
Cape society, coupled with the VOC monopoly of Cape trade and its anti-British stance,
could have affected the acquisition or desire for British refined earthenwares during the
second half of the eighteenth century. English fine red earthenwares and Staffordshire
white salt-glazed ceramics were available in Amsterdam from ca.1740 and creamwares
from ca.1760 onwards (Baart et al. 1986:98). Yet white salt-glazed plates only turn up in
small numbers on late nineteenth century sites and cream coloured wares, blue and
polychrome painted pearlwares and blue printed wares only occur in any quantity on

Cape sites during the first decade of the nineteenth century (Chapter 7).

The nineteenth century

The nineteenth century saw a change to British manufactured wares in Cape colonial
assemblages: undecorated cream coloured wares, blue and colour printed table and
teawares, annular wares, shell edged plates and a variety of sponge decorated wares.
The amount of porcelain present in excavated assemblages drops to a very low
percentage: it is mainly European and is represented by minimally decorated bone china
teawares. Asian ceramics, especially blue-and-white porcelains, never disappear
completely but occur in small amounts on most nineteenth century sites, such as
Harrington Street, Cape Town and Verlorenvlei (ACO 1991a; Taylor 1991) (Appendix 1.1).

The foregoing brief overview of the ceramics available during colonial rule gives an

indication of the range and quantities of wares that will be analysed and discussed in this

dissertation.
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demonstrated its role as a small but indispensable commodity in the VOC trade with the
East in the seventeenth and eighteenth century. Volker used the Dagh Registers, letter-
books, bills of lading and invoices of the VOC and other relevant contemporary
documents available to him in the 1950s, to compile yearly surveys of the Company's part
in the Chinese, Japanese, Tonkinese and Persian ceramic trade in the Far and Middle

East during the seventeenth century (Volker 1954; 1959).

Volker's first survey covered and recorded the important era of change in Chinese
porcelains that took place in the years following the overthrow of the Ming dynasty by the
Manchu in 1644 (Volker 1954). The ensuing civil war in southern China lasted until the
firm establishment of the Qing dynasty in 1682 and caused radical shifts and changes in
the ceramic industries and markets throughout the East. In China, the fighting caused a
serious disruption in the production, ordering and export of the late Ming export wares
(kraak porcelain) which were the mainstay of the Company's fine ceramic exports to
Holland and Asia during the first half of the seventeenth century. Volker presumed that no
Ming style porcelain was sold to the Dutch after 1657, forcing the VOC to turn to Japan
and to a lesser extent to Tonking and Persia to make good and supplement the large
yearly requirements of trade ceramics. This state of affairs continued till the re-
organisation of the government and export kilns at Jingdezhen in the early 1680s, after
which China again supplied the bulk of the porcelain exported by the VOC. This period

covered the early years of the Cape settlement.

Volker divided his studies into several surveys "to separate the different markets where,
and the periods during which, the activities of the Company took place" (Volker 1954). He
identified three main markets to which the Company shipped porcelain; the Netheriands,
which only accepted fine wares; the inter-insular market in the Malay Archipelago where
coarse porcelain wares were dominant; and the Asian market, which comprised India,
Persia, Arabia, Japan and Further india, which required almost equal amounts of both
fine and coarse porcelains. The outer offices of the Company, including the Cape, were
part of the Asian market. Volker's study also discussed the VOC ceramic transactions
with Persia and Japan during the seventeenth century. Wares from these two countries

are found on late seventeenth century Cape colonial sites.
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Volker (1954) used contemporary data to list the types, forms and often the cost of most
of the ceramics ordered and distributed by the Company from the beginning of the their
trade in the early seventeenth century through to 1682. The Company's business
transactions were conducted and recorded in the Dutch merchants' shorthand of the day,
making it difficult to recognise all of these vessels or the quantities involved when reading
the documents. Despite this, Volker was able to identify all the new vessels and tabulate
them in chronological order as they appeared in the orders. The orders show the
important division of the porcelains into fine and coarse grades, although these terms are

often ambiguous.

Volker's systematic research revealed that the records of the VOC could be used to give
a more exact attribution and dating to the Chinese export porcelain of the seventeenth
century and of the Japanese porcelains officially shipped by the VOC from the 1650s to
the 1730s. The information was of immense importance to the general study of Asian
export porcelains and especially to archaeologists working on sixteenth to eighteenth
century European colonial sites in Asia, Africa and the Americas. Volker lists the names
of ships, together with their itemised cargoes, ports of departure and destination. This
revealed the dates and contents of early official consignments of Asian ceramics for the
Cape station: Persian faience was shipped to the Cape in 1666 and 1682, Japanese
porcelain in 1675 and 1676, and unspecified shipments of Chinese porcelain in 1678 and
1681 (Volker 1954:115,188-191).

Volker's survey of the VOC trade in Japanese wares was extended by the publication of a
second volume devoted to the Japanese market after 1683 (Volker 1959). The survey
showed that after 1683 the official VOC market for Japanese wares was limited to the
Asian markets but that the VOC continued to buy Japanese porcelain for its outer offices
(which included the Cape), for ships and for the surgeons, despite the fact that it was
expensive and difficult to obtain. Volker suggested that the quality of Japanese blue-and-
white useful porcelain was not equal to the Chinese wares and that the cost price of the
official shipments of these wares to Holland were too high to guarantee a good profit for

the Company.
The VOC records also revealed the importance of Tonkinese ceramics during the

Chinese porcelain shortage (late 1650s to ca.1682) and again at the end of the

seventeenth century when they were in direct competition with Japanese and Chinese
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wares. Volker's research also revealed the market for Delft and Rhenish stoneware in

Japan during the same century (Volker 1954:224).

Volker acknowledged that there were gaps in the VOC records that he was using and that
most of his data was not suitable for statistical analysis. But he still felt that there was
enough information to plot the growth and main changes in the official Dutch porcelain
trade during the first 80 years of the seventeenth century. He was also aware that the
private trade, including smuggling, was an unknown factor and could change much of the
information he had tabled, especially the accounts of the Japanese export trade to
Europe (Volker 1954). Volker's surveys of the official ceramic trade of the VOC (1602-
1683) and the Japanese trade in the eighteenth century, form the basis of the analysis of
seventeenth century Asian porcelains excavated in the Cape and give an insight into the

Company's supply of ceramics to its outer stations.

Woodward's pioneering studies on ceramics used at the Cape between 1652 and 1795
showed, like Volker, that contemporary documentary sources could be used in the
identification and study of ceramics (Woodward 1974). She realised that further
investigations into the official importation of porcelain at the Cape would not measurably
increase knowledge of locally used oriental wares, and she concentrated most of her
research on the itemised household inventories of deceased estates recorded by the
Orphan Chamber in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. Although these
documents are not representative of all the existing households at the time, Woodward
was able to list most of the ceramics used in the first 150 years of the colony during the
period of VOC rule. Lack of detail in the inventories made it difficult for her to identify or
quantify all the recorded vessels. Her work, however, presaged the later studies of
excavated assemblages by showing that the position of the ceramics in the house
recorded in the inventories could indicate their usage. To this information, Woodward
added the comments and observations of visitors and travellers to the Cape (Woodward
1974).

It is important to understand that Woodward's studies of Chinese and Japanese porcelain
relied to a great extent on Volker's, then unchallenged, work, and predated the advent of
historical archaeology in South Africa. Throughout her overview of the VOC's extensive
porcelain trade in the East she was aware that her information on the seventeenth

century, especially about the private trade, was probably far from complete. The
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dependence on Volker's studies led her to draw a few incorrect conclusions about the

Japanese trade and the type of porcelains available during the years 1653-1757.

Nevertheless, her work is of special importance in archaeological research, as she linked
the recorded ceramics to the people who used them. She did not study ceramics in
isolation by simply cataloguing them as artefacts or works of art, but placed them in their
historical and social context. Woodward used her wide knowledge of contemporary
fashions, manners and social history, to provide possible contexts and usage for these
ceramics in Cape households, demonstrating that they could be read as important and
valuable social documents. This approach to ceramics is one of the strengths of her

work.

Woodward's detailed descriptions of specific types of Asian porcelains, accompanied by
comments on the execution of the decoration, have proved to be of inestimable
importance for identification and analysis of excavated wares especially where reference
collections are not readily available. Her art-historical knowledge is evident in her
aesthetic assessment of the ceramics, yet she does not allow this method of evaluation to
overshadow the fact that most of these items are classified as useful wares and were
manufactured to function as basic utensils of everyday life. The book was written with
South African collectors in mind and the majority of the photographs are of ceramics in

local collections, of which over half are on view in public museums.

Woodward's interpretation of the ceramics used in early Cape colonial households did not
tally with the small amounts of Delft and polychrome porcelains recorded in the early
inventories. This led her to believe that these ceramics had been incorrectly itemised or
insufficiently described. Recent archaeological excavations in Cape Town and the
surrounding areas, however, have revealed a low incidence of these wares. While
accepting Woodward's views on the shortcomings of documentary evidence, the analysis
has shown that the inventories are more accurate than was expected. In later work
(1982, 1983), Woodward retracts her comments on the paucity of Delft vessels and

acknowledges the accuracy of the inventories.

Woodward's study of porcelain predated the start of historical archaeology at the Cape.
She commented that archaeology is "the surest guide to the ceramics in use at a given
time and place" (Woodward 1974). Woodward used a number of minimally provenanced
collections of sherds from building sites in central Cape Town to show that kraak

porcelain and Japanese porcelain plates with the VOC monogram were in use in the early
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years of the settlement and that a variety of coarse porcelains were imported into the Cape

(Woodward 1974.Appendix 1).

Woodward paid special attention to two types of ceramics that are linked to the presence
of the VOC at the Cape; martevans and porcelain painted with the Company monogram
(Woodward 1974). She records and discusses most of the known references to
martevans and provides photographs and information on the martevans in South African
collections, She suggests that many of these unprovenanced, unobtrusive jars could have
been used in the Cape during the eighteenth century and subsequent excavations have
proved her to be correct. Her survey and descriptions of the Japanese porcelain with the
VOC monogram has helped in the identification and interpretation of blue-and-white

Japanese wares from VOC and colonial sites in the Cape.

Woodward's studies of armorial services made for people who had lived or had spent part
of their life in the Cape, remains the only detailed account of this ware. Although to date
none has been excavated, this information alerts archaeologists to the possibility of finding

such specially decorated porcelain on Cape colonial sites

Woodward's work stands as one of the major contributions to the study of Asian wares
used in the Cape during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. Later research has led
archaeologists to question some of her assumptions yet her work remains unquestionably
a most important reference book for the analysis of ceramics acquired, used and
discarded in Cape during Company rule. Woodward did not treat ceramics as an
independent category but described them in terms of their varying contexts within different
houses. She discussed their role in cooking, eating and drinking and their relationship to

the metal, wood and glass vessels and other artefacts used in these household activities.

Woodward's later dissertation on the interior of the Cape house between 1670 and 1714
used the same type of source materials utilised in her earlier publication, but drew on a
wider and more comprehensive range of inventories and auction lists (Woodward 1982:x-
xiii; 8-9). In addition, she was able to benefit from the results of the first few years of
historical archaeology in the Cape and to expand and an d her earlier studies
(Woodward 1982). She made particular use of the wealth of information recorded in the

probate inventories that were recorded room by room. Such documents made it possible
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for her to recreate the interior and the position and possible use of ceramics in these

houses.

Her published research was slanted towards the elite households of the Cape which has
limited its use in archaeological studies. The value of this work (Woodward 1982) lies
more in showing the context and usage of ceramics during the early years of the Cape
rather than a means of identifying particular individual vessels used at the time. The line
drawings accompanying the text show the probable type of vessel mentioned in the
inventories and she comments that seventeenth and eighteenth century ceramics from
local collections need to be properly researched before they can be used as examples of
ceramics used in the Cape. By comparing the local inventories with similar contemporary
documentation in the Hague and New York, she was able to reveal the distinct character
of excavated Cape ceramic assemblages (Woodward 1982:6). This has been confirmed
by the analysis of numerous eighteenth century sites in the western Cape region and by
comparison with contemporary sites in Europe and north America (Appendix 1.1, Hawke-
Smith & Barker 1984, Baart et al. 1986, London sites (Jacqueline Pearce pers. comm.),
Deetz 1973).

Christiaan Jérg followed in Volker's footsteps by extending the survey of the porcelain
trade of the VOC into the eighteenth century (Jérg 1982). He used a similar research
design to Volker to give an account of the Company's direct trade with Canton from 1729-
94 and to list the types and decoration of the porcelain carried in the official VOC
shipments to the Netherlands during that time (Jorg 1982). Before describing the
porcelain trade in detail, he outlined the history of the whole China trade and gave a
description of life and trade in Canton. This emphasised his point that porcelain has to be
studied in its economic and historical context as merchandise in the VOC trade in order to
fully understand the constantly changing markets of this commodity. Porcelain was
carried by the VOC as genuine merchandise and “not regarded merely as ballast” (Jérg
1982:193). It only constituted, on average, 5% of the total profits that the Company made
on the cargoes of the ships returning to the Netherlands, yet it appeared to remain one of

the most important commodities imported into Europe (Jérg 1982:193).
Jorg showed that the Company's purchases for Europe concentrated on basic everyday

household utensils (useful ware), a category of porcelain that could be bought at a

reasonable price in Canton, packed and shipped economically, and sold in quantity at a
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profit in the Netherlands. The majority of the Chinese export porcelain excavated from

eighteenth century Cape colonial sites appear to belong to this category of porcelain.

Jorg's study included the descriptions and drawings which accompanied the lists
(Requirements for the Return Shipments) of porcelain to be bought by the supercargoes
for the Dutch market during 1729-95, as well as the year by year specifications of the
types and decorations of the porcelains actually shipped to the Netherlands during this
period (Jorg 1982:94-192; 225-306). The descriptions were taken from the Company's
business transactions and are often difficult to match with extant porcelains, but Jérg
showed that they can be 1ked to accurately dated shipwreck material to give a clearer
picture of the ceramics in question. He used the Chinese porcelain salvaged from the
VOC ship Middelburg (1781) as an example, to which can now be added the porcelain
from the Geldermalsen (1752) (Jorg 1982:152; Jérg 1986).

Jorg's survey included an account of Chinese and Japanese porcelain, freighted to
Europe by the VOC for private traders during the eighteenth century. It includes
descriptions of elaborate and exclusive porcelains that formed part of these consignments
and gives some indication of the type and class of porcelain carried by the vast
undocumented private tra : (Jérg 1982:140). This information allows a possible division
to be made between official and private trade porcelains in Cape assemblages. Jérg also
records shipments of Japanese porcelain in 1765 and 1766, showing that it was still
possible to buy Japanese export wares for the European market after the VOC had
ceased official dealings in orcelain with Japan in 1657, mainly because its price was too
high (Jérg 1982:142).

Jorg's study concentrated on the Dutch market and only mentioned the Cape briefly, in
connection with the official VOC shipments of porcelain from Batavia, but it is invaluable
for comparative studies and the identification of eighteenth century Chinese export

porcelain found on Cape archaeological sites.

The firm establishment of historical archaeology in Cape Town led to the production of
spec ist studies on the exca | ceramics. The earliest of these was an article by
Hendrik Vos (1985) describing the ‘coarse provincial wares' excavated from colonial sites
in Stellenbosch. To date, this is the only published, illustrated reference for Asian market
coarse porcelains excavated in South Africa and remains one of the few papers to study

and evaluate these ceramics as a group.
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Vos began by raising the unsolved problem of how the Dutch used the term ‘coarse
porcelain' in their business transactions in the East (Volker 1954 & 1959). While it is
accepted that ‘coarse porcelain’ (Asian market coarse porcelain) denoted the thickly
potted porcelaneous and stoneware bowls and dishes attributed to the kilns in the
southern provinces, it appears that it could also have been used to describe certain blue-
and-white export porcelain from the kilns in Jingdezhen which manufactured the bulk of

the fine porcelain for the European export market (J6rg 1982:124).

Vos suggested that much of the ordinary fine blue-and-white Chinese porcelain from
Cape excavations could have been classed as ‘coarse porcelain' by the Dutch merchants.
He described this category as having a "fine white body, but with less sophisticated
decoration than the fine wares from the same area" (Jingdezhen) but added that these
‘northern’ wares could have a coarse body similar to many wares from the southern kilns.
Jingdezhen Asian market coarse porcelain has yet to be positively identified and
excavations of kiln sites and clay sourcing will be required to prove or disprove this theory
(Ho Chuimei pers. comm.). Vos, along with all researchers in South Africa, commented
that the term grove or grof in the Cape inventories indicates Asian Market coarse

porcelain (provincial ware).

Vos gave an excelient description of the Asian market coarse porcelain category, using
extant pieces. The article was well illustrated with photographs of eleven different coarse
porcelain bowls and dishes excavated from eighteenth century colonial sites in
Stellenbosch. He provided a good background history of the trade in these wares in the
East although the later references to the Dutch trade have to be re-evaluated in terms of
new documentary evidence (Jérg 1992). Using archival and archaeological evidence,
Vos suggested that these vessels were probably used in the preparation and
consumption of food even though the inventories record them in rooms other than the
kitchen. His conclusion that coarse porcelains had little aesthetic appeal during the
eighteenth century is questionable as many of them were either elegantly painted in
underglaze-blue or decorated with overglaze red and green enamels and would no doubt

have been pleasing to many sectors of Cape society.



Vos demonstrated the importance of archaeologically excavated Asian market coarse
porcelains from the Cape in the study and dating of these poorly, and often incorrectly,
attributed wares. He made the important point that the Cape assemblages could be
representative of the coarse porcelains carried by the Dutch in the inter-Asiatic trade.

The next major work involving excavated ceramics was Antonia Malan's study of Cape
households during the period 1750 to 1850 (Malan 1993). She used the layout and
contents of urban and rural households to trace the changes in material culture that
occurred in the colony during the transition from eighteenth century VOC control to full
British colonial rule after 1815. Malan continued, and built on, Woodward's earlier studies
of the interior of Cape houses (Woodward 1974, 1982) and based much of her research
on the same contemporary documentary sources, namely probate inventories and auction
lists, but with the addition of archaeological information from recently excavated Cape

sites (Appendix 1.1).

Malan covered the 100 year period from the mid-eighteenth to mid-nineteenth centuries in
four phases and was able show the changing context and usage of ceramics in different
classes of households within specified time periods. She aided ceramic studies by
compiling complete lists of the types and forms of ceramics recorded in individual
inventories (Malan 1993:156, 160, 169-170). Malan showed that if documentary evidence
is compiled in a form that allows direct comparison with lists of excavated material, it will
provide "enhanced material cultural detail" (Malan 1993). She demonstrated that
ceramics, particularly tablewares, are especially suited to this type of analysis and gave
examples of how individual items from provenanced ceramic assemblages excavated in
Cape Town have helped to identify and describe vessel types recorded in probate records
(Malan 1993:164, 165).

Malan's work clearly demonstrated the importance of documents, especially probate
inventories of deceased estates, in the analysis of excavated ceramics assemblages.
Her method of presenting information in tabulated form makes the results more

accessible and useful than Woodward's narrative approach.

Gal a Abrahams extended the study of lor ly excava | ceramics by surveying the
provenance, manufacture and availability of coarse earthenwares used in the Cape during
the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries (Abrahams 1994). Coarse earthenwares from
Cape sites incorporate two conceptually different types of pottery: unglazed pots made

and used by the indigenous Khoi and the European-style coarse earthenware made
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locally or imported from Europe for use by the VOC and in colonial households.

Abrahams described and discussed the latter category under the heading ‘VOC-period

pottery'.

Abrahams based her survey on an assemblage of locally produced European-style
earthenwares excavated from a section of the Grand Parade in central Cape Town. The
site included a section of the moat that had surrounded the Fort de Goede Hoop (1652)
“in which a large deposit of remains was preserved throughout the centuries” (Abrahams
1994:2). The earthenwares were attributed to the mid-eighteenth century on the basis of
their association with artefacts dated to 1740-1760.

Khoi pottery has been adequately described by other researchers but Abrahams was the
first person to compare locally produced European-style earthenwares with similarly
styled pottery from other sources. She classified the European-style coarse
earthenwares according to their vessel form and the results were tabulated with a full
description of each vessel and its possible function. Fragmentation hindered the precise
identification of many of the vessels especially the smaller thin-walled ‘pots' and the large
bowls/dishes. Despite this problem, Abrahams listed twelve basic groups of vessel forms
and provided photographs, drawings and profiles of over twenty coarse earthenware
items. Amongst these wares, Abrahams identified a small group of vessels whose vessel
style and macroscopic appearance of the body and glaze suggested they were of

European origin.

This assemblage of earthenwares from the Grand Parade site cannot be linked to any
particular household as the moat was probably used as a dumping ground for any
number of the surrounding houses. It does, however, give an indication of the range of
coarse earthenwares available to the inhabitants of the Cape in the eighteenth century
and forms the basis of a vessel typology for European-style coarse earthenwares found in
the Cape.

Very little provenanced European-style coarse earthenware pottery had been preserved
in local museums and until the publication of this survey, archaeologists working on
excavated Cape assemblages were forced to rely on collections of European

manufactured wares for referencing the excavated coarse earthenwares.
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In a later study Abrahams (1996) used the Grand Parade ceramic assemblage and its
associated faunal remains to investigate the foodways of the Cape colonists during the
mid-eighteenth century. She used a social history paradigm to discover the cultural and
social meanings of the excavated ceramics within the context of the eighteenth century
Cape and aimed at explaining, rather than just describing, the ceramics. Her project was
also aimed at setting up a method of systematically recording ceramic assemblages to

facilitate the interpretation of ceramics and to permit accurate comparative analysis.

The ceramic assemblage from the Grand Parade was made up of the common ceramics
of everyday life (Abrahams 1996:20). It had accumulated over a 150 year period: a few
ceramics could be related to the occupation of the Fort (1652 - ca.1673), and the
remainder could have been discarded by households from all over Cape Town (Abrahams
1996:245). They are considered to be representative of the range of ceramics used in the

Cape during the eighteenth century.

Before describing the excavated ceramics, Abrahams provides a brief account of the
acquisition and usage of ceramics at the Cape from before the settlement of the Cape by
Europeans 1652 to the end of the nineteenth century. She sets up a typological
classification based on the work by Mary Beaudry to catalogue and fully describe the
excavated ceramics, before interpreting them by integrating the results with the faunal
analysis and various documentary sources. Abrahams uses probate inventories,
eighteenth century travellers' accounts of life at the Cape, old recipe books and the
excavated ceramics together to recreate the preparation and consumption of food and
drink in the eighteenth century and to identify vernacular trends in the foodways of the

colonial inhabitants of the Cape.

Throughout her project, Abrahams is aware that her conclusions were constrained by the
lack of suitable comparative material available to her at the time. Despite this, she has
produced the first major study of ceramic usage in the Cape during the eighteenth
century.

Together, the studies of Volker (1954, 1959), Woodward (1974, 1982), Jérg (1982), Vos
(1985), Abrahams (1994, 1996) and Malan (1893) provide a firm foundation for the future
archaeological analysis of ceramic assemblages from colonial sites in Cape Town and

form the basis of the CCS which will be discussed in detail in the following chapter.
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Chapter Three

Methodology

This chapter develops a method for describing, classifying and quantifying ceramics
excavated from seventeenth, eighteenth and early nineteenth century colonial sites in the
south-western Cape; a method that will be referred to as the Cape Colonial System
(CCS). The classifications and systems of quantification are based on well established
and accepted methods used in archaeological research. The compilation of the resuits of
the analysis are presented in a form that is comparable with similar research from
elsewhere and, wherever possible, compatible with descriptions in contemporary
documents. Yentsch (1990:30-31) has commented that definitive comparative studies
based on published works are not possible due to non-standardised reporting procedures.
With this in mind, the core structure of the CCS is an adaptation and extension of the
Potomac System, and the work of Beaudry and her associates (1983) and Yentsch (1990,

1991a) were the inspiration behind the system.

A primary objective in setting up the CCS was to establish a check list of ceramics found
on Cape sites and to use it to create a system that could categorise and give equal
recognition to all the ceramics found in colonial assemblages. Information would be
presented in a form that would permit the easy construction of typologies as required. A
second objective was to create a system that could produce accurate information at an
early stage for relative dating within a site and for intra- and inter-site comparisons. This
information could be of special importance to archaeologists working in Cultural Resource
Management, where early assessments of ceramics and dating estimates are essential.
Furthermore, the intention was to produce information that had ‘analytical utility' in order
that ceramic analysis could be used for more than just dating a site (Beaudry et al.
1983:19) This lead to emphasis being placed on the identification of the form and
possible function of every excavated vessel and sherd in an assemblage. The CCS
should be seen as a stage in the development of a classification for Cape Colonial sites
that will be modified and changed by further research and by its application to newly

excavated sites, especially those dating to the nineteenth century.
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The CCS is based on four overlapping areas of research. The first, and most important,
research was the analysis and assessment of ceramic assemblages from urban and rural
colonial sites in the south-western Cape, and from shipwrecks in Cape coastal waters
(Appendix 1.1). The second and third areas of study were the examination and
evaluation of existing classifications: ceramic categorisations based on technological and
decorative attributes used by archaeologists and non-archaeologists, and methods of
classifying vessel form and function. Lastly, a survey was conducted of ceramic studies

and research projects by historical archaeologists working in North America.

Sites used in the project

The colonial sites used in the research for this project are probably representative of most
levels of Cape society during the first two hundred and fifty years of settlement, and the
assemblages include examples of ceramic types and forms made locally or brought into
the Cape from 1652 *~ the early nineteenth century. They will be referred to as the Test
Group (Appendix I.1,. The earliest ceramic assemblage in this group is from Oudepost 1,
a VOC outpost approximately 120 km north of Cape Town, occupied from 1669 to 1732,
and the latest comes from Harrington Street in Cape Town, an urban site dating from the
early second half of the nineteenth century. The level of ceramic analysis carried out on
the assemblages varied from a brief preliminary examination and sorting of the sherds, to

a partial or complete application of the CCS.

Analysed ceramic assemblages from Cape museums, the Stellenbosch Museum and the
South African Cultural History Museum, were studied to gain additional information about
the Asian porcelains available during the colonial period. Also examined were the
ceramics from three VOC ships which sank off the South African coast during the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, the Oosterland (1697), the Middelburg (1781) and
an early eighteenth century vessel, thought to be the Bennebroek (1713). The Asian
porcelain cargoes on board these vessels were en route to the Netherlands for the
European market and had not been ordered for the Cape, therefore vessel forms or
decorative styles found only in these assemblages v e not included in the listing of
vessel forms for the analysis of Cape colonial sites. Complete and fragmented vessels
from the shipwreck assemblages, however, have helped in the identification of porcelain

from colonial sites, and provided valuable comparative information.
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An overall assessment of the ceramic assemblages from the Test Group (Appendix I.1) of
Cape historical sites indicated that the ceramic ware classifications and typologies used
by archaeologists working in Europe and North America would be of limited use in a
South African context. These classifications focus in detail on ceramics of European
manufacture, especially British ceramics, but do not make the same fine analytical
distinctions for Asian porcelains or for certain less commonly occurring European
ceramics (South 1971; Worthy 1982; Barker & Barker 1984; Baart et al. 1986; Walthall
1991). Cape colonial sites require a broader based system to incorporate and adequately
analyse the wide variety of ceramics from Asia, Africa and Europe that were imported into

Southern Africa from the mid-seventeenth century onwards.

Assessment of existing ceramic classifications

In order to assess the strengths and weaknesses of different ceramic classifications it
was convenient to begin with the simple and accurate method used by western potters,
and subsequently by archaeologists, that divides ceramics into earthenware, stoneware
and porcelain. This basic system will be referred to as the potters' classification (Table
3-1, Classification A). Its three primary wares are identified by easily recognised technical
attributes, namely, the colour, texture, porosity and translucency of the body. They can
also be defined by the materials and firing temperature used in their manufacture (Klose
& Malan 1993), but variations in the firing temperature, either intentional or through faulty
firing, can alter the physical properties of fired clay and lead to incorrect classification of
sherds. For example, poorly fired stoneware can exhibit a high porosity and be

mistakenly classified as an earthenware.

Many people, apart from archaeologists and potters, make clear distinctions between
different kinds of ceramics. For this reason, a study was made of ceramic typologies and
nomenclature used by lay persons, collectors and dealers, manufacturers, merchants and
materials scientists, to investigate the possibility of incorporating them into an
archaeological system of classification. The results of the study show that lay persons
use decorative, functional and aesthetic attributes as well as generic and trade names to
classify ceramics, for example, china, pottery (for a wide range of different types of
wares), delft, cologneware, tigerware, bone china, Nankin and ‘ovenware'. Such terms

give an indication of how people perceived the ceramics they bought and used.
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Manufacturers and merchants used similar terminologies, but the categories employed by
them usually reflect the basic decorative type or generic term for the ceramics, such as
printed, edged, painted and c.c. (plain cream coloured ware). The potters made little
reference to body composition and firing temperature which might be expected from
ceramic ware producers. Museum curators, specialist collectors and dealers tend to
describe ceramics using the potters' classification, which they often qualify with well
known generic terms and trade names, but this method is being replaced by the use of a

more precise archaeological-style terminology.

The most accurate and consistent approach to the identification and classification of
ceramic bodies is based on materials science studies. An example of this method,
proposed by David Kingery and Pamela Vandiver (1986), used specific technological
concepts and divided the ceramics into generic families derived from the materials used
and the microstructure of the fired body (Table 3-1, Classification B). This classification
re-defined and re-grouped the basic body types of earthenware, stoneware and porcelain
into five categories, four of which are based on the composition of the body and a fifth,
conceptually different, category based on engobes - clay slips and underglaze coatings

which are employed to cover and alter the appearance of the outer surface of a ceramic.

Kingery and Vandiver's classification produces two particularly interesting categories of
ceramics for archaeological analysis and interpretation. It groups semi-vitreous
whitewares with porcelain showing that the eighteenth century Staffordshire potters' quest
to manufacture a hard, white porcelain-like body was eventually realised. Secondly, its
engobe category brings together the various methods used to produce pure ‘white'
vessels in ceramic traditions that lacked the necessary materials and technology needed
to produce white-bodied stoneware and porcelains. Tin-glazed earthenware, the generic

term for faience, Delft and majolica, is an example of an engobe.

Although the materials science method of categorising ceramic bodies is extremely
accurate, it is difficult to use as a primary archaeological classification. Some of the
ceramics within its categories cannot be identified by easily observable features and it
uses a modern terminology that cannot be directly related to that used by the
manufacturers or purchasers of pottery and porcelain. The materials science approach,
however, is invaluable for the accurate classification of nineteenth and twentieth century
vitreous and semi-vitreous whitewares, but these wares fall outside the scope of this
dissertation.
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Ceramic classifications used by archaeologists world-wide are usually derived from the
potter's classification and have three broad based primary ware categories: earthenware,
stoneware and porcelain (Table 3-1, Classification A). This basic tripartite classification
can be used where fine categorisation is not required for the interpretation of a site (Baart
et al. 1986), or for describing damaged or unrecognisable sherds that cannot be fully
identified. More precise classifications require subdivision of the primary wares into
‘ware-types’ based on variations of body, glaze and decoration, which are further divided

into ‘ware sub-types’.

Ware-based classifications, using categories that can be easily distinguished by
noticeable differences in the body of the vessel or sherd, can be used effectively on
archaeological sites pre-dating ca.1800 as well as on later excavations where the range
of ceramics is limited and easily identified. Classification by observable ware type is a
particularly useful method in archaeology as, in most cases, it employs a terminology

used by the people who made, sold or bought these ceramics (Miller 1980).

Ceramic classification used by historical archaeologists in the United States "has
developed through a synthesis of ceramic history and knowledge of common ceramic
types recovered from excavations" (Miller 1980:1). It is heavily biased towards British
manufactured earthenwares and stonewares, as they dominated the American ceramic
market until the late 1800s (Majewski & O'Brien 1987:98).

The first historical archaeological excavations undertaken in North America and South
Africa were on sites predating the nineteenth century and the ceramic assemblages could
be adequately analysed using ware-based categories. The range of English refined white
earthenwares manufactured in the eighteenth century was restricted to early cream
coloured wares and pearlwares, both of which are easily identifiable. The classification of
post-1800 manufactured English refined white earthenwares and white-bodied wares by
ware type, however, becomes increasingly difficult from the early nineteenth century
onwards. The minor differences between these wares are "the result of an evolution of
one ware out of another" (Miller 1980:2). Technological developments that led to the
whitening of the cream coloured and peariware bodies and the parallel development of
stone china and other refined whitewares produced a range of white-bodied ceramics with
very similar body colours, textures and vitrification. These on-going developments meant
that nineteenth century white-bodied wares were never static in composition or
appearance.
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George Miller showed that it was extremely difficult to identify and group nineteenth
century British ceramics using a ware based classification. Analyses using this method
were inconsistent and subjective and generated little interpretative information apart from
producing a vague chronology for an excavation. In addition, this method of classifying
ceramics could not be integrated with historical documents and provided no information

about the social status of the ceramics (Miller 1980:3).

Miller studied the order books and invoices of the Staffordshire potters from a sixty year
period spanning the late eighteenth and first half of the nineteenth centuries. His
research revealed that the potters classified and priced most of their ceramics according
to their decorative attributes alone, and that price fixing lists rarely referred to the body of
the vessels. This information suggested that refined white earthenwares from the late
eighteenth century to the third quarter of the nineteenth century could be classified by the
decorative categories used by the potters. Not only was this a simple, non-subjective
method of sorting the majority of mass-produced British china made between ca.1787
and ca.1880, but it also produced results that could be directly linked with the potters',
merchants' and wholesalers' business documents. His research also showed that plain,
undecorated cream coloured wares were always the cheapest ceramic available, and that
their price did not fluctuate during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries.
More important was his discovery that the cost prices of decorated Staffordshire wares
kept the same relationship to each other and to cream coloured ware during this same
time period. His study of the Staffordshire potters' price fixing lists had revealed "that
decoration was the variable that moved most consistently with ceramic cost, with
undecorated pieces at the bottom of the scale and transfer-printed pieces at the top"
(Potter 1992:14). Miller used this information to develop an economic scaling technique
to assess and compare the relative cost and status of ceramic assemblages (Miller
1980;1991). This technique was an important break-through in ceramic analysis, as it
demonstrated that ig was possible to develop classifications that had 'meaning' and could
be used directly for the interpretation of the assemblage and site. But is has to be

remembered that Miller's classification does not utilise vessel form or function.

Miller's research simplified the classification of British refined white wares manufactured
in the late eighteenth and first half of the nineteenth century. But later studies by Worthy
(1982) and Majewski & O'Brien (1987) indicated that classification for nineteenth century
white wares needs to incorporate both decoration and ware in order to have a wider

analytical use.
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Another method used in recording and classifying ceramic assemblages is the routine use
of vessel profiles. Archaeologists workir ~ in Staffordshire in England have produced
detailed site reports of eighteenth and nineteenth century refuse pits in which the
ceramics are classified according to ware type and accompanied by full descriptions,
drawings and profiles of individual vessels (Hawke-Smith & Barker 1984). Their use of
profiles in cataloguing eighteenth and early nineteenth British refined wares was a
continuation of a method used to record the ceramics from Roman and Medieval
excavations. Such a procedure would be time consuming and unnecessary for
documenting the majority of ceramics on Cape sites but would be important for recording
items not referenced or unidentified forms. The English site reports using profiles are of
great value for the identification of British white earthenware forms excavated in Southern

Africa.

Ware Table

At the beginning of this project, the primary analysis of Cape ceramic assemblages was
carried out using a classification similar to those employed by north American historical
archaeologists. This was a ware-based classification using four primary categories;
Porcelain, Stoneware, Earthenware and Refined Earthenware, which were subdivided
according to area of manufacture. Porcelains and stonewares were divided into Asian
(Chinese & Japanese) and European sub-categories. Earthenwares were split into
European-style and indigenous Khoi pottery. All the refined earthenwares were classified
as European and subdivided into Cream coloured ware, Pearlware, Whiteware, and Other
Wares (Table 3-1, Classification C).

This classification became the first version of a section of the CCS and was named Ware
Table. Initially it appeared to be satisfactory for recording all seventeenth to late
eighteenth century sites, but the later re-working of these assemblages revealed the
presence of Persian ceramics and Japanese stoneware, as well as Asian and African
coarse earthenwares which had not been recognised during the initial analysis. Further
problems were encountered when the classificatory system was applied to late eighteenth
and early nineteenth century sites, as it resulted in large, cumbersome categories

containing conceptually different vessels with widely differing periods of manufacture.
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The most satisfactory categorisation of ceramics from Cape sites was eventually
achieved by combining elements from the materials science, north American historical
archaeologists' and Miller's classifications, in conjunction with the chronology of ware
types as they occurred on Cape colonial sites (Table 3-1, Classification D). From this
could be plotted the strong fluctuating influences of both Asia and Europe on the Cape

settlement from its beginnings in 1652 to the end of the nineteenth century.

An additional objective was to investigate the possibility of utilising the composition of
ceramic categories for estimating the occupation period of a site and as a relative dating
tool for site interpretation. The aim was to identify ceramic wares and forms that could be
used as 'chronological markers' for dating Cape collections and to construct typologies

which would highlight their presence in an assemblage at an early stage in the analysis.

An overall view of the assemblages categorised in Ware Table revealed clear-cut
patterning in ceramic wares, forms and decoration. In general, seventeenth century sites
show almost equal amounts of imported European and Asian wares (the Granary -
Chapter 5, Table 5-1), eighteenth century assemblages are dominated by Asian
porcelains and locally produced European-style coarse earthenwares with isolated
fragments of English refined earthenwares (Elsenburg - Chapter 6, Table 6-1). The early
nineteenth century sites exhibit the gradual, but not total, replacement of Asian wares by
mass produced European refined wares and porcelains (Sea Street - Chapter 7, Table
7-1). Further analysis revealed that Chinese export wares dominated the porcelains
found on seventeenth and eighteenth century sites, Japanese export porcelains were
most numerous during the late seventeenth and first half of the eighteenth century,
Persian 'porcelain’ only occurred on late seventeenth century sites, and European

porcelain rarely appeared in any quantity until the first quarter of the nineteenth century.

The overview also revealed that the dominant decorative category of all Asian porcelains
found on seventeenth to early nineteenth century Cape colonial sites was blue-and-white.
Underlying this overall trend, the Chinese porcelains exhibited a marked increase in the
number of enamelled wares at the end of the eighteenth century, while the Japanese
porcelains showed an increase in enamelled wares in the first half of the eighteenth

century. These enamelled wares, with a few exceptions, were tea or ornamental wares.
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Due to the lack of suitable literature, comparative work with ceramic assemblages from
other countries is difficult at present. Assemblages of excavated eighteenth century
Asian porcelain from sites in London show a higher figure for enamelled wares than Cape
sites (Table 3-2). The study of porcelain at the Cape is at an early stage. For this reason
it is difficult to say whether the apparently low percentage of Chinese enamelled wares in
Cape porcelain assemblages dated to the mid-eighteenth century is indicative of local
availability, personal choice, or the status of the excavated sites. The high figure for blue-
and-white wares in the Cape is probably due to the fact that Asian porcelain was the
general household tableware of the colony and as in Europe, underglaze-blue was the
standard decorative category for Chinese table ware throughout the eighteenth century in
the Cape (Howard & Ayers 1978:63). Christiaan Jorg's figures for VOC shipments of
porcelain during the period 1730 - 1795 are also dominated by blue-and-whitewares (Jorg
1982).

Table 3-2: Eighteenth century Chinese export porcelain from three archaeological sites in London

expressed as MNVs (after Barry 1993)

Decoration Sites Total
PEP89 JONB89 LLK26 LLKI2 LLK 18

Underglaze blue 1 42 35 46 13 137
Enamelled 5 5 10 30 8 58
Chinese Imari - 2 3 15 1 21
Brown glaze 1 1 - 2 2 6
‘soft' paste - - 2 - - 2
Total MNV 7 50 50 93 24 224

The nineteenth century ceramic assemblages sites in the Test Group (Appendix 1.1) show
a sudden and almost total switch to mass produced British ceramics. British wares began
to oust and replace the Asian ceramics from the late eighteenth century onwards and by

the second quarter of the nineteenth century, Cape ceramic assemblages start to
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resemble those in North America where the majority of table, tea and toilet wares were

made from English refined earthenwares (Miller et al. 1989:3).

In addition to this information, analysis of the Test Group assemblages indicated that the
date ranges for the occurrence of tin-glazed wares and refined earthenwares on Cape
sites did not always coincide with those of the colonies in north America. Probate
inventories and excavated ceramic assemblages show that tin-glazed wares were never
as numerous at the Cape as they were in Europe or north America during the
seventeenth century and eighteenth century (Deetz 1973; Baart et al. 1986, Yentsch
1991a; Janowitz 1993) and that British refined wares only begin to be recorded in small

numbers in the 1790s (Antonia Malan pers. comm.).

The use of ceramics in dating assemblages

Ceramics have been used for both the relative and the absolute dating of archaeological
sites. Any dating technique using ceramics relies on four factors: accurate identification
of wares; knowledge of the dates of production; distribution of each specific ware; and an
awareness of the time lag before deposition in the ground. The date of manufacture of
any ceramic is not the same as the date of deposition in the ground. There is great
variability in time lag for different ceramics (Adams & Gaw 1977, Riorden 1985), and
valuable vessels can be curated for decades. Site dates derived from ceramic analysis
must be used with caution and preferably used in conjunction with documentary sources
and other evidence such as clay tobacco pipe analysis (Schrire et al. 1990; Yates ef al.
n.d.).

A simple technique to estimate the date of archaeological contexts is a presence/absence
analysis but, used on its own, without any quantification of the ceramics, this can do little
more than give a possible terminus post quem for an assemblage. However, if it is used
in conjunction with a frequency distribution analysis of the ceramics (see below), it should

be possible to estimate the occupation period of the site.

As one of the objectives of the project was to find ways of producing quick, accurate

assessments of assemblages, it was decided to re-evaluate the use of sherd counts in
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ceramic analysis. Comparison of analyses from the four sites used in this dissertation
showed there was no constant relationship between vessel numbers (MNV) and sherd
counts. There appeared to be a closer relationship between percentage MNVs and
percentage sherd counts but, although the two sets of figures would occasionally
coincide, the information was too variable to be considered a reliable indicator of the
ceramic profile of a site. Sherd counts have minimal analytical value as they are affected
by fragmentation and are not necessarily good indicators of vessel numbers. The CCS
has restricted the use of sherd counts to presence/absence analysis and for the
estimation of sherd fragmentation, but the judicious use of percentage sherd counts can
give a reasonably accurate picture of the relative composition of a ceramic assemblage

(see Figure 3-1).

In the early 1960s, Stanley South used frequency analysis of sherds to demonstrate, "that
the use of this method to quantify European ceramics from eighteenth century British
American sites would allow the archaeologist to date the occupation period of a ruin”
(South 1962). Frequency distribution analysis quantifies ceramics by recording the
percentages of ceramic types within an assemblage using sherd counts or, preferably, the
estimated minimum number of vessels in each category. It allows comparison of ceramic
categories within, or between, sites (Chapter 9, Figure 9-1) but can mask increases in
numbers of items in an assemblage (Yentsch 1990:38). South's "Mean Ceramic Date
Formula" for dating historical sites is a refinement of this technique, but was not utilised in

the analysis on Cape colonial sites (South 1971).

Preliminary analysis of the excavated assemblages from different areas within the Castle
of Good Hope (Appendix |.1) revealed patterning in the quantities and types of excavated
ceramics which could be related to the date of the site. Percentage frequency distribution
has therefore been included in the CCS and the results are being used to construct a
series of ‘ceramic profiles' for Cape colonial sites from the seventeenth to nineteenth
centuries. These will be used for intersite comparisons and for constructing a chronology
of Cape sites which could be used for estimating possible date ranges for newly
excavated sites (Chapter 9, F*~ires 9-1 & 9-2).
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Date Table (Appendix F)

In order to standardise the results of ceramic analysis using the CCS, the accepted
known dates of manufacture of all the wares listed in Ware Table, as well as their date of
occurrence on Cape sites, have been recorded, referenced and tabulated as Date Table
(Appendix F). It is incomplete in its present form and future research is planned to
enlarge all the sections by including additional wares with datable decorative styles.
Particular attention will be paid to Asian porcelains where changing border patterns are an
indicator of date (Howard & Ayers 1978: 63).

Date Table (Appendix F) demonstrates the difficulties involved in dating ceramics from
seventeenth to eighteenth century Cape assemblages. For example, sites are dominated
by mass produced and commonplace Chinese and Japanese export porcelains. While
these wares do have a chronology, Asian porcelain analysis still remains partly subjective
and the resultant dating can often be vague and unreliable. Other frequently occurring
seventeenth and eighteenth century wares, including European-type coarse
earthenwares, Khoi pottery, Asian and European stonewares and Asian market coarse
porcelains, show minimal change in form or decoration during their long periods of

production, thus making them difficult, if not impossible, to date precisely.

Further development of Ware Table

The list of ceramics included in the CCS was derived from the repeated application of
Ware Table to as many sites as possible. The Ware Table now records the full range of

ceramics, excavated to date, from Cape colonial sites.

Following this thorough testing, it was decided to elaborate the structure of Ware Table
further, to enhance its use as a dating tool. Tin-glazed earthenware was removed from
the Earthenware group to form a separate category. This reorganisation highlighted tin-
glazed wares as a chronological marker on Cape sites by emphasising the presence (and
quantity), or al :nce of these v ‘es in relation to the other categories in cerc c
distribution analysis. In addition, this decision to classify tin-glazed earthenwares
separately follows the materials science ceramic classification which would place them in
the 'engobe’ category (Table 3-1, Classification D). This modification of Ware Table
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increased the basic ceramic ware categories of the CCS to five: Porcelains, Stonewares,

Coa :Earthenwares, Tin-glazed Earthenwares "~ 1gobes), and F ‘ined Earthenwares.

Analysis of the Test Group of Cape sites (Appendix I.1) had shown the rarity of eighteenth
century British refined earthenwares and refined stonewares on pre-1800 colonial sites.
Further reorganisation of ware categories based on this information could make Ware
Table even more effective as a dating and interpretative tool for Cape sites. Fine
Staffordshire white-salt glazed wares and the other eighteenth and nineteenth century
Staffordshire refined stonewares (redware, basait, cane, Jasper) were removed from the
European stoneware category, renamed British Refined Stonewares, and grouped with the
Refined Earthenwares. Subsequently, the latter category was renamed Refined Wares
and now incorporates all the ceramics, except bone china, that were developed and
produced in Staffordshire from 1730-40 onwards. The European Stoneware category
contains the thick, often coarse, hollow wares such as jugs, storage jars, bottles and
chamber pots, while the Refined Stonewares category is used for fine stoneware tea and

tableware, and ornamental items (Ware Table, Appendix E).

This suggested reorganisation of the stoneware classification is problematical on two
counts. Firstly, it is dangerous to date the occurrence or absence of certain eighteenth
century European ceramic types on the basis of their archaeological contexts, and
secondly, it introduces vessel form into a ware based classification. Therefore, it was
decided to provide alternative classifications for Refined Stonewares by listing them twice
in Ware Table: first under European Stonewares and again in the Refined Wares category.
This allows classification either by ware alone, or by ware-type and form, depending on

how the classification is to be used in the interpretation of the site.

Problems encountered with analysing refined white earthenwares by ware led to a further
reorganisation of the Refined Wares category. The final categories are Cream coloured
ware, Pearlware, White-bodied wares (clear glazed), Other Refined Earthenwares and

Refined Stonewares.

Ware Table in its final form (Appendix E) uses five basic ceramic categories: Porcelain
[1.], Stoneware [2.], Coarse Earthenware [3.], Tin-glazed Earthenware (Engobes) [4.] and
Refined Wares [5.]. Within each of these categories, the wares are divided first according
to their area of manufacture (Asia, Africa, Europe) and then, where possible, by country of
origin (Japan, Britain, Germany). For example, a sherd could be classified as Porcelain /

Asian / Far Eastern. Chinese export porcelain [1.1.1], or Tin-glazed Earthenware /



European / Unprovenanced [4.1.1]. Area designated wares, known as ‘ware-types’, are
split into ‘ware sub-types’ based on decoration alone or, occasionally, on minor
differences in the composition of the body. Thus, blue-and-white is a ware sub-type of
Chinese export porcelain (1.1.1.1), and 'scratch blue' a ware sub-type of British
stoneware (2.2.2.2). The present format of Ware Table does not make allowance for non-
British refined wares. Ware Table was constructed specifically for mid-seventeenth to
mid-nineteenth century Cape Colonial assemblages and it is has been assumed that only

British refined wares were imported into the Cape during this period.

Ware Table incorporates all the ware-types and ware sub-types that have been found in
the Test Group (Appendix |.1). Other types may have been used by the colonists but
they have not yet been excavated. Ware Table makes allowance for unidentified
ceramics within each ware and ware-type category. In its present tabulated form it can
record additional ware sub-types only, but the computer spread sheet for Ware Table can
be expanded to accommodate extra ware types. Ware Table records wares by sherd

count, minimum vessel count (MNV) and percentage vessel ccunt.

In the following sections, the individual wares, ware-types and ware sub-types will be
defined and described in the same order they are listed in Ware Table and Date Table
(Appendices E & F). In addition, examples of the most common forms of each ceramic
type found on Cape colonial sites will be given, most of which will be referenced or site
referenced using the four sites analysed in Chapters 5 to 8. The documented references
refer to the type of ware but not necessarily the exact vessel form of the excavated
ceramic. The term 'painted' is used to denote hand painted decoration under the glaze
and 'enamelled’ for on- or over-glaze hand painted ware. It must be emphasised that the
ceramics itemised in Ware and Date Tables are not comprehensive lists of all the wares

used in the Cape since 1652.

In order to avoid classifying too many highly fragmented sherds as unprovenanced or of
uncertain form, assumptions were made about the probable country of origin and the form
of several ware types, particularly stoneware and coarse earthenware sherds. These
conjectures were based on information gained from the examination of a wide range of
Cape colonial assemblages and documents, and from the general background history of

the Cape, and will be individually discussed within the relevant categories.
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for rim border patterns on blue-and-white Chinese porcelain plates which helps to

1 jorit this la 2 decorative catc ~ory into smaller meaningful oups (Appendix F).

Underglaze blue and enamels [1.1.1.4-5], also known as Chinese Imari, is classified
separately from the other enamelled wares, following Jérg's classification. The most
common vessel forms in this category are cups, saucers, and occasional table plates
(ELS-dbyc/CPO.110-119).

Brown-glazed ware [1.1.6-13] items are initially recorded together regardless of their
secondary decorative attributes, but Ware Table makes allowance for subdivision into
decorative categories including decoration in panels (Batavian ware) when this is
required. Vessel forms include cups, saucers, medium-sized bowls and lidded pots and
jars (ELS-dbyc/CPO.125-146).

All varieties of Enamel only [1.1.1.14-26] wares are classified together for the purpose of
overall ware-type frequency analysis, but provision is made for most individual wares to
be assigned to a number of specifically dated groups: famille verte (the Granary F2-
7/CPQ.6); red / red & gilt / red, gilt & black (Bree St - not illustrated); famille rose
(Elsenburg ELS dbyc/CPO.154-194), encre de Chine (Sea St JAM6-2/CPO.64); simple
borders, bands & lines (Sea St, JAM6-2/CPO.60-63), and Other. These groupings are
based on classifications used by Regina Krahl (Krahl et al. 1986) for the Topkapi Saray
collection, and adaptations of the decorative categories used by David Howard (Howard
1974) for the classification of British armorial porcelain. If enamelled porcelains are
correctly identified, many of these categories can provide reliable termini post quem for
archaeological assemblages. The most common enamelled vessel forms in the Cape are
teawares, especially those manufactured in the late eighteenth century (Sea St, JAM6-
2/CP0O.60-63).

Three different categories have been provided for undecorated fine Chinese porcelain.
White undecorated [1.1.1.27] refers to white completely undecorated items, usually
finely potted small bowls and saucers (Elsenburg ELS-dbyc/CP0O.198-200). Care must
be taken with this category, as sherds from minimally decorated enamelled items can be
mistaken for undecorated wares. Dehua (blanc de Chine) [1.1.1.28] covers the small
figurines (some incorporating whistles) made for the Dutch market as well as Buddhist
lions and figures of Guanyin (Castle, F1; Howard & Ayers 1978:90-101). Undecorated /

Undiagnostic {1.1.1.29] includes two varieties of undecorated porcelain sherds; those
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Far Eastern: Japanese export porcelain [1.1.3] - JPO

Ware Table lists five ware-types in this category: Underglaze blue [1.1.3.1], Underglaze
blue & enamels [1.1.3.2] (Elsenburg ELS-dbyc/JPO.14-21), Enamels only [1.1.3.3]
(Elsenburg ELS-dbyc/JPO.22-27), White [1.1.3.4] (Elsenburg ELS-dbyc/JPO.28), and
Undecorated / undiagnostic [1.1.3.5]. The final category is Other [1.1.3.6]. No attempt
has been made to use well known classifications such as Arita, Imari and Kakiemon.
These terms are only used and recorded in the site catalogues when individual items

have been positively identified as such by recognised experts.

The majority of the Japanese export porcelain vessel forms identified so far are blue-and-

white plates, dishes and chamber pots, and enamelled cups and saucers.

It was possible to make an accurate distinction between Chinese and Japanese
porcelains in most cases, but it is conceivable that some sherds have been incorrectly
classified. Experience and further research will help to rectify this problem, but the
number of vessels involved is minimal and any re-identifications will not affect the overall

characteristics of a ceramic assemblage.

Near East: Persian stone-paste ‘porcelain’ [1.1.4] - PPO

Persian stone paste is not a true porcelain and is categorised in the materials science
classification as a white quartz paste (Table 3-1, Classification B). The seventeenth
century stone-paste bowls and dishes found on Cape sites have been identified as
Kirman-type and classified as Islamic wares (Lane 1957.68; Yolande Crowe pers.
comm.). These vessels are examples of Persia's attempts to imitate Chinese ‘hard' paste
porcelain and the CCS classes them as such to facilitate research using contemporary
VOC documents. The VOC bought several consignments of Persian ‘porcelain' (stone-
paste) between 1652 and 1682, when Chinese export porcelain for the European market
was in short supply. Persian stone-paste formed the first official VOC consignment of
ceramics to the Cape in 1666 followed by a further shipment in 1682 (Volker 1954:115;
Chapter 1, Table 1-1).

Two sub-categories are used for Persian stone-paste: Underglaze blue [1.1.4.1] which
often has the blue outlined in black; and Underglaze polychrome [1.1.4.2] for blue-and-
white wares decorated with underglaze coloured slips, usually red and green. Blue-and-
white stone-paste bowls and dishes have been excavated from the Granary (F2-2/PPO.1

& 2), the Moat of the Castle of Good Hope and at Oudepost 1 (Appendix I.1).
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2/E ".6); Staffordshire white salt-glazed - ‘scratch blue’ [2.2.2.2], small bowls and
thickly potted chamber pots (Sea St, JAMB-2/EST.7); and Brown salt-glazed [2.2.2.3],
storage jars and bottles but excluding Commercial / industrial [2.2.2.4], pots, jars, shop

pots and bottles made specially for commercially produced food and drink, and non-food
products such as ink and polish. Commercial stonewares often have the name of the

manufacturer impressed on the outside of the container (Barrack St, BAS-3/EST.1-4).

The remaining British stonewares include Basalt & Cane [2.2.2.5], teapots and milk jugs
(Sea St), Redware [2.2.2.6], Jasper / jasper-type [2.2.2.7] and Feldspathic & 19th
century stonewares [2.2.2.8]. These are all refined products and were mainly used for
teapots, sugar pots and milk jugs, except for the ‘19th century stonewares' which were
manufactured in many colours and often used for moulded jugs (Rumsey 1987). British
stonewares can be salt-glazed, liquid-glazed, unglazed or a combination of these glazing

techniques.

Staffordshire white salt-glazed wares (2.2.2.1 & 2) and the other refined stonewares
(2.2.2.6-9) are given an alternate classification under Refined Wares (5.1) for the
following reasons. White salt-glazed stoneware was developed and produced in
Staffordshire during the first quarter of the eighteenth century as a result of the potters'
experimentation with various ingredients to find a white-firing ceramic that could emulate
the characteristics of porcelain. Its use included the manufacture of elegant moulded
tablewares and teawares, thus designating it as a refined ware in the CCS classification.
White salt-glazed stoneware was also used for the production of thick utilitarian hollow
ware vessels, such as chamber pots, which equates it with similarly shaped brown salt-
glazed wares in the European stoneware category. The other refined stonewares, basait,
cane and Jasper (2.2.2.5 & .7), were developed alongside refined white earthenwares in
the second half of the eighteenth century and can thus be classified as British refined
wares (5.1). Although redware (2.2.2.6) was first produced in England in the late
seventeenth century, its manufacture was revived and improved in the eighteenth century

and thus can be grouped with the other eighteenth century British refined stonewares.

European stoneware - unprovenanced [2.3] - EST

This category is used for unprovenanced salt-glazed vessels.

50



3. COARSE EARTHENWARES

Most of the coarse earthenwares from Cape colonial sites are European-style coarse
earthenware [3.1] with smaller amounts of African & Asian earthenwares [3.2] and

Unprovenanced earthenware [3.3].

The European-style coarse earthenware found on colonial sites has two possible areas of
manufacture, Europe and the Cape, and is classified accordingly: European
manufactured coarse earthenware [3.1.1] and Cape (colonial) manufactured coarse
earthenware [3.1.2]. A third category, European & Cape manufactured (European-
style) coarse earthenware [3.1.3], is required because of the present difficulty in
positively distinguishing between the sherds of some of the European and colonial
produced wares. Preliminary results of recent research by Stacey Jordan on coarse
earthenwares from the Castle Moat, a pre-1750 Cape assemblage, indicate that Cape
manufactured wares were all manufactured from irregular particled red-firing clays with
large visible inciusions whereas European manufactured wares were made from much
finer red or white burning clays (Stacey Jordan pers. comm.). In addition, Cape wares
are mostly plain or minimally decorated with incising, in contrast to European wares which
are often enhanced with coloured glazes, slip decoration, scraffito, rouletting and incising
(Abrahams 1994).

European manufactured coarse earthenware [3.1.1] is recorded using the following
sub-categories: red body [3.1.1.1], (the Granary, F2-1/CEW.4); ‘white' body [3.1.1.3],
(the Granary, F2-1/CEW.6 & 7) and glazed hard red body [3.1.1.5], which falls midway
between coarse and fine earthenware and may eventually be re-categorised within the
Refined Ware category. Excavated examples are black-glazed bowls and jars (Barrack
St, BAS-2/CEW.1). The remaining categories for European manufactured coarse
earthenwares are Terra-cotta [3.1.1.6], unglazed wares, and Other [3.1.1.7], for
unclassified wares. If any of these wares are decorated, it is recorded and described in

the site catalogue.

At present, Ware Table uses only two categories for Cape manufactured (European-
style) coarse earthenware [3.1.2], namely, Red body [3.1.2.1] and Other [3.1.2.2].
European & Cape manufactured coarse earthenwares [3.1.3] use the same sub-

categories as European manufactured wares [3.1.3].
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The majority of coarse earthenware forms found on Cape sites are unc ora | kitchen
utensils such as footed cooking pots and pans, basins, and colanders, as well as chafing
dishes and vuurtesties. Late seventeenth and early eighteenth century sites have
Niederrheinische plates and dishes decorated with incising, rouletting and coloured slips
(the Granary, F2-7/CEW.16-18).

The African / Asian coarse earthenware category [3.2] includes Khoi pottery [3.2.1.1],
a sub-category of African earthenware [3.2.1]. It is a low-fired ware, made by the
indigenous people of the southern Cape region in the form of cooking pots and jars with
rounded or tapered bottoms. Widespread production of this ceramic only lasted in the
Cape region until ca.1713 but it was possibly made in remote areas until the late
eighteenth century (Andrew Smith pers. comm.). It has been found in the lower layers of

seventeenth century colonial sites (the Granary, F2-1).

The Asian earthenware [3.2.2] category accommodates vessels that have been
tentatively identified as Indian by researchers who have found these earthen wares on
seventeenth century wrecks of European ships that called at Goa in the seventeenth
century (Sassoon 1982; Werz & Klose 1994). Amy de la Torre identified somewhat
similar vessels from the San Diego (1600) as Calatagan pottery from the Philippines (de
la Torre 1994:252-55). Micaceous and slipped earthenware sherds found at the Granary
are similar to those found on the wreck of the Oosterland (1697) (Werz & Klose 1994) and
the Sdo Gongalo (1630). They all match the description of Calatagan pottery from
archaeological sites in the Philippines given by Mijares and Jagoon (1996:45).

Unrecognised earthenwares awaiting identification are recorded as Unprovenanced
African / Asian earthenwares [3.3] with subdivisions into Coarse body [3.3.1.1] and

Fine body [3.3.1.2]. The examples found so far are all hollow wares.

4. TIN-GLAZED WARES (ENGOBES)

EUROPEAN TIN-GLA™~) EARTHENWARES [4.1] - TEW

It has been assumed that the tin-glazed earthenwares are European manufactured and
the majority are probably Dutch. The small size and poor condition of the sherds have
made it difficult or impossible to provenance most of the excavated vessels. Tin-glazed

vessels are classified under the heading Provenanced & unprovenanced European tin-
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glazed ware [4.1.1], with the following sub-categories: White undecorated [4.1.1.1],
lobed dishes, flat-rimmed plates and dishes, and apothecary's ware (the Granary, F2-
7/TEW.1-2); Blue & white [4.1.1.2], plates, teawares and apothecary's ware (the
Granary, F2-7/TEW.3, F2-1/TEW.3, Elsenburg, ELS-dbyc/TEW.6-10); Other colours /
polychrome [4.1.1.3], teaware (the Castle Moat, Appendix 1.1); Brown glazed (Rouen)
[4.1.1.4], thickly potted dishes (Barrack St, BAS-4/TEW.3); and Undecorated /
undiagnostic [4.1.1.5].

The majority of the identified forms from seventeenth and eighteenth century sites, which
include white scalloped dishes (Baart et al. 1990/92) and blue-and-white teawares and
plates, are almost certainly Dutch faience (Korf 1981). Two different types of decorated
wares are found on sites dating to the second half of the eighteenth century: large,
shallow brown-backed dishes decorated in blue and black made in Rouen (Noél Hume
1970:141), and plates and dishes with a broad blue band painted around the rim (Noél
Hume 1970:142). Other forms include white undecorated plates, chamber pots, and

apothecary's jars and pots.

5. REFINED WARES

EUROPEAN REFINED WARES [5.1] - REW

Ware Table classifies all the Refined Wares as British, although English-style refined
white earthenwares were being produced in small quantities in many European countries,
including the Netherlands, by the end of the eighteenth century (Towner 1957:59;
Kybalova 1989:107). British refined earthenwares dominated the world export trade in
household ceramics from the second half of the eighteenth century to the end of the
nineteenth century. Britain was the main source of supply of ceramics to the Cape after

1815 once it became a Crown Colony.

British refined earthenwares, also known as Staffordshire wares, rarely occur on mid to
late eighteenth century Cape sites and are only recorded in probate inventories at tt id
of the eighteenth century (Antonia Malan pers. comm.). During the first decades of tt

nineteenth century they oust Chinese porcelain as the dominant ceramic type in
excavated Cape assemblages. Isolated single vessels have been found on earlier sites,
such as a fine red earthenware bowl at Elsenburg Manor House (ca.1740-60) and a

blackware bowl at Oudepost 1 (Appendix I.1). The change in ceramic wares on colonial
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sites occurs during the move from VOC rule to full British control of the Cape. In order to
distinguish the changes in material culture that took place during this transition, particular
attention has been given to the identification of ware type, decoration and vessel form of

all the ceramics discarded during this thirty year span.

Ware Table classifies late eighteenth and early nineteenth century Brutish refined
ceramics by ware: Cream coloured ware, Pearlware, White-bodied wares with a clear
glaze, Other refined wares and Refined stonewares. This emphasises the chronology of
refined white earthenwares and white-bodied wares, but divorces them from how they
were retailed, used and perceived by retailers and purchasers. To partially overcome this
problem, Ware Table takes cognisance of the system advocated by Miller and subdivides
the three ‘white' refined ware categories (Cream colov 1 ware, Pearlware and White-
bodied wares) into identical decorative categories and incorporates, where possible, the
potters' and merchants' terminology for these ceramics (Miller 1991 & 1993). This
simplifies the combination of ‘white' refined ware categories by decoration when required
for specialised analysis. For example, to compare excavated assemblages with

contemporary potters' and merchants' lists, or for socio-economic scaling techniques.

The identification and classification of British refined white earthenwares has always been
controversial. Therefore, the development of cream coloured wares, pearlware and
white-bodied wares and their relationship to other ceramics manufactured at the same
time will be discussed in some detail before describing the individual ware sub-types

within each of these categories.

There was a great demand for white wares in England at the start of the eighteenth
century but the English potters were unable to make any light coloured fine table or
teawares that could compete with Chinese porcelain (Halfpenny 1986:14). The North
Staffordshire potters began experimenting with different clays and techniques to find an
acceptable white-bodied pottery, and between 1725 and 1730 they began manufacturing
a completely solid-white stoneware. This new ceramic, which required only one firing,
became known as Staffordshire salt-glazed stoneware or English white salt-glazed

stoneware.
From the end of the 1730s to the mid-1740s, the potters were able to take advantage of

two new techniques, mould making and slip casting, to produce extremely finely potted,

lightweight and elegant white salt-glazed wares which eventually became "the typical
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English tableware of the mid-eighteenth century" (Noél Hume 1970:115). It was
manufactured until the end of the eighteenth century and the initial popularity of this new

ware caused a marked decline in the production of tin-glazed wares.

In the late 1740s to 1750s, the Staffordshire potters developed a completely new type of
‘white’ pottery known as creamware. It was a remarkable ceramic which not only
superseded both white salt-glazed and tin-glazed wares but could "compete with
porcelain in status”" (Miller 1993:4). This new product had a refined white earthenware
body covered with a pale yellow transparent lead glaze. The constituents of early
creamware, white pipe clay and ground flint, were similar to those used for white salt-
glazed stonewares, but it was fired at a much lower temperature, dipped in glaze and
fired again. In the eighteenth century, its colour varied from deep creamy yellow to much
lighter tones as "[iJron impurities in the body varied with the quality of the ingredients, their
preparation and the exact formula used" (Halfpenny 1986:14). The potters and
merchants referred to the ware as ‘cream coloured ware' and this term is used in the
CCS. Using colour to assess the date of manufacture of cream coloured wares produced
in the eighteenth and early nineteenth century is unreliable. Its colour fluctuated between
cream and almost white from ca.1760 to ca.1820 and after this date it gradually became
indistinguishable from many other white-bodied wares developed and produced during

the nineteenth century (David Barker pers. comm.).

During the 1760s, the Staffordshire potters started manufacturing great quantities of
cream coloured wares including beautifully enamelled tea and tablewares. English ‘soft'
paste porcelain was being produced at the same time but it was very expensive and was
only used in wealthy English households. Cream coloured ware was vigorously and
cleverly marketed by Wedgwood and, by presenting or selling it to royalty, he made it a
fashionable ceramic in its own right which could vie with, and outshine, porcelain. He
subsequently named it ‘Queen's Ware' (Noél Hume 1970:124). Cream coloured ware's
period of manufacture coincided with the age of Neo-classicism and it was an ideal
medium to express this new style that was sweeping Europe in the second half of the
€ "teenth century. Initially, it was used on the tables of both the rich and the middle

classes and was exported world-wide, especially throughout Europe and North America.
Cream coloured ware has been manufactured continuously in different versions of body

paste and glaze from ca.1760 to the present day (David Barker pers. comm.). The

novelty of this ware began to fade in the 1770s and the Staffordshire potters began to
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the beginning of the nineteenth century (Miller 1980:17). English bone china was
developed in Staffordshire at the end of the eighteenth century. When new, it is very
white in appearance and does not have the bluish caste of most Chinese porcelain,
although many Chinese enamelled wares have a pure white body and glaze. In the

ground, early bone china becomes crazed and yellowish in appearance.

Refined white earthenware technology continued to advance. From the second decade of
the nineteenth century onwards, peariware and cream coloured ware appear to merge
together and become indistinguishable in appearance from the new clear glazed white
earthenware (Miller 1993:5). Numerous other white-bodied wares with varying degrees of
vitrification were developed and produced throughout the nineteenth century, including
stone china, first patented ca.1800 (Godden 1990:172); Mason’s ironstone, manufactured
from ca.1813 (Godden 1992:136); and white granite ware produced ca.1840 (Miller
1993:6). These wares will be the subject of future research and will not be discussed in

detail in this dissertation.

Cream coloured ware [5.1.1] - REW

Only vessels identifiable by a definite cream colour, or which contrast with peariware or
whitewares, are recorded in the CCS as cream coloured ware. Very little decorated
cream coloured ware has been excavated in the Cape and most of the identified items

are undecorated plates, dishes, bowls and chamber pots.

The cream coloured categories are as follows: Undecorated, plain rimmed [5.1.1.1],
undecorated wares such as bowls, chamber pots, and plates and dishes with flat or
slightly concave rims (Sea St JAM6-3/REW.1-16, JAM6.4/REW.1 & 2; Noé&l Hume 1970:
116, Figure 35, nos. 4 & 5); Undecorated, Queen / Royal rim [5.1.1.2], undecorated
plates and dishes with raised moulded rims (Sea St, JAM6-4/REW.3), Undecorated,
modified edge [5.1.1.3], plates with feather, spearhead or shell edged (rare) rims (Noél
Hume 1970:116 Figure 35, nos. 6, , & 8); Painted or enamelled [5.1.1.4], teacups
decorated with simple designs in black or red (Sea St, JAM6-2/REW.24 & 25); Printed
overglaze black / red [5.1.1.5], plate with central printed design (Sea St, JAM6-
3/REW.19); Printed underglaze [5.1.1.6], none found; Annular / dipped [5.1.1.7],
medium sized bowls (Sea St, JAM6-3/REW.21); Lined - painted or enamelled [5.1.1.8],
plates with brown or olive green lines at the rim (Sea ST JAM6-3/REW.23); and two
general categories, Undiagnostic [5.1.1.9] and Other [5.1.1.10].
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Pearlware [5.1.2] - REW

This category includes two separate types of pearlware: ‘China glaze' ware,
manufactured between ca.1775 and ca.1812, identified by its Chinese style vessel forms
and blue-and-white Chinoiserie decoration under a blue tinted glaze; and pearlwares
(including Wedgwood's Pearl White) that was produced between ca.1780 and ca.1830,
identifiable by the biue tint of its glaze only (Seidel 1990; Miller 1993:4-6). The
identification of pearlware, excluding China Glaze, by its glaze alone can be misleading
and highly subjective, but early pearlwares are associated with specific decorative styles
and enamel colours. These include blue painted and printed chinoiseries and floral
designs neatly painted in ‘soft' early colours, namely, underglaze yellow, olive green,
brown and blue (Lockett 1986 & 1996). Other decorative categories, such as shell edged
and annular wares, appeared in creamware and whitewares and it is often extremely
difficult to distinguish between them even when the sherd includes a footring showing the
presence of a blue tinted glaze. Where doubt exists in the identification of pearlware, the

sherds or vessels are classified as Whitewares.

The Pearlware categories are as follows: Painted blue [5.1.2.1], blue-and-white cups,
saucers, bowls, saucer dishes and plates painted in Chinoiserie style (Sea St, JAM-
6/REW.28-35; Roussel 1982: Lockett 1986 & 1996)); Painted other [5.1.2.2], underglaze
designs painted in colours other than blue alone (Sea St, JAM6-2/REW.37); Enamelled
[6.1.2.3], cups, bowls, teapots painted in ‘soft' early colours; printed underglaze blue -
Willow pattern [5.1.2.4], tablewares; Printed underglaze blue [5.1.2.5] table and
teawares, toilet wares (wash basins, ewers etc.) (Coysh & Henrywood 1982, 1989;
Copeland 1990); Printed underglaze colour [5.1.2.6], tablewares; Modified edge
[5.1.2.7], blue and green shell edged plates and dishes, tureen (Sea St, JAM6-3/REW.60;
Sussman 1977; Miller 1990); Annular / Dipped [5.1.2.8], medium sized bowls; Spatter
[6.1.2.9], bowls (Majewski & O'Brien 1987:161)). The final categories are for
Undecorated [5.1.2.10], Undiagnostic [5.1.2.11], and Other [5.1.2.12] is for identified

wares that have not been individually listed.

Excavated, recognisable pearlware forms are dominated by bowls and teawares, mainly
blue-and-white hand painted and printed wares, and a small number of painted and

enamelled teawares.
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White-bodied Wares - clear glaze [5.1.3] - REW

Ware Table in its present form records the ceramics from the seventeenth to early
nineteenth centuries with a high degree of precision but cannot do the same for all British
white-bodied wares developed and manufactured during the nineteenth century from
ca.1805 onwards. There is considerable debate about the archaeological definition of a
whiteware (Miller 1993) and the term ‘white-bodied ware' will be used. Nineteenth century
British white-bodied wares include: clear glazed white refined earthenwares made from
1805 onwards (des Fontaines 1990:4); stone china, first patented ca.1800 (Godden
1991:116); ironstone, manufactured from 1813 (Godden 1992:136), white-bodied
creamware and peariware with a clear glaze that were manufactured after ca.1820-30,
and white granite ware, produced ca.1840 (Miller 1993:6). Ware Table can be used in the
primary analysis of nineteenth century sites. It records clear-glazed non-vitreous, semi-
vitreous and vitrified white-bodied wares by decoration only, but if a specific ware is
identified it is recorded in the site catalogue. An earlier version of Ware Table combined
pearlwares and white-bodied wares in one category but this was rejected as it could
disguise valuable chronological information provided by China Glaze and positively
identifiable peariwares. The CCS method of categorising refined white earthenwares and
other white-bodied wares together, however, leads to an under-representation of

pearlwares.

White-bodied ware categories include: Painted blue [5.1.3.1]; Painted other [5.1.3.2] for
polychrome decoration or designs painted in a single colour other than blue; Enamelled
[6.1.3.3], bowls with ‘harsh’ colours sometimes known as ‘peasant ware'(Barrack St Well,
BAS-1/REW.1)); Printed overglaze [5.1.3.4]; Printed willow pattern [5.1.3.5],
tablewares and a few teawares; Printed blue [5.1 3.6], tea and tablewares; toilet wares
(JAMB-3/REW.41-47); Printed underglaze colour [5.1.3.7], tea and tablewares (Barrack
St, BAS-1/REW.11-27); Printed & enamelled [5.1.3.8], jugs (Sea St, JAM6-3/REW.52);
Printed flow [5.1.3.9], table plates (Barrack St, BAS -1/REW.21); Printed multi-
coloured [5.1.3.10], pot lids; Modified edge (shell) [5.1.3.11], plates and dishes
(Barrack St, BAS-3/REW.55); Annular / Dipped [5.1.3.12], bowls (Barrack St, BAS-
3/REW.31-34); Spatter / Sponge [5.1.3.13], plates, bowls, cups, saucers (Barrack St,
BAS-3/REW.50-54); Lined / Band & line [5.1.3.14] plates, saucers (Barrack St, BAS-
3/REW.56; Miller 1991: 12-15)); Gold only [5.1.3.15], lined or banded white teawares;
Relief decoration only [5.1.3.16], plates. The remaining categories, Other [5.1.3.17],

Undecorated [5.1.3.18] and Undiagnostic [5.1.3.19] cater for any remaining unclassified
white-bodied wares.
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context” (1991a:52). Janowitz (1993) studied seventeenth century foodways in New
Amsterdam/New York by using POTS with the addition of a number of Dutch vessel
forms, such as grapen, skillets and colanders, to the vessel typology. Adams & Boling
(1989) used MNVs, vessel form and Miller's ceramic scaling technique to investigate the
relationship between ceramics and status by studying the ceramic assemblages of slaves
and planters from three South Georgia plantations. Klein (1991) used the same type of
information and techniques in her study of the differing social and economic contexts in
which ceramics were manufactured, used and discarded in nineteenth century north

America.
Classification by form and function

The next objective in the project was to classify the vessel shapes found on Cape colonial
sites. The results are summarised in the Form / Function Table (Appendix G) and
described in the text. The construction of the functional typologies was guided by
Beaudry's (1983) account of the development of a vessel typology for seventeenth
century north American colonial sites (the Potomac Typological System) as well as the

later modifications to this system proposed by Yentsch (1990; 1991a).

The Potomac Typological System (POTS) was a milestone in the use and advancement
of ceramic analysis in historical archaeology (Beaudry et al. 1983). It is a method of
classifying vessel shapes based on the functional use of ceramics in foodways. The
authors advocated the use of contemporary documents both to discover the names and
functions of excavated vessels and to aid the interpretation of ceramic assemblages.
They stated that the interpretation of ceramics needs "a scheme which will allow the
systematic description and comparison of assemblages which by attending to function in
even a crude way, will allow a preliminary appreciation of just what sort of variation exists

between assemblages in time and space” (Beaudry et al. 1983:19).

Beaudry and her co-authors advocated the use of standardised vessel nomenclature in
ceramic analysis. Not only would this avoid having to describe or illustrate all the vessels
in an assemblage but would facilitate functional interpretation of the ceramics. They
began by studying the descriptions of named vessels mentioned in contemporary probate
inventories and other historical documents. This information was used to reconstruct and
record the size, shape, ware type and usage of the documented vessels. Following this,

the vessels described in the documents were matched with the excavated vessels. Thus

63












No attempt has been made to separate the items within the Basin/bowl/dish category.
Many of the bowls ¢t " have been used for communal eatir~ which was con....on
amongst soldiers and sailors on board ships in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries

(Bruno Werz pers.. comm.). Colanders and most Lids can be easily identified.

Figure 3-5: Coarse earthenware colander & lids (Abrahams 1994).

Japanese glazed stoneware footed cooking pots are tentatively included in this category.
Excavated examples do not show any evidence of having been used on a fire so they
possibly had another use in the Cape (Elsenburg ELS-dbyc/OST.7).

Figure 3-6: Japanese stoneware donabe (Japanese Archaeological Reports 1989; 1990)
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2. Food and drink storage

The majority of these vessels on Cape sites are made from stoneware.
Jar/Martevan/Crock category includes various sized Asian martevans (Appendix D),
wide-mouthed European salt-glazed stoneware jars and the less numerous jars and pots

made from coarse earthenware.

Figure 3-7: European stoneware jars (Thijssen 1991). Figure 3-8: Chinese stoneware jar
& martevan .

The Bottle / Jug / Bellarmine / flask category usually includes German salt-glazed
wares. They could be used for either storage of wine and spirits or other liquids, or purely
for drinking. For this reason, they are given an alternative classification in the Drinking
category. Commercial / Shop pots includes stoneware German mineral water bottles
(‘gin' bottles) and British nineteenth century stoneware beer and ginger beer bottles, as
well as Shop pots, jars and pots which contained commercially produced food products.
Nineteenth century Chinese porcelain ‘ginger jars are tentatively classified as storage
vessels but many are attractively decorated and could have had an ornamental role in

Cape households.

|

|

i

|
{Bellarmine)

Fig.3-9: European stoneware jugs. Fig.3-10: ‘Ginger’ jar Fig.3-11: European stoneware

mineral water or ‘gin’ bottles.
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3. Food distribution / consumption

This is a combined functional category. It makes no division between bowls, dishes and
plates used for individual consumption or food distribution, or between vessels for stews
or solid food. This cannot be attempted until the diet of the seventeenth and eighteenth
century colonists and slaves has been fully investigated. It is probably safe to assume
that plates were for individual eating but small to medium porcelain bowls from earlier
assemblages could have been for individual use or for the serving of pickles and relishes.
Chinese porcelain bowls were sold as ‘nests' (sets of graduated sized bowls) which could

have been used for almost any purpose.

Plates and Deep plates (viakke, tafel and diep borden) are rimmed and have diameters
ranging from 220-260mm and can be round or angled. Small plates are less than
190mm in diameter. Although the small Chinese porcelain plates are probably under-
dishes (onder-schotels) for bowls or tureens (Christiaan Jérg pers. comm.), no sub-

classifications, into tea or desert types, are given for small plates made in other wares.

\———{ //

Figure 3-12: Table / dinner plate.

\—_:;7
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Figure 3-13: Deep / soup plate.
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Figure 3-14: Flared rim plate.

Form / Function Table records bowls by size only. Bowils are classified according to their
approximate rim diameter: small - less than 100mm; medium - approximately 150mm:;
large - greater than 200mm. The depth of the bowl is not taken into consideration.

Unusual or specialised shapes are described in the catalogue.
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These include: rimmed bowls (klapmuts) which are a sixteenth to seventeenth ¢ itury
Chinese porcelain form favoured by the Dutch (Rinaldi 1989:118), and square salad

bowls with indented corners.

NI NN

Fig. 3-15: Straight sided bowl. Fig. 3-16: S-shaped bowl. Fig. 3-17: Klapmuts .

Dishes are also classified by approximate rim diameter only: small - 150mm or less,
medium - */_ 200-250mm and large - 300mm and larger. When specific shapes and
forms are recognised, they are recorded in the catalogue. The following shapes of dishes
occur on Cape sites: flat-rimmed dishes (schotels) are usually round but can be oval or
angled, flared-rim dishes, saucer-dishes with a curved or s-shaped profile, and deep
dishes usually oval or oblong with a narrow flat rim and approximately 70-100mm deep.
Saucer-dishes (pierings) are an eastern form and manufactured in both Chinese and
Japanese fine and Asian market coarse porcelain. They occur frequently on Cape sites
and could be related to the cuisine but considerable quantities of fine porcelain saucer-
dishes were shipped to Europe in the mid- eighteenth and also formed part of dinner

services shipped on the Geldermalsen (1752).

Figure 3-18: Saucer-dish.

Figure 3-19: Flared-rim dish.

Figure 3-20: Flat-rimmed dish.
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Dish/Bowl and Dish/Plate categories are for rim fragments where a positive division
cannot be made between the two forms. Hot water plates/dishes are recorded
separately. Covered bowis/tureens/dishes can be any shape or size and are often

identified from the handles alone.

Fig. 3-21: Narrow rimmed deep dish Fig. 3-22: Covered bowl / tureen

Various sized Lidded pots / jars (potjies)are common Far Eastern forms and could have

had diverse uses in food distribution. Hot water plate / dish is a specialised shape.

()

Fig. 3-23: Lidded jar. Fig. 3-24: Hot water plate/ dish.

Another group of excavated table wares include salts, lidded mustard pots, pepper pots
and Japanese porcelain vinegar bottles, possibly for soy or vinegar. These are classified

together as Condiments.

——

Figure 3-25: Salts Mustard pot Condiment bottle

Otl -inclue scu yhanc ;.

Figure 3-26: Porcelain cutlery handles

» Profile of excavated fragment of a Chinese

porcelain cutlery handle (Elsenburg, Ch.6).







Tealcoffee pot is a combined category and Additional teaware is for milk jugs (lidded
and without lids), sugar pots, slop basins, tea cannisters, teapot stands and spoon trays
(pattipans) and trays. A Punch bowl is defined as a large bowl with slightly flared sides

but no S-curve (Jorg 1982:181).

D=\

Fig. 3-29: Tea cannister. Fig. 3-30: Pattipan. Fig. 3-31: Punch bowil.

Other beverages includes Bottle / bellarmine / flask for narrow necked and handled
stoneware vessels (also listed in the Food and Drink category), Beakers/Mugs, and

medium to large stoneware or refined ware jugs are classified under one heading, Jugs.

Figure 3-32: Earthenware flasks - probably S.E. Asian (Sassoon 1982, Sdo Gongalo (1630) & Oosterland (1697)).

5. Health & Hygiene

Chamber pots include the usual handled forms of this vessel in Chinese porcelain,
coarse earthenware, stoneware and refined white earthenwares as well as a certain type
of lidded Japanese porcelain bowl which is believed to have been used as chamber pots
by the Dutch (Ohashi 1990:142).

Fig. 3-33: Chamber pots: (a) cream coloured ware (b) Chinese Imari (c) Japanese porcelain
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8. Unidentified

Form Table classifies the unidentified sherds and vessel forms using Flatware and
Hollow ware categories. This was originally the Staffordshire potters’ method of
distinguishing press moulded items, such as plates and dishes, from wheel thrown
vessels. But archaeologists now use this classification to investigate diet: hollow wares
are associated with stews, and flat wares with solid food such as roasted meats. The
CCS uses these categories to avoid lumping all the unidentified sherds together in one
category - Undiagnostic. Handles, lids, and finials from unidentified vessels are placed
in the hollow ware category. The Undiagnostic category is for sherds where there is

absolutely no indication as to their vessel form or function.

Form / Function Table records individual functional categories as percentages of the

whole assemblage which can be used for comparative work (see Chapter 9, Figure 9-3).
Application of the CCS

The application of the Cape Colonial System to an assemblage is carried out in four
stages. Prior to this, the sherds are cleaned and marked, taking care not to damage
glazes and overglaze decoration, or to remove food residues or other accretions which

could help in the interpretation of the ceramic assemblage.
Stage 1

The first stage is the identification and quantification of the sherds. The sherds are first
sorted into wares, then into ware types and ware sub-types. All the sub categories are
quantified by sherd counts but certain minimally differentiated varieties, such as Khoi

pottery, can be further quantified by weight. The information is entered on Ware Table.

If an estimation of the degree of fragmentation is required, the whole category under
investigation is weighed before subdivision into ware sub-types and the result related to
the total sherd count of the category. The identification and recording of cross-mends

begins at this stage of the analysis.

Stage 1 level of analysis has limited use in the interpretation of the ceramics and can only

present a general impression of an assemblage. Sherd counts have minimal analytical
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value as they are affected by fragmentation and are not necessarily good indicators of
vessel numbers. The presence and proportion of different ware sub-types can indicate
the approximate occupation period of the site. Identified ware types can be used for
presence/absence analysis to provide a terminus post quem for the assemblage. The
cross-mends help in the interpretation of stratigraphic correlations while the relative sizes
of the sherds can indicate, in some circumstances, whether the assemblage is primary or
secondary refuse (Yentsch 1991a:32). However, the size of the sherd can also be the

result of post depositional activity and can be misleading.

Stage 2

The second stage of analysis is the identification and quantification of vessel forms within
each ware or ware sub-type category. Where possible, the vessels are identified and
named using the Cape Vessel Typology (Form / Function Table Appendix G). Minimum
vessel analysis is used for the quantification of the different vessel forms and the

combined MNVs for each ware sub-type are recorded on Ware Table.

This level of analysis produces an accurate qualitative and quantitative description of the
types of vessels present in the ceramic assemblage. The vessels have been named and
an estimate made of their minimum numbers. The ceramics now have analytical utility:
accurate comparisons can be made between sites, vessels can be linked to
contemporary documents, especially probate records, and a start can be made in

assessing their function within the assemblage.
Stage 3
The third stage is the assignment of function to the excavated vessels. The vessels are

allocated to functional categories according to their shape or their function if this is known

from other sources. This information is recorded on Form / Function Table (Appendix G).

At this le  of analysis, the ceramic vessels « 1 be integrated with tefacts with similar
functions in other materials and with other artefacts. It is now possible to study what

kinds of functional variability exists within and between assemblages.

71



Stage 4

The final stage in the application of the CCS is the compilation of a site catalogue of all

the ceramics in the assemblage (Appendix L).

The ceramics are accessioned and catalogued following the order of the classificatory
system used in Ware Table (Appendix E). Within each ware sub-type category, vessels
are recorded by: site accession number; form; size (height and width of rim and footring
expressed in millimetres). An estimation of a vessel's completeness is recorded as a
percentage of the whole vessel, and the degree of fragmentation of the sherds is noted

when it is significantly high or low.

The decoration is described but this only needs to be done briefly if photographs or
drawings are to made of the sherd or vessel (for the purpose of this dissertation,
photographs have been taken of examples of all the vessels from the four sites)(Appendix
K). Vessel profiles are not routinely made but are used when photographs are unable to
record important information about vessel form, especially unusual or unidentified items.
Any peculiarities of the glaze and body are noted, as well as evidence of wear (use

marks), re-utilisation and repair.

Marks and manufacturers’ trade marks are recorded and, where possible, references are
provided for the identification and dating of the vessel. Asian market ware is identified
and referenced using Appendix J. Cross-mends are recorded as well as references to

similar vessels or decorative motifs found within the site or on other Cape sites.

The Cape Classification System records a ceramic assemblage using two tables, Ware
Table and Form/Function Table, and a Site Catalogue. The vessels or sherds are
recorded comprehensively in a form that permits the construction of suitable typologies
for analysing the ceramic assemblage, accurate comparison with other sites and the
integration of the information into other research strategies. It is organised as an
hierarchical system and can be accessed and studied at different depths or levels of
analysis. For example, Ware Table is programmed to produce frequency distribution
tables (ceramic profiles) based on minimum vessel counts at different levels of
identification of the ceramics. Ceramic profiles provide an overall view of the composition
of each analytical unit at different depths of analysis within the assemblage or analytical

unit at four levels of analysis (Table 3-3).

78






It is accepted that a full systematic application of the CCS to an assemblage is a long
process and requires an extensive knowledge of ceramics. Majewski & O'Brien comment
in their study of the analysis of nineteenth century ceramics " the more involved a system
becomes, the less other researchers will be inclined to use it" (Majewski & O'Brien 1987),
but there are no short cuts in ceramic analysis. Future research questions may not
require the detailed results provided by this proposed method but the four sites analysed
for this project and the possible application of the CCS to further sites will provide a

reliable ‘reference collection' of Cape colonial assemblages for ceramic analysts.
The CCS has evolved through trial and error by application to as many sites as possible.

It can now deal with the full range of ceramics found on Cape Colonial sites dating from

the mid- seventeenth century to the early to mid- nineteenth century.
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everyday household ceramics that have been used throughout Southeast Asia for
¢ turies (Figure 4-2)(Volker 1954; Rooney 1987). These wares will be referred to as
‘Asian market ware', subdivided into seventeenth to nineteenth century coarse porcelains

and more refined wares dating to the nineteenth century and later.

The majority of Asian market ware from Cape colonial sites are blue-and-white Chinese
vessels and manufactured in coarse porcelain - less refined or poor quality porcelain and
porcelaneous stoneware. The remainder include a very small number of possibly
Vietnamese items and one vessel tentatively identified as Japanese. Most of them are,
without doubt, examples of the coarse porcelain carried and bartered by the VOC in the
inter-Asiatic trade, especially in Southeast Asia, throughout the seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries (Volker 1954). Analysis has indicated that they comprise between
8% and 20% of the minimum number of vessels excavated from eighteenth century Cape
sites (Table 4-1, Chapters 5-8). Late eighteenth to nineteenth century Cape sites yield
examples of the second type of Asian market ware; sturdy blue-and-white saucer-dishes
and bowls which are more carefully glazed and neatly potted than the coarse porcelain,

and manufactured in white to off-white slightly granular porcelain.

Outline

This chapter will begin by evaluating the nomenclature used in western studies and
descriptions of seventeenth to early twentieth century Asian domestic ceramics before
proposing a terminology applicable to similar wares excavated in the Cape. The
importance of the ‘coarse porcelain' traded by the VOC in the inter-Asiatic trade in the
seventeenth and eighteenth century will be discussed, and documentary sources and
excavated material will be used to determine the probable variety and style of this
particular group of ceramics. Later references to coarse porcelains in Western writings
will be introduced as well as more recent studies and research projects based on finds
from shipwrecks and archaeological excavations. Following this, coarse porcelain will be
described in detail as well as its manufacture and attribution, with reference to the wares
excavated in the Cape. The methodology used to identify and classify them in the CCS
will be demonstrated and the catalogue of vessels recovered from both land and sea sites
in southern Africa will be presented and explained (Appendix J). Finally, the presence
and possible usage of coarse porcelain vessels in colonial households will be discussed
before assessing the importance of archaeologically excavated Cape assemblages in
international ceramic research.
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Figure 4-2: Map of Southeast Asia and China (Rinaldi 1989:17).
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domestic wares and, in particular, for seventeenth to nineteenth century coarse blue-and-

white bowls and dishes.

Other more recent studies published during the last twenty five years have described Far
Eastern domestic wares, similar to those found on Cape sites, as ‘Hong Kong',
‘Singapore' and ‘Okinawa’ ware (Chan Gunn 1971), ‘Kitchen Ch'ing' (Willetts & Lim 1981),
‘coarse provincial ware' (Vos 1985), ‘coarse porcelain’ (Jérg 1986), minyao or ‘people's
ware' (Willetts & Lim 1981:2; Kerr 1986:15), ‘folk pottery' and ‘blue-and-white tableware'
(Rooney 1987), ‘Minnan blue-and-white' (Ho 1987; 1988), ‘coarse blue-and-white ware'
(Lam 1987), folk painted' private kiln porcelain (Keguan 1991) and ‘Nineteenth Century
Domestic Market Blue-and- White Porcelain’ (Allen 1996:65). Other ceramic studies have
included them in a class identified as ‘trade ceramics' (Harrisson 1979; Guy 1990) or

‘Chinese export ware' (Hagen Jones 1992).

The term ‘Swatow' or ‘Swatow-type' has also been used to describe certain coarse blue-
and-white wares (Ho 1988:3). Swatow is a distinctive, yet poorly defined, group of
sixteenth and seventeenth century Chinese coarse porcelains made in Fujian province
(Hobson 1976; Volker 1954; Harrisson 1979). It is always included in general accounts
and outlines of Far Eastern porcelains published in the west. The main reference for this
ware is Harrisson's study of the Swatow dishes and plates housed in the Princessehof
Museum, in the Netherlands (Harrisson 1979). The concept of Swatow as a ware will
always remain, and be used and understood by everyone interested in Asian ceramics.
Harrisson described it as "a class known through traders and collectors who marketed it
outside China" (Harrisson 1979:9).

Not one of these collective terms for coarse porcelains, except for Minnan blue-and-white,
has been precisely defined. Ho Chuimei correctly stated that "the concept of these wares
in western writings was (and often still is), geographically, chronologically and
typologically unclear" (Ho 1988:3). It is difficult to incorporate them as categories in the

CCS Ware Table as they cannot be identified as exclusive ware-types.

A descriptive, generic term was needed in ceramic analysis to describe Far Eastern
utilitarian domestic ceramics unaltered by European demands and to clearly set them
apart from the fine Chinese and Japanese export porcelains made at the same time for
the European market. Consideration was given to all the names used in the literature as
it was important to try and avoid adding more names to this list. ‘Provincial ware' was an

appropriate term if it could be defined to include the more refined nineteenth century
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domestic wares or ‘folk pottery' (Appendix J: pp 52-53, 69-70). ‘Coarse porcelain' was
ideal for the roughly made wares which dominate the assemblages: it was a qualitative
term, did not imply specific areas of manufacture, usage or ownership, and was used in
seventeenth and eighteenth century VOC documents relating to the porcelain trade as
well as in contemporary Cape probate records (Volker 1954). The Chinese term Minyao
(‘people’s ware'), which could perhaps be loosely interpreted as ‘Asian market domestic
ware', appeared to be the most suitable term. |t could be applied to all the types found on

Cape colonial sites including the more refined nineteenth century wares.

For the purpose of this dissertation, however, the term ‘Asian market domestic ware' was
shortened to Asian market ware. These wares are sub-divided into ‘coarse porcelain’,
from the seventeenth to nineteenth centuries, and ‘later refined wares' manufactured from
the end of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Asian market ware is primarily a
functional category and its two sub-categories can accommodate and classify all the
porcelain, porcelaneous ware and stoneware Asian household utensils found in
excavated Cape assemblages, and be used for direct comparison with historical
documents. Most of the contemporary sources used in this dissertation concerning the
VOC and the trade in coarse porcelain are taken from Volker (1954) and therefore are
limited to activities that took place during the years 1602-82.

Seventeenth to nineteenth century coarse porcelain

From the start of direct trading between Europe and the Far East, beginning with the
Portuguese in the sixteenth century, merchants graded porcelain as either fine or coarse
quality in their business transactions with the Chinese (Volker 1954; Garner 1970.56).
The two terms appear to be self explanatory but a further study of the VOC records
suggests that the term ‘coarse' was applied to two completely different classes of
porcelain (Volker 1954:193; Jérg 1982:91-92, 139-40). Thus it is difficult to give a precise
definition of seventeenth and eighteenth century coarse porcelain using contemporary
documentary sources alone. Orders and bills of lading for Chinese ceramics were written
by and for merchants, using abbreviated terms for size, ware type, decoration (when
considered necessary) and quantity, that were fully understood by the traders and
markets of the time. Today, we have no means of finding out exactly what such terms
denoted other than comparing ceramics from controlled excavations with contemporary

historical documents.
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The VOC use of the term ‘coarse porcelain' for cheap utilitarian Far Eastern glazed wares
copied the Chinese practice of making no distinction between porcelains and stonewares
as would have been the case in Europe. Porcelains and stonewares are both highly
vitrified ceramics and, unlike earthenware, are covered with a high-fired feldspathic glaze.
The Chinese name both these wares Tz'u, which is usually translated in the West as
‘porcelain’ (Medley 1977:58).

Seventeenth century records of the VOC's porcelain trade indicate that ‘coarse
porcelains' purchased by the Company were ordinary Far Eastern utilitarian shapes -
mainly open forms, including dishes, bowls and cups (Volker 1954). This description fits
the thickly potted blue-and-white bowls and dishes that have been unearthed both
throughout the East, and on seventeenth and eighteenth century colonial sites in the
Cape. Company records show that the coarse porcelain purchased by the VOC was
considerably cheaper than fine porcelain. Volker's surveys show that coarse porcelains
were at least a third of the price of fine porcelains mentioned in the same order (Volker
1954:46,:96,:194,). Great quantities were shipped by the Company and other traders,
alongside fine porcelains, to the islands of Southeast Asia and in smaller amounts to
India, Persia and Japan (Volker 1954:224). It was probably all blue-and-white, the
cheapest type of decorated porcelain, with very small quantities of enamelled wares
(Volker 1954:84). Swatow is known to have been made in, and exported from, China
during the first half of the seventeenth century and it is thought that this type of coarse
porcelain could have been shipped by the VOC although the Company records do not
mention this ceramic ware by name (Volker 1954:194 quoting De Flines 1949). Swatow
has been found in association with Chinese export porcelain, similar to that traded by the
Dutch, on wrecks of seventeenth century Portuguese ships (Storrar 1988:figures 22 & 31;
Desroches 1994.354-59).

Certain other entries in the VOC records appear to use the term ‘coarse' to describe thick,
and probably ‘second grade', fine porcelain (Jorg 1982:124). This variety of porcelain is
difficult to identify positively, either in extant collections or in the archaeological record,
and will be discussed later in the methodology section of this chapter. Some early
Japanese porcelains, apart from the utilitarian bowls and dishes ordered by the VOC for
the Asiatic market, were also described as ‘coarse' in the records but this could also
indicate the thickness and overall appearance of the ware more than the quality of the
potting and body (Volker 1954:138, 155, 173). Much seventeenth century blue-and-white

Arita porcelain, ordered for use by Company officials, inciuding porcelain with the VOC
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monogram, is thickly potted in a slightly granular looking off-white clay and boldly painted
in dark blue-violet coloured cobalt (Woodward 1974:59-60). It would certainly have
appeared coarse in Dutch merchants' eyes when compared with the more finely painted
and very thin Chinese kraak porcelain which it temporarily replaced in the late 1650s to
early 1680s.

The inter-Asiatic trade

An extensive inter-Asiatic maritime trade network, carrying spices, precious metals, silks,
ceramics and other valuable eastern commodities, had been in existence long before the
arrival of the Europeans in the late fifteenth century. In the seventeenth and eighteenth
century the trading area extended from Japan to the east coast of Africa and included
Arabia, Persia, India, China and the whole of present day Southeast Asia. There is
archaeological evidence to show that glazed Chinese ceramics (stonewares and
porcelains) were an important item in this market by the ninth century and were exported
from the southern provinces from the ninth and tenth centuries onwards (Guy 1990:9-21).
Porcelain, both fine and coarse varieties, remained an important commodity for all traders

in Southeast Asia until the nineteenth century.

Before the arrival of the Europeans, the inter-Asiatic trade was in the hands of Muslim
merchants, especially Arabs and Persians, followed in later years by Indians and
Southeast Asians. From the end of the 14th century, a small number of Chinese
merchants organised their own export arrangements and settled in the trading ports of
Indonesia and Malaysia, especially in Malacca and Batavia (Medley 1980:216). In the
sixteenth century, the Portuguese and Spanish forced their way into the trading area until
they in turn were ousted by the Dutch and the English. The Dutch, through the VOC,
eventually became the most powerful single nation operating in the inter-Asiatic network
in the seventeenth and eighteenth century, and set up trading stations throughout Asia

(see Figure 4-3).

Chinese coarse porcelain was a consistently important commodity in the inter-Asiatic
network and was carried by all the traders, especially the VOC. It was always obtainable,
even during the years ca.1657-80 when Chinese export porcelain was in very short
supply, although in much smaller quantities (Volker 1954; Kilburn 1981:15). During the
Chinese porcelain shortage, the Company bought large quantities of coarse wares from

Tonking and lesser amounts from Japan, to enable it to continue its normal trading in the
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Eastern markets (Volker 1954). Jérg showed that porcelain was taxed by weight by the
Chinese (Jorg 1982:113) but the tax formed a very small percentage of the wholesale
cost of ceramics and did not make the heavy Asian market wares more expensive than

the finely potted export porcelain produced for the European market (Christiaan Jérg

pers. comm.).
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(from Bredekamp & van den Berg 1986)..

Coarse porcelains were not saleable in the Netherlands and were never officially shipped
there by the VOC. Although coarse wares were cheap in the East, they were probably
too bulky to ship economically to Europe and still make a reasonable profit for the
Company. Their coarse manufacture would perhaps also not conform to European
conceptions of exotic oriental porcelain and many of them were very similar in colour,

thickness and texture to contemporary Rhenish stonewares.

Until the 1970s, little or no attention was paid to late sixteenth to nineteenth century
coarse porcelain apart from the so-called Swatow wares. (Garner 1970:54-57). Early

Chinese and the later European studies of Oriental ceramics were written by and for
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connoisseurs and collectors (Hobson 1976:xv-xxvi). In China, scholars had concentrated
on describing high quality porcelains made in Jingdezhen, especially "the official wares
made under Imperial supervision for the Palace and the Court" (Jenyns 1988:203).
European collectors and art historians, beginning in the mid- nineteenth century, tended
to focus on Chinese and Japanese porcelains made for the European export market (Jérg
1982:11). Mary Tregear has commented that European taste in oriental art, which
included porcelains, was formed on the trade goods sent to Europe from the East
(Tregear 1994:7). The coarse porcelains manufactured in the last 300 years, routinely
used as everyday domestic utensils in the east and similar to those found on Cape sites,
would either not have been noticed by the Chinese and Western connoisseurs and

collectors, or be considered too commonplace to be worthy of study.

The catalogue of the exhibition of ‘ceremonial and common domestic pottery of the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries commonly found in Malaysia' held in Hong Kong in
1981, was possibly the first publication to describe Chinese coarse porcelains in detail.
The exhibits included examples of coarse Chinese blue-and-white porcelain bowls and
dishes that were identical to those excavated on Cape colonial sites, in association with
eighteenth century Chinese export porcelains (Willits & Lim 1981). William Willetts, who
documented the exhibition, rejected the terms ‘trade ware' and minyao (peoples ware)
which had previously been used. He proposed the name ‘Kitchen Ch'ing’, indicating their
function in nineteenth century Chinese homes as well as their provenance (Ch'ing (Qing)
dynasty 1644-1911).

Willetts discussed the different methods and styles of decoration (including the
iconography) of ‘Kitchen Ch'ing’ from an art historian's point of view, studying in particular
the stylisation or devolution of motifs over time. He mentioned the usage of these wares
in Malaysia, and by migrant Chinese world-wide, and provided archaeological, kiln and
museum references for most of the vessels. Ceramics excavated from the site of an
English East India Company factory, built on Balambangan Island and occupied between
1770 and 1805, were used to date many of the pieces in the exhibition (Willetts & Lim
1981).

Hendrik Vos described a collection of Asian market coarse porcelains excavated from
colonial sites in Stellenbosch, a town founded in 1679 and lying about forty kilometres

north east of Cape Town (Vos 1985). This study was discussed in Chapter 3.
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Dawn Rooney included Chinese and Japanese coarse porcelain in her study of ‘folk
pottery’, the term she used to describe everyday domestic utensils used in the past in
Southeast Asia (Rooney 1987:33-48). She discussed the importance of Chinese
ceramics in the inter-Asiatic trade, and how Southeast Asia became a primary market for
these wares from the 10th century onwards, especially for blue-and-white wares during
the fifteenth to seventeenth century and again from the late eighteenth to early twentieth
centuries. Rooney divided Chinese coarse porcelains into three groups: fifteenth to
seventeenth century coarsely potted ‘hole-bottom saucers’; ‘blue-and-white tableware’

(coarse porcelain); and ‘folk pottery’ (nineteenth century refined ware).

Rooney describes folk pottery as a relatively cheap late eighteenth to early twentieth
century Chinese blue-and-white porcelain produced for the local market and Southeast
Asia. It was thickly potted in Asian domestic forms, of variable quality and decorated in
certain characteristic patterns. No date range is given for ‘blue-and-white tableware' other
than the possibility that it could pre-date the Qing dynasty (1644-1912).

Rooney's separation of Far Eastern domestic ceramic utensils into three categories
makes a useful typological distinction between these wares, but her suggested
terminology is not suitable for vessels excavated from Cape sites. Throughout her study,
she shows that all these wares, used in daily life by the people of Southeast Asia, were
‘closely bound to the culture, the religion and the domestic needs of the inhabitants of the
region' (Rooney 1987:69). The book has a short bibliography but, unfortunately, her

statements and views are not backed by specific references or archaeological reports.

Ho Chuimei (1987 & 1988) analysed the results of archaeological surveys of sixteenth to
nineteenth century kiln sites in southern Fujian Province in China. Her report identified
kiln areas within a defined region (Dehua, Yongchun and Anxi) and described in detail the
type and range of coarse porcelains produced at each site. Ho coined the term ‘Minnan
blue and white' for the wares from this region. Her research was based on surface
collections from identified kiln sites and not from controlled archaeological excavations.
Despite this, enough evidence was collected to record in detail the quality, form and
decoration of the ceramics manufactured at each group of kilns (Ho 1988:141-233;
Appendix J:viii). Chinese scholars have been unable to give dates to individual Minnan
blue and white vessels other than to state that the manufacture of this ware did not begin
until the mid-sixteenth century, was at its greatest production during the seventeenth and

early eighteenth century, and lasted until the end of the nineteenth century. More precise
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investigations into the dating of these wares are at an early stage and have tended to be
based on stylistic and typological evidence alone. Ho is of the opinion that a detailed
chronology of Minnan blue-and-white could possibly begin by using evidence from

archaeological sites outside China (Ho 1988:6).

Lam (1987) studied the surface collections of ceramics that had been collected on
different occasions from two areas of kiln sites in Dapu Wanyao, Hong Kong (previously
part of Guangdong province in China). He was able to identify the range of vessels
produced there and build vessel typologies for cups, bowls and dishes (Appendix J.viii).
Lam also recorded the decorative patterns, both painted and block printed, and listed the
blue-and-white marks used by the potters. He commented that one of the many kilns at
Dapu Wanyao had a capacity of between six to seven thousand bowls per firing,
indicating the mass production of coarse porcelains in the southern provinces in the
nineteenth century (Lam 1987:139).

The works of Ho and Lam were amongst the first published reports available in English
that linked certain blue-and-white coarse porcelains to identified areas of manufacture. It
had long been assumed that most coarse wares, exported via the inter-Asiatic trade and
found on overseas archaeological sites, originated in the southern provinces of China
(Guangdong, Hunan and Fujian) and private kilns in Jingdezhen (Volker 1954:193), but

there was no published archaeological evidence until the late 1980s to support this view.

A number of other publications on Far Eastern ceramics have mentioned Chinese blue-
and-white coarse porcelains similar to those found on Cape colonial sites. The catalogue
of an exhibition of eleventh to nineteenth century Trade Ceramics' found on Tioman
Island, Malaysia, showed three examples, but the accompanying documentation added
no new information to what is already known about coarse porcelain (Kwan & Martin
1985:69-137). Bi Keguan, a Chinese art historian, published a well illustrated study of the
development of what he called ‘folk painting’, on porcelain manufactured for the local
domestic market at private kilns throughout China (Keguan 1991). None of the illustrated
vessels are assigned to kilns in the southern provinces but a number of bowls appear to
be identical to Asian market coarse porcelains found on kiln sites in Fujian and on Cape
excavations (Keguan 1991:134, 178, 180, & 182). These examples are attributed to
Jingdezhen kilns and dated to the late Ming or early Qing dynasties (ca.1600-1700) but
no precise archaeological references are given. This work is an art historical approach to

Chinese domestic porcelain and is not concerned with the ownership or use of ceramics.

92



Keguan's research is based on material excavated by the Jingdezhen Museum and
unprovenanced sherds and vessels from his own collection, many of them picked up on
building sites in Beijing, which diminishes the value of his study as a reference work for

archaeological finds.

Over the last twenty years, Asian market coarse porcelains have been archaeologically
excavated from land sites and shipwrecks world-wide: a Portuguese ship wreck (ca.1680)
in Mombassa (Sassoon 1982:103, figure 4); the VOC ship Oosterland (1697) in Table
Bay, Cape Town (Werz & Klose 1994); Balambangan, Malaysia (Willetts & Lim 1981:1);
Maldive Islands (Carswell 1976:178 pl.64); St Helena harbour (van der Pijl-Ketel
1982:212-214); an eighteenth century site in New York City (Howard 1984:65); an
eighteenth century house in Oostenburgermiddenstraat, Amsterdam (Baartet al. 1986:95,
figure 9); eighteenth to nineteenth century archaeological sites in London (examination of
ceramic assemblages by author in 1995); the Frolic (1854) off the coast of California
(Hagen Jones 1992); a late nineteenth century dump site associated with the Chinese
community in San Francisco (Garaventa & Pastron 1983:300-301) and the Cape colonial
sites already mentioned. Hagan Jones has listed sites in Australia, Malaya, Southeast
Asia and the west coast of the United States where Asian market ware has been
excavated or found (Hagan Jones 1992:157-160). Paul Huey (1995) discussed the
presence of a particular Asian market ware bowl decorated with dots and circles
(Appendix J:SB-2) on North American sites. He used its world-wide archaeological
distribution as evidence of eighteenth century marketing and trade patterns linking North

America to the Indian Ocean and the Far East.

Today, there is widespread interest in coarse porcelain amongst collectors and dealers,
awakened both by the exhibition of Kitchen Ch'ing in Hong Kong in 1981 (Willetts & Lim
1981), and by its presence in recent auction sales of ceramics from salvaged shipwrecks
(Christies Amsterdam 1986, 1992, 1995). The small range of coarse porcelains retrieved
from dated wrecks is enabling archaeologists to begin building a relative chronology of
these wares which until now have not been dated. In addition, both the Geldermalsen
(1752) and the Diana (1817) yielded identically decorated blue-and-white bowls, indicating

the length of time certain patterns remained in production (Appendix J: 43, LB-4).
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The Vung Tau, a junk which sank off Vietham ca.1690, was probably en route to Batavia
as it carried a cargo of coarse and fine porcelains suitable for both the Dutch European
and Asian trade and other markets (Jérg 1992:198). The coarse wares included several
thousand blue-and-white and undecorated bowls, saucer-dishes, saucers and jars
(Christie's Amsterdam 1992:118-129). Coarse porcelain dishes and jars similar to those
salvaged from the Vang Tau have been excavated in the Cape at Oudepost 1 (ca.1669-
¢.1732) and from the Castle Moat (pre ca.1750) (Christie's Amsterdam 1992: 121, figure
883).

The Geldermalsen, a ship belonging to the VOC, sank in the South China Sea in 1752 on
her return voyage to Europe from Canton via the Cape (Jérg 1986; Sheaf & Kilburn
1986). Amongst the porcelains removed from the wreck were at least 2500 coarse
porcelain bowls and dishes. VOC documents show that the Geldermalsen was carrying a
consignment of ceramics for the Cape, and as there was no market for coarse wares in
Europe it is reasonable to assume the coarse porcelain on board was destined for the
Cape market (Jorg 1986:95). Examples of these wares have been found on numerous
eighteenth century Cape sites, for example, Elsenburg, James' House, Sea Street,
Barrack Street Well (Chapters 6-8) and Bree Street (Hall et al. 1993a).

The Diana sank off the coast of Malaysia in 1817. It was a privately owned ‘country' ship
licensed to trade between India, then controlled by the English East India Company, and
Canton. It was carrying a mixed cargo of oriental goods including a large quantity of blue-
and-white porcelain for the European and Indian communities in Madras (Ball 1995). The
porcelain comprised fine export porcelain and a large quantity of blue-and-white Asian
market wares which included both coarse porcelain and later refined ware bowls and
dishes (Ball 1995:144-45; Christie's Amsterdam 1995)

The Frolic, an American owned ship carrying a cargo of Chinese trade goods from Canton
to San Francisco, sank off the coast of California in 1850. The cargo included a
consignment of ‘Chinese export porcelain’ which was intended for Chinese immigrant
workers in the western United States. These wares would be classed as ‘Asian market
ware - coarse porcelain' in the CCS. Hagan-Jones developed a typology for this
particular group of dishes and bowls based on five major decorative styles. She identified
sites around the Pacific rim where they had been found and used this information to

establish a relative chronology for them (Hagan Jones 1992).
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Description of Asian market coarse porcelains and later refined wares with

reference to excavated Cape assemblages

The Asian market coarse porcelains from seventeenth to early nineteenth century Cape
sites, in contrast to the fine export porcelain for the European market, are all eastern
forms in a limited range of shapes and sizes. The majority are medium and medium to
large sized bowls, saucer-dishes and shallow flared-rimmed dishes. In addition, two
cups, as well as a small number of rimmed bowls and plate-like dishes have been
included in this category in the CCS (Appendix J:i-iii). The body varies between off-white
reasonable quality porcelain, refined to coarse grey porcelaneous stoneware or granular,
possibly low-fired, cream to buff stoneware. The body often contains impurities and blow

holes.

The overall quality of the Asian market wares range from neat, well potted and glazed
wares to thick, crudely finished vessels. The finer quality coarse porcelains could be a
later development of the kilns, as they appear in increasing numbers on Cape sites dating

to the second half eighteenth century and into the nineteenth century.

A large group of bowls and dishes has sturdy thick footrings which are either completely
unglazed or partially or completely glazed. The footring can have kiln sand adhering to it
which is characteristic of coarse porcelain. Many thickly potted wares have the glaze
trimmed away in a ring around the inside centre of the vessel. This is called a biscuit ring
and is always slightly larger than the diameter of the vessel's foot ring. Another group of
wares has shallow, slightly concave and partially glazed bases with low, rounded and
completely glazed footrings, often covered with fine kiin sand (Appendix J:iv,Type A1).
Vessels with this kind of foot ring usually exhibit unglazed rims (Appendix J:1-3, 49, 55-
59). Biscuit rings and unglazed rims allow for economical loading of the kilns and are
characteristic features of mass produced cheap ceramics. Bowls and dishes with biscuit
rings were stacked nesting within each other while vessels with unglazed rims were fired

rim to rim.

Most coarse porcelains found in the Cape are decorated in underglaze blue under a clear
to blue-grey glaze. The cobalt blue ranges from pale greeny-grey to dark inky blue, and
is often reminiscent of that found on seventeenth to early eighteenth century Japanese
porcelains. As with fine porcelain, the colour of the painting is dependant both on the
purity of the cobalt and the quality and colour of the clay body and glaze. The firing

technique can also affect the colour, and if the kiln and its contents are not allowed to cool
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much wider range of forms and designs which include enamelled wares (Bree Street

Appendix 1.1).
Marks

A small percentage of all the Asian market ware are marked, usually on the base. The
marks include double rings with and without a central seal mark (Appendix J: MB-1b, MD-
6), single or multiple Chinese characters (Appendix J:SB-1), or a single character in the
centre of the bowl or dish (Appendix J: LD-3, LD-5). Unfamiliarity with Chinese script has
made identification of marks, especially those painted on the upper surface of vessels,
difficult or impossible for Western scholars. Correctly identified marks will eventually help
to attribute vessels to particular areas and individual potters (Ho 1988). One bowl has a
central impressed design which could either be a mark or simply be decorative (Appendix
J: LB.3).

Attribution

The majority of the Asian market coarse porcelains excavated in the Cape, including the
type known as ‘Swatow', was manufactured in the southern seaboard provinces of China,
especially Fujian province (Ho Chuimei 1995: pers. comm.; Lam 1987). Other vessels
may have been produced at private kilns in Jingdezhen but it is not possible to identify

them from references presently available in the West.

A small number of vessels could have been manufactured in Vietnam (Appendix J:
LD.ena-1, LD.ena-2). The identifications are based on direct comparison with the largely
unprovenanced collection of coarse porcelains in the Princessehof Museum in the
Netherlands (Harrisson 1979). It is known that the VOC obtained coarse ware from
Vietnam in the second half of the seventeenth century (Volker 1954:226). The identified,
excavated vessels include dishes with narrow ‘hooked' rims, a grey or creamy body, often
decorated with red and nreen enamels, and appear to be lighter in weight than similar
Chinese dishes. In 85, South African researchers investigated the elemental
composition of the body nd glaze of different Asian and European ceramics and used
correspondence analysi¢ o analyse the results (Gihwala et al. 1985). The results of the
analysis placed a ‘Vietnamese' dish, similar to those found at Sea Street and Bree Street
in Cape Town, apart from the Chinese porcelains known to have been manufactured in
Jingdezhen or the southern provinces, thus suggesting a completely different kiln site for

this ware (Figure 4-4).
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One coarse porcelain bowl from an eighteenth century Cape site has been tentatively
identified as Japanese by Dr Impey of the Ashmolean Museum and Ohashi Koji of the
Kyushu Ceramic Museum, but there are no publications available to reference this
attribution (Appendix K:40, James' House Sea St JAM6-2/JPO.9). lIts style is quite
different from all the other wares and it is known that the VOC purchased coarse
porcelains from Japan for their Asian trade in the seventeenth century (Volker 1954:128).
Gabeba Abraham's excavation in central Cape Town has yielded an enamelled dish with
a biscuit ring which has been identified as Japanese coarse porcelain (Abrahams
1996:117, figure 25).

Nineteenth century Asian market ware - later refined wares

During the nineteenth century, but possibly in the late eighteenth century, Chinese potters
started to produce a different type of blue-and-white ware for daily use in China and
Southeast Asia. It is thickly potted and the quality varies from poorly finished wares to
fine, well decorated pieces. Rooney calls this ware ‘folk pottery’ and suggests that the
manufacture of these wares was a response by the Chinese potters to the loss of the
European export market from the late eighteenth century onwards. This forced them to
expand their Southeast Asian trade and to produce a new style ware specially for this
market. It was popular because it was "attractive, colourful, less expensive than other
ceramics, and durable as it was thickly potted" (Rooney 1987.39-40). The CCS classifies
this class of porcelain as Asian market ware / later refined wares (Ware Table Appendix
E).

Asian market later refined wares are found on Cape sites and include large thickly potted
saucer-dishes decorated in underglaze bilue with dragons or Sanskrit characters
(Appendix J:LD-10 to 13) and a range of jars and lidded pots decorated with a sweet pea
blossom and scroll design (Appendix J: SP-1). Many of these wares are still made and

sold today.

Similar thickly potted porcelain with the ‘sweet pea' type pattern was used to make toilet
sets (wash basins, water bottles, soap dishes and chamber pots) for the western export
market in America in the late nineteenth century (Terrey & Pastron 1990:77-78). The
quality of these particular wares is similar to the Asian market refined wares or so-called
‘folk pottery', but they are classified with the Chinese export porcelain in the CCS because

they are European vessel forms.
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Methodology

Assemblages of excavated seventeenth and eighteenth century Far Eastern porcelain
sherds from Cape sites can be easily sorted into European export porcelain and Asian
market coarse wares using present day conceptions of quality and by observing their
general appearance and style of decoration. In contrast to the coarse wares, fine export
porcelains are manufactured from high quality smooth white porcelain, are neatly potted
and carefully decorated in a wide range of designs using clear bright colours under, or

over, a clear, blemish-free glaze.

inevitably, there are sherds that do not fall neatly into either the fine or coarse categories.
For example, tea and table wares made for the European market are often thickly potted,
carelessly painted and glazed, yet are manufactured from good quality porcelain. It is
possible that this is ‘second grade' export porcelain for the European market made at
private kilns in Jingdezhen, which may have been classed either as coarse porcelain,
stoneware or semi-porcelain by the VOC merchants (Volker 1954, Jérg 1982:124,139-
40). This class of porcelain is categorised together with the fine quality porcelains as

‘Chinese export porcelain' in the CCS.

Further analysis of the excavated Asian market ware sherds revealed that they are
manufactured in a limited range of shapes and sizes, predominantly deep, medium sized
bowls and shallow dishes. They are all functional eastern forms related to basic everyday
Asian cuisine and show no modification in shape or decoration to make them more

attractive and suitable for western markets.

The wide range of body-pastes found in assemblages of seventeenth to nineteenth
century excavated Asian market ware initially led to a decision to consider basing the
identification and categorisation of these wares primarily on form and decoration, and
secondly, by reference to the quality of the body. This created a combined functional and
decorative category and avoided further unnecessary subdivision by variations in body
type and quality. Further analysis and cataloguing of Asian market ware questioned the
inclusion of good quality nineteenth century wares (‘later refined wares') in the same
category as the coarse porcelains. But as the later refined wares are simply a more
recent version of the coarse porcelain vessels, it was decided record them together in one
category in the CCS Ware Table, but to distinguish between the two qualities in the
catalogue and in any specialised analysis.
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In the CCS Ware Table, all Asian market wares are categorised by decoration only, using
the following categories: Underglaze blue, Enamelled, Monochrome/Incised, Undecorated
/ undiagnostic and Other. The area of origin, if it is thought to be other than Chinese, is
recorded in the catalogue. Any sherds identified as Swatow ware are categorised as
coarse porcelain but described as ‘Swatow-type' coarse porcelain in the Catalogue and

the interpretation of the site.
Catalogue

A catalogue has been compiled of most of the Asian market ware unearthed in the south-
western Cape since the early 1980s and forms part of the CCS (Appendix J). The
majority these vessels has been professionally excavated and the remainder are from
either surface collections or are random unprovenanced finds. The catalogue also
provides vessel and footring typologies derived from these wares. Vessel typologies of
Minnan blue-and-white, and wares excavated from Dapu Wanyao, are also included for

comparative purposes (Appendix J:viii).

in the Catalogue, all vessels are initially categorised according to their basic decorative
category as either underglaze blue, enamelled or monochrome before being further
subdivided by vessel form and size. Only three basic shapes are described: bowl, dish,

and jar. The size of a vessel is judged to be either small, medium or large.

A satisfactory cataloguing system has been built on this elementary information which is
encoded in the vessels' reference number. These numbers are prefaced by UCT
(University of Cape Town) followed by letters S, M or L denoting size (small, medium,
large) and B, RB, D, RD or J denoting vessel shape (bowl, rimmed bowl, dish, rimmed
dish, jar). All vessels are assumed to be decorated in underglaze blue (ubw) unless
recorded as enamelled (ena) or monochrome (mono). The final digit(s) of the reference
number indicates the vessel’'s catalogue number within its vessel shape category. Any
variations in the basic shape, such as ogee-shaped bowls or saucer-dishes, or decorative
technique (st: . ped or incised decoration) are recorded in the description only and are

not, as yet, used to form sub-divisions within the cataloguing system (Appendix J).

Certain vessels or groups of vessels can be identified by their footrings alone which
provides an additional method of cataloguing and classifying Asian market ware. It

enables vessels to be linked to specific kiln sites or perhaps provide a technological
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chronology for these wares. Consideration was also given to grouping wares by
¢ orative motives, for example by Sanskrit characters (Appendix J: MB-14, MD-6, LD-
10), dragons (Appendix J: MB-19a -19g, LD-9, LD-11, LD-12) or fish (Appendix J: SD-1.
MD-1, LD-1) but only a small percentage of the vessels could be categorised in this

manner, and it was rejected.

After recording a vessel's basic description, the type, colour and texture of the body paste
is noted as well as the footring type (Appendix J: iv-vii). The vessel's dimensions are
recorded or estimated where only sherds are present. Colour photographs of the
excavated vessels or sherds are provided as well as vessel profiles where it is considered
to be important. A short written description is provided for each item to compliment the
photograph and is not intended to be complete in itself. Where vessels are represented
by sherds only, an attempt has been made to photograph them alongside complete

examples from museums and private collections.

Two types of references are given for each vessel: firstly, published references or
personal communications relating to unpublished information, and secondly, Cape

archaeological site references.
Presence on Cape sites

Coarse porcelain is a consistent component of all the ceramic assemblages excavated so
far from seventeenth to early nineteenth century Cape colonial sites. The number of
ceramic reports suitable for comparative analysis is still very small and mainly confined to
eighteenth and nineteenth century sites, so it is not possible to make anything other than
suggestions about the availability and amount of coarse porcelain used in the Cape,

especially during the seventeenth century.

Information from available ceramic reports shows variability in the amount of Asian
market ware on Cape colonial sites (Table 4-1). The Granary, dating to the late
seventeenth century, yielded the least amount of coarse porcelain, which made up 1.4%
of the total MNV. This percentage rose to 10% for mid- eighteenth century sites and up
to 18% to 23% for late eighteenth century assemblages. Asian market ware is still

present on nineteenth century sites but in very small quantities (ACO 1991a).
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Table 4-1: Asian market ware on Cape colonial sites ca.1690-1860 expressed as a percentage
of the total ceramic MNV.

i Total MNV of E % MNV

Site Date ! layer | Asian

|l 1 market

Granary Phase 7 ¢.1680-1700. E 66 i 1.4%
Elsenburg Layer dbyc ¢.1730-60) ! 313 : 10%
Paradise Outbuilding Phase.A 1735-50 ! 164 ; 9.7%
The Grand Parade 17th-18th c. ! 1135 ! 10.8%
Paradise Main house Phase 4 1770-95 ! 174 ! 9.7%
Bree Street Phase 1 mid-late 18th c. ! 2761 ! 18.6%
Barrack St Well Level 4 c.1770-90 ! 51 E 23%
Sea St James' House Phase 2 | late 18th-early 19thc. i 853 § 11.7%
Sea St James' House Phase 3 | early 1Sth c. : 397 | 4.3%
Harrington St 2nd half 19th c. ! 3080 ! 0.1%

Cape probate inventories include references to ‘coarse’ porcelain, but it is not always
clear whether this means Asian market ware or second grade fine porcelain.
Documentary and archaeological evidence makes it clear that coarse wares were used in
all households and were not indicative of status. It is possible that, like coarse kitchen
earthenwares, they were too commonplace to be ‘seen' and thought worthy of recording
in detail in household inventories. This is possible as the large quantities of excavated
wares is out of proportion to small amounts mentioned in the inventories (Antonia Malan

pers. comm.; Vos 1985).

Excavations undertaken in the Cape show that there appears to be a dramatic increase in
the range of coarse wares available from the mid-eighteenth century onwards. This could
be the result of increased exports to the Cape by the VOC as much as a wider selection
of designs and forms produced in the East. Vos made a brief survey of eighteenth
century inventories and noted a "significant increase of grove porcelijn approximately
during the third quarter of the eighteenth century" (Vos 1985:17).

103



It is now possible to start building a chronolr ~7 of Asian market wares based on the
information from excavated Cape colonial sites and dated shipwrecks. For example,
certain bowls (Appendix J: MD-3, 4 & 5) only occur on late seventeenth to early
eighteenth century sites and have been retrieved from the wreck of the VOC ship
Oosterland (1697) (Werz 1993b). Bowls decorated with roundels can be linked to the first
half of the eighteenth century (Appendix J: MB-15a & 15b) while polychrome dishes and
bowls are more common in the second half of the century (Appendix J: LD.ena.1,
MB.ena.1 & .2). Large saucer dishes (Appendix J: LD.10 to .13) are associated with the
early nineteenth century, and later medium bowls decorated with a floral scrolls occur

throughout the eighteenth century (Appendix J: MB.1 to .3).

A number of theories have been put forward to explain the presence of large quantities of
Asian market coarse porcelain on Cape sites, and many factors have to be considered
when discussing their popularity in seventeenth and e.ighteenth century Cape colonial
households. Asian market ware varies in quality, and even though they are coarse by
today's standards, their appearance, glazing and strength were superior to most
European manufactured ceramics of the time. To recap, they are all Asian open forms:
deep bowls, and shallow dishes (mainly saucer-shaped) and are completely glazed inside
and out, except for a number of vessels with biscuit rings or partially glazed bases. The
nearest equivalent forms in European or locally manufactured wares are made in coarse
earthenware. Asian market ware is always decorated, which sets it apart from most
coarse earthenware vessels, especially those used for food preparation. Excavations
show that Cape households used a range of coarse earthenwares and stonewares similar
to that used in Europe, so it is unlikely that Asian market coarse porcelains displaced

European ceramics but rather that they enlarged the range of cooking utensils.

Woodward suggested that the Cape was in not in a position to be selective about the type
of porcelain it received from the VOC headquarters in Batavia during the Chinese
porcelain shortage (ca.1657-81) and, consequently, was supplied with ‘coarse porcelain'.
During this period "it [the Cape] seems to have been supplied with not only Swatow but
with lesser known provincial porcelain" (Woodward 1974:15). Thiscouldv t tri but
the Cape continued to receive coarse porcelain alongside fine wares until the end of VOC
rule in 1795 and possibly into the nineteenth century. The consignment of coarse wares
on the Geldermalsen (1752) is evidence that the Cape specially requested this ware (Jérg
1986).
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Slaves in the Cape, many of whom were from the Far East, lived within the houses of
their owners and worked in the kitchens (Shell 1994:261). Much of the cuisine of the
Cape was based on eastern-style dishes, rice and relishes (Abrahams 1996:229), and it is
possible that Asian domestic utensils (coarse porcelains) were preferred by the Asian
born householders and slaves for the preparation and serving of this food even though

available European forms would have been adequate for the task.

This last theory assumes that coarse porcelains were used solely in the kitchen but there
is little evidence to support this view. Vos (1985) has found archaeological evidence that
a number of larger vessels we used over fires but careful analysis of other assemblages
has showed no signs of such usage. Room by room probate inventories of the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, which specifically mention grove (coarse) wares,
record them throughout a house; in the kitchens, displayed on porcelain racks in living
rooms and in storerooms of private houses from where they retailed to the public (Antonia
Malan pers. comm.). Coarse porcelain dishes and bowis are, in contrast to coarse
earthenwares, all decorated and many are on a par in appearance with Far Eastern
export porcelain and European manufactured blue-and-white tin-glazed plates and
dishes. Therefore, they could have also been used as tableware or ornamental ware
(Woodward 1974:212). It is also possible that finely decorated, good quality coarse

porcelains could have been listed as ‘porcelain’ in inventories.

Coarse porcelains were mentioned by Zacharias Wagenaer, the VOC Commander at the
Cape from 1662-66, in a request he sent to Batavia in 1663. He noted that soldiers and
sailors at the Castle were not issued with bowls or trenchers and would eat directly from
the large metal or earthenware cooking pots, using spoons, shells, or even their hands.
Wagenaer requested Batavia to send potters to the Cape, or he would have to ask for a
consignment of coarse porcelain (Volker 1954:127). This indicates that he was aware of
the form and usage of coarse porcelain in the East and that he possibly equated it with
European coarse earthenware vessels. It is not clear whether the Cape required serving
dishes or individual eating vessels. The crews of VOC ships ate in groups from large
communal vessels (Bruno Werz pers. comm.) and it is possible that this practice was also

used in the soldiers’ messes at the Castle of Good Hope.
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Importance of Cape sites in international research

The Cape assemblages of coarse porcelains can be directly linked to the activities of the
VOC. They provide examples of the coarse bowls and dishes traded by the Company in
the inter-Asiatic network during the second half of the seventeenth century and the whole
of the eighteenth century. The presence of these wares on Cape sites in context with
datable material such a clay pipes and fine porcelains, will allow archaeologists and art
historians to link them to kiln sites in the Far East, especially China, and thus to date and

provenance them accurately (Ho Chuimei 1995 pers. comm.).

Asian market ware has been excavated from nineteenth and twentieth century immigrant
Chinese settlements in the United States. For example, a number of coarse porcelain
dishes and bowls used by the newly arrived Chinese community in San Francisco in the
late nineteenth century were excavated from a dump in association with European-style
ceramics dating to ca.1880-1900 (Garaventa & Pastron 1983:figures 6,7,8 & 15). It is
also possible that the small Chinese communities in South Africa used Asian market

domestic wares after arriving in Africa, but this remains to be investigated.

Having reviewed in detail the production of Asian market ware and its occurrence at the
Cape of Good Hope, the analyses of the full ceramic assemblages from four
archaeological sites in Cape Town will now be presented, thus placing Asian market ware

in its full context.
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Chapter Five

The following four chapters present the results of the analysis, using the CCS, of the
ceramics from four Cape colonial sites (Figure 5-1). The assemblages are described in
chronological order beginning with the Granary, Castle of Good Hope, Cape Town
(ca.1685 to ca.1700), followed by Elsenburg, Stellenbosch District (ca.1730 to 1760), and
finally two Cape Town sites: James’ House, Sea Street (ca.1770s to ca.1830s), and a well

in Barrack Street (ca.1775 to the late nineteenth century).

Each chapter contains a brief history of the site and its former occupants, a description of
the stratigraphy, a summary of the ceramic analysis and a commentary on the
significance of the excavated ceramics. Photographs of each assemblage and the
unabridged results of the ceramic analysis (Ware Table, Form / Function Table and Site

Catalogue) for all the sites are presented separately in Appendices K and L.
The Granary (F2), The Castle of Good Hope, Cape Town

The earliest dated ceramic assemblage analysed using the CCS was excavated from the
Granary, built after 1685 but before 1691, in the inner courtyard of the Castle (Figures 5-2
& 5-3).

History

The stone walled pentagonal Castle of Good Hope, which still stands today, replaced the
inadequate earthen Fort built in 1652 by Jan van Riebeeck, the first Commander of the
Cape. The foundation stones of the Castle were laid in 1666 and the five bastions,
curtain walls and permanent gateway were completed by 1678 (Fitchett 1996).
Occupation of the Castle began from 1674 onwards, beginning with the Garrison and
followed at a later date (1680) by the new Commander, Simon van der Stel. In 1685,
orders were given build an additional defensive wall (the Kat wall) within the Castle which
would divide the central open area into two separate courtyards. The Kat wall was
completed before 1691, and a long, arched grain store (the Granary) was built against it

on the inner courtyard side (Figure 5-3).
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Figure 5-1: Location of historical sites in the south-western Cape region.
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The Granary stored the grain from the Company's own fields and the free burgers' farms.
It has been suggested that it was occasionally occupied by members of the under class,
both slaves and low-ranking Company soldiers, during the early years of the Castie
(Martin Hall pers. comm.)(Hall 1992a, 1992b, 1993). The inner structure and usage of the
Granary changed over the years; at one stage it is known to have been an armoury and

today it houses one of the Castle's museums.

Archaeological investigations

During extensive renovations to the Castle in the late 1980s, a chance arose to excavate
beneath the original floor area of the Granary. A sequence of layers which related to pre-
colonial times and the construction of the Castle from 1665 onwards were revealed. This
time period included the erection of the Kat wall, the subsequent building of the Granary
and ended with the usage and occupation of the Granary from the 1690s to the early

eighteenth century.

Stratigraphy (Figure 5-4)

The stratigraphy of the site is shown in Figure 5-4. The excavated layers can be divided
into pre-colonial and colonial deposits. It is a valuable archaeological excavation as very
few Cape buildings of this age are standing today in which undisturbed deposits can be
linked to a definite time period, in this case, the building of the Kat wall between 1685 and
1690.

Phase 1

Pre-colonial and colonial deposits that predate the building of the Kat wall ca.1690. This
phase includes the clearing of the ground in 1665 prior to the building of the Castle in the

follow year.

Phase 2

Fill from the first trench dug for the foundations of the Kat wall. This event took place
between 1685 and ca.1690.
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Phase 3

Post ca.1690 deposits that accumulated against the Kat wall after the first trench had

been filled in and the ground levelled.

Phase 4

Trench fill from a partial re-excavation of the original fill around foundations of Kat wall.

Phase 5

Deposits from floor of the Granary after the second trench had been filled in and levelled.

These layers contained remnants of hearths dug into a hard brown surface.

Phase 6

Walls with shallow foundations dug into Phase 5, built to form structures, possibly grain

storage bins. This phase consists of architectural features only.

Phase 7

Deposits from the floor of the grain bins following re-occupation of the Granary.

These archaeological events ended with the building of a wooden floor resting on raised

piers.

Cross-mends join Phases 1, 3 & 4 and Phases 5 & 7 both contain fragments from two

identical vessels.

Martin Hall (1991c, 1992b) has shown that there is archaeological evidence to indicate
that the Granary was occupied periodically and that certain artefacts were deposited in
situ and are not evidence of secondary deposits brought from elsewhere in the Castle.
Hall used this information, comparing it with reports of a North American slave site, to
suggest that this part of the Castle was used intermittently as a living area by Company

slaves before accommodation was provided for them elsewhere.

The full resuits of the ceramic analysis of the Granary assemblages are presented in
Appendix L.
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Summary of the ceramic analysis

The seven individual ceramic assemblages excavated from the Granary were small and
highly fragmented; few complete or partially complete vessels were found. The problems
commonly associated with high fragmentation, including the difficulty in estimating the
number of vessels, were off-set by the small number of sherds in each ware sub-
category, which made it possible to assess each sherd individually and in relation to the

whole group.

The ceramics from the Granary will be described and discussed as one unit as there is
little variation in the ware type, decoration, form and manufacturing dates of the vessels
present in the whole assemblage, This method, however, can not reveal any small
incremental changes in ceramic acquisition or usage that might have taken place between
successive phases. The ceramics from the individual phases (Table 5-2) were re-
analysed as one unit at a superficial level to estimate an approximate MNV for each
category for the whole site (Table 5-1). The results are open to correction and this will be

taken into consideration when discussing each individual ware type.

Table 5-1: Ceramics from the Granary (combined phases) expressed as approximate MNVs and

percentage MNVs. Nineteenth century European wares shown in brackets.

Approx. MNV % MNV
Porcelain 1.1.1 Chinese export porcelain 40 23
1.1.2 Asian market coarse ware 3 2
1,1,3 Japanese export porcelain 12 7
1.1.4 Persian 'stone-paste’ 2 1
1.2.2 British (1] -
1.2.3 Unprovenanced European (1] -
Stoneware 2.1.1 Chinese 8 5
2.2.1 German/Rhenish 25 14
Coarse earthenware 3.1.1 European 39 23
3.1.3 European & Cape 9 5
3.2.3 African/Asian 10 6
3.2.3.1 Khoi 2 1
3.3.1 Unprovenanced e/w 3 2
Tin-glazed earthenware 4.1.1 European 19 11
Refined earthenware 5.1.3 White bodied wares [2] -
Total approximate MNV excluding 19th c. wares 172 100%
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Table 5-2:. ¢ amics from Phases 1-5 & 7, the Granary (ca.1685 to ca.1700) expressed as MNVs
and percentage MNVs.

The Granary Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3 Phase 4 Phase 5§ Phase 7

Castle of Good Hope MNV i % MNV i % MNV E % MNV : % MNV E % MNVE %
I MNV I MNV b MNV I MNV I MNV I MNV

ca. 1685 - ca. 1700 ! ! : ' ! :

1.1.1 Chinese export porcelain 7 E 25 - E - 8 E 211 4 E 16 5 i 208 | 17 :1 243
1.1.2 Asian market ware - E - - ‘: - 1 E 2.6 1 I: 4 - E - 1 E 1.4
1.1.3 Japanese export porcelain 1 E 3.6 - E - 3 E 7.9 - E - 2 :1 8.3 6 E 8.6
1.1.4 Persian stone-paste - E - - E - - E - - E - 1 E 42 1 :1 1.4
1.2.2 British porcelain - i - - E - - E - - E - - i - {1} E {1.4}
1.2.3 Unprov. European porcelain - E - - E - - E - - E - - E - {1} :L{1 4}
2.1.1 Chinese/Japan./Other stoneware 1 E 3.6 - E - 2 E 5.3 1 E 4 1 :1 4.2 5 E 71
2.2.1 German/Rhenish stoneware 4 E 14.3 1 E 50 10 E 263 5 i 20 4 E 16.7 5 E 71
2.2.3 Unprov. European stoneware - E - - ]: - - E - - E - - E - 1 E 1.4
3.1.1 Euro. manufactured coarse e/w. 8 E 286 - E - 6 1: 15.8 3 :[ 12 5 1: 208 | 19 E 271
3.1.3 Euro./Cape manu. coarse e/w. 1 E 3.6 - E - - :[ - 3 E 12 4 ]: 16.7 2 E 29

3.2.1 African coarse e/w. (Khoi) 2 E 7.2 1 E 50 1 E 2.6 1 E 4 - ]: - - E -
3.2.3 Unprov. African/Asian coarse e/w. - :l - - 1: - 1 E 26 2 i 8 - T: - 3 E 43
3.3.1 Unprovenanced e/w. - E - - ]: - - i - - E - 1 I: 4.2 2 E 29
4.1.1 European tin-glazed earthenware 4 E 14.3 - E - 6 E 15.8 5 E 20 1 i 4.2 4 E 57
5.1.3 Refined wares: White-bodied - : - - : - - E - - E - - :1 - {2} E {2.9}
TOTAL 28 110 ) 2 i100] 38 1100 | 25 ( 100 | 24 | 100 | 66 1 100

i i E i |

{ } = intrusive 19th c. wares

On average, less than 10% of the ceramics in the whole assemblage were produced by
the colonists. The majority were imported from northern Europe (Holland, the
Rhinelands, England), the Near and Far East (China, Japan and Persia) and possibly
from India and other parts of Africa. All the wares, with the exception of four nineteenth
century British items, were in production during the iast two decades of the seventeenth
century. The Japanese porcelain and Persian ‘stone-paste' porcelains could have been
made in the 1670s or earlier while the white Delftware, Rhenish stoneware and
Neiderrheinisches earthenware items were still being manufactured in the first decades of

the eighteenth century. It is the Chinese porcelain tea and table wares present in all the
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phases that confers a ca.1683 terminus post quem for the Granary assemblage. In
addition, evidence from the analysis of the clay pipe stems found alongside the ceramics
suggests that the deposition of all the layers in the Granary predate the lowest levels of

the Castle Moat (post 1703) (Yates et al. n.d.).

The nineteenth century British sherds were all present in the uppermost layer (Phase 7).
They will not be included in the analysis as their periods of production post-date the rest

of the assemblage by at least 100-120 years which suggests that they are intrusive.

The ceramics from the Granary will now be described by ware category using the
approximate MNV and percentage MNV as shown in Table 5-1. The porcelain is of Asian
manufacture. It is all blue-and-white except for three vessels: two Chinese items, a
famille verte tea bowl (F2-1/CPQ.6) and an undecorated saucer (F2-1/CPO.7), and one
undecorated Japanese bottle (F2-5/JPO.2).

1. PORCELAIN

1.1.1 Chinese export porcelain MNV=40 (23.0%)

The Chinese porcelain is high quality export ware made for the European market in the
late seventeenth century. It has a pure white body carefully decorated with sapphire blue
cobalt under a clear glaze which is characteristic of the late Kangxi period (ca.1683 to
1720). Five items are marked with double rings including one exhibiting a central lingzhi
(F2-3/CPO.7) and another with an unidentified mark (F2-7/CPO.16). Most of the
identified items are teawares or small-sized dishes. There is one possible vase (F2-
7/CPO.4). A small bowl, made from poorer quality porcelain, in Phase 3 might have been

manufactured for the Asian market or be older than the other porcelains (F2-3/CPO.1).

1.1.2 Asian market ware - coarse porcelain MNV=3 (2.0%)
The whole assemblage yielded three blue-and-white Asian market coarse porcelain
vessels, two dishes and a bowl. High fragmentation hindered the precise identification or

description of these wares.

1.1.3 Japanese export porcelain MNV=12 (7.0%)
Japanese porcelains excavated in the Granary constitute about 7% of the total
assemblage but almost a fifth of the porcelain category. They are all table wares: nine

medium quality blue-and-white plates and flat-rimmed dishes, two blue-and-white bowls
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(one lidded) (F2-1/JPO.1, F2-7/JPO.5) and a small undecorated white bottle, possibly a
sauce bottle (F2-5/JP0.2). At least six of the plates and dishes have a panelled ‘kraak
porcelain' border. The large dishes in Phases 1 and 7 have alternate panels of peony
and bamboo around the rim similar to that found on plates with the VOC monogram. (F2-
3/JPO.1 & F2-7/JPO.1). A lidded bowl (F2-1/JPO.1) has only been tentatively classified
as Japanese. The identification was based on the colour and texture of the body as well
as the design which is reminiscent of seventeenth century Japanese coarse porcelain
bowls (Ohashi 1990:157-163).

1.1.1 Persian stone-paste ‘porcelain’ MNV=2 (1.0%)

A rim and two fragments of blue-and-white Persian stone-paste ‘porcelain’ were found in
the upper layers of the Granary excavation and represent two vessels (F2-5/PPO.1 & F2-
7/PPO.1). The body is friable with a granular texture and the glaze has become yellow

and cracked.
2. STONEWARE

2.1.1 Chinese stoneware MNV=8 (5.0%)
The whole assemblage contains sherds from six martevans (storage jars) and two Yixing

vessels which are assumed to be tea pots.

2.2.1 German / Rhenish stoneware MNV=25 (14.0%)

This category contains sherds from at least twenty bellarmines and befiarmine-style
Rhenish stoneware bottles of various sizes, including one with a mask (F2-1/EST.1). The
remaining stoneware vessels were jars, one with a wide flat rim which could possibly be a
chamber pot (F2-5/EST.1).

3. COARSE EARTHENWARE

Coarse earthenware is the largest category of ceramics in the whole assemblage (37%)
with the widest distribution of manufacturing countries. It is difficuit to identify their
precise area of manufacture and several sherds remain unprovenanced. The majority of

the vessels are associated with cooking and food preparation.

3.1.1 European manufactured coarse earthenware MNV=39 (23.0%)
This is the largest group within the coarse earthenware category. It includes cooking pots,
skillets and lids, a colander (F2-7/C._/N.13), plates/saucer-dishes, and a possible beaker
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or mug (F2-1/CEW.8). Amongst the more unusual forms are Neiderrheinisches dishes,
two decorated in green and brown with rouletting or scraffito (F2-7/CEW.16 & 17), and
two others decorated on the upper surface, under a clear yellowish glaze, in green and
brown over a white slipped body (F2-5/CEW.7;, F2-7/CEW.18).  This category also
includes a red-bodied bottle or kannetjie with slip-trailed decoration (F2-1/CEW.4), two
slipped and green glazed pipkins (F2-1/CEW.9 & .10), and a vessel tentatively identified
as a crucible (F2-1/CEW.3) (Stacey Jordon pers. comm.).

3.1.3 European and Cape (European-style) manufactured coarse earthenware
MNV=9 (5.0%)

This category contains red-bodied cooking utensils. It is possible that many of the

unprovenanced vessels in this combined European and Cape manufactured category will

eventually be classified as European manufactured wares (Stacey Jordon pers. comm.)

3.2.1 African earthenware - Khoi MNV=2 (1.0%)
Sherds from at least two Khoi pots were present in Phases 1 to 4. Most of the sherds

(172) were found in Phase 1 while Phases 2, 3 &-4 yielded only five fragments.

3.2.3 Unprovenanced African / Asian earthenware MNV=10 (6.0%)

This combined category contained four types of unidentified unglazed earthenwares (F2-
3/AEW.1, F2-4/AEW.1, F2-7/AEW.1-3). Long-necked vessels found in Phases 3 and 7
(F2-3/AEW.1 & F2-7/AEW.3) have been tentatively classified as of Southeast Asian
origin, possibly from the Philippines (Chapter 3).

3.3.1 Unprovenanced earthenware MNV=3 (2.0%)
Phases 5 & 7 yielded a number of extremely thin, grey-bodied earthenware sherds
(F2.7/EW.1) which have remained totally unidentified. They have not been found on any

other Cape sites.

4. TIN-GLAZED WARES (ENGOBES)

4.1.1 Provenanced & unprovenanced tin-glazed earthenware MNV=19 (11.0%)

Two sub-categories of tin-glazed wares, white undecorated and blue-and-white, are
evenly distributed throughout all the phases. Fragmentation made it difficult to identify all
the individual vessel forms but most of the items are flat table wares including two blue-
and-white plates (or dishes) (F2-3/TEW.5 & F2-7/TEW.3), an undecorated white flat-
rimmed plate (F2-1/TEW.1) and lobed dish (F2-7/TEW.1). The assemblage contains at
least one blue-and-white apothecaries’ flask (F2-1/TEW.3).
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Nineteenth century wares:
The nineteenth century European manufactured ceramics sherds were very small and
included a fragment of undecorated white bone china, a rim of a polychrome porcelain

bow! and two fragments of British refined white-bodied ware.

Commentary

The date of deposition of the ceramics in the Granary can be related to the building of the
Kat wall ca.1685-90. After considering the known dates of manufacture of the ceramics, it
is possible that they could have been deposited during a very short time period, perhaps
as little as 20 years. This is difficult to prove as the stonewares, coarse earthenwares,
and undecorated tin-glazed wares present in the assemblage remained unchanged in
body, decoration and form for much longer periods of time than the Chinese and
Japanese porcelains. Because decorative motifs on Asian export porcelain were
regularly changed to suit the European markets, it should become possible to give more

precise production dates for most of the Chinese porcelains from the Granary.

The composition of the whole Granary assemblage shows a reliance on European
manufactured ceramics: coarse earthenware, tin-glazed wares (probably all Delftware)
and Rhenish stonewares (see Figure 5-5). The ratio of Asian manufactured wares to all
other wares is approximately 2:3 which differs from the mid-eighteenth century ratio of 4:1
(Elsenburg, Chapter 6 below). The most numerous ceramics present in the Granary
assemblage are, in ascending order of frequency, European and colonial manufactured
coarse earthenware dishes and kitchen utensils, German stoneware bottles, fine quality
blue-and-white Chinese tea wares, Japanese, Persian and Delft tablewares, and Chinese
martevans. The majority of the table wares are blue-and-white Japanese porcelain and

blue-and-white and white Delft dishes and table plates.

All the excavated porcelains - Chinese, Japanese and Persian - are well known
seventeenth century export wares and were probably part of the official consignments of
ceramics shipped from Batavia to the Cape station from 1666 onwards (Chapter 1, Table
1-1). The high percentage of blue-and-white porcelain in the Granary assemblage is
similar to that found in seventeenth century collections of Asian porcelain in Europe.
Although the Japanese porcelain excavated in the Granary was probably part of the early
official shipments to the Cape in 1675, 1676, and 1685, none of the fragments exhibited

the VOC monogram. It is not known, however, if every item of Japanese porcelain
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ordered by the Company for use by the officers in their outlying stations was marked in
this way. The kraak-type border of peonies and bamboo found on the large flat-rimmed
dishes in Phases 3 and 7 was used on panelled ¢ es with the VOC monogram, but it

also appeared on plates with other central designs (Ohashi 1990: 55-58).

The superb quality of the Chinese porcelain from the Granary was probably the norm for
tea and tableware made in the late seventeenth century for the European market and is
not necessarily indicative of special orders for expensive items. The high percentage of
teawares and low number of table plates in the Granary assemblage matches the
evidence from late seventeenth to early eighteenth century inventories (Antonia Malan
pers. comm.). The popularity of teawares in Europe at the end of the seventeenth
century is reflected in the sale of Chinese porcelain from an English East India Company
ship Dorothy in London in 1696 (Table 5-3). In this shipment, eighty one percent of the
items were tea, coffee and chocolate wares and less than one percent were plates

(Richard Kilburn pers. comm.).

Table 5-3: Porcelain from the Dorothy sold in London in 1696 by the East-India Company.

Nos. of items
Tea, coffee & chocolate wares 103,621
Ornamental wares 11,495
Bottles, flasks, jars & pots 7.231
Plates, dishes & bowls 6,062

Persian stone-paste ‘porcelain’ is a rarity on Cape sites and only two small official
consignments are known to have been shipped to the Cape (Volker 1954:115). lIsolated
sherds have also been found in the Castle Moat and at Oudepost 1 (Appendix 1.1). The
presence of this ware in the Granary is strong evidence for a seventeenth century VOC

context for the assemblage.

The Granary has a lower proportion of Asian market coarse porcelain when compared
with mid to late eighteenth century Cape sites such as Elsenburg and Phases 1 & 2 of
Sea Street (Chapters 6 & 7). Preliminary analyses of the ceramics from the Castle Moat
(ca.1705-1750) give a low figure for these wares but results from Oudepost 1 (1669-1732)

show that more than a third of the porcelain consists of Asian market ware.
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All the European stoneware is from the Rhinelands and the majority of the vessels are
Frechen-type bellarmine jugs, making them the most commonly occurring single vessel
shape in the whole Granary assemblage. The Asian stonewares consist of martevans
and Yixing teapots, a pattern which continues into the eighteenth century. The
provenanced tin-glazed wares are Delftware and it has been assumed that the remaining
highly fragmented wares are also of Dutch manufacture. The European manufactured

coarse earthenwares are of much finer quality than the locally made wares.

There is evidence that artefacts in the upper layers of the Granary were deposited in situ,
but it could be argued that the general characteristics of the ceramics in each phase,
especially in the lower levels (Phases 1-4), indicate that all the sherds are in secondary
context deposits, namely, high fragmentation, high MNV in relation to sherd count, few

cross-mends and a low reconstruction of broken vessels.

The assemblages from individual phases are too small to use alone for reliable statistical
analysis (see Table 5-2). They have similar but not identical ceramic profiles (Figure 5-5).
A combination of all the phases could show the availability and usage of ceramics at the
Castle at the end of the late seventeenth century (Figure 9-1, column 1 below). In
addition, the low MNVs coupled with the high percentage of unidentifiable vessel shapes,
make the comparison of form and function within the site unsatisfactory, especially when
using pie charts (Figure 5-6). it would be unwise, though, to draw firm conclusions from
this single assemblage until it can be compared with other late seventeenth century Cape
VOC sites.

The range of ceramics found in the Granary is indicative of the enormous trading area of
the VOC in the East during the last quarter of the seventeenth century and the ceramic
profiles of the assemblages could donate the signature of a VOC occupation at the Cape

in the late seventeenth century.
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The midden lay on the original land surface (Layer 1) and consisted of two layers:

dbyc (Layer 2) which yielded the bulk of the artefactual material; and cf (Layer 3), derived
from dbyc and other deposits. Layer 3 was spread over Layer 2 after the digging and
filling-in of the foundation wall trenches. Following this event, Layers 2 and 3 were capped
by a layer of broken and disintegrated bricks (Layer 5), which accumulated during the
building of brick walls on top of the stone foundations of the 1761 house. The red-brick
layer (Layer 5) was levelled off with soil (Layer 6) prior to the construction of the wooden
floors in the original house. A thin layer of charcoal and ash (Layer 7) from the 1915 fire
covered the whole area and was sealed by a layer of hard gritty clay (Layer 8) which lay
directly under the rebuilt floor of the kitchen.

Ceramics were also recovered from Layer 4 (wall trench fill) and Layer sd (surface dump )
present in areas D1, D2, D3, & D4/D9. Layer sd showed a reversed stratigraphy and
came from a trench dug into the midden layers during the construction of the bakoond
(oven) in the kitchen (not shown in Figure 6-1) Archaeological evidence indicates that the

cf and sd deposits were partly derived from dbyc.

The complete results of the analysis of the ceramics from Elsenburg kitchen midden are

presented in Appendix L.
Summary of ceramic analysis

An overall view of the assemblage shows that the ceramics from the midden were
manufactured during the early to mid-eighteenth century. The majority, with the exception
of the European-style coarse earthenwares, were probably imported into the Cape during
the second quarter of the eighteenth century and deposited in the ground throughout the
1730s to 1750s. Evidence from the clay pipe analysis suggested a similar, but slightly
wic , time span for usage of the midden (ACO 1993). The predominant ceramics a

Chinese and Japanese export porcelains, some of which are of a very high quality. No

indigenous pottery has been identified.

The largest assemblage came from Layer dbyc (MNV=313) with considerably lower vessel
counts in Lar cf (MNV=83) 1dLa sd (MNV=62) (Tat 6-1). Many of the fragments
are large and it has been possible to reconstruct a number of vessels. Over 40% of the
vessels in Layers cf and sd cross-mend or match with Layer dbyc. All three layers, dbyc,
cf and sd, have similar ceramic profiles (Table 6-1 & Figure 6-3) and almost identical dates

of manufacture for their constituent vessels.
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They will be discussed together but the quantities and percentages of ceramics
mentioned in the summary of the ceramic analysis will refer to Layer dbyc only (Table 6-
1). The form and function of the vessels in Layers cf and sd were almost identical to Layer

dbyc (illustrated in Figure 6-4).

Table 6-1: Ceramics from layers dbyc, cf & sd, Elsenburg kitchen midden (ca.1730 - 1760)
expressed as MNVs and percentage MNVs.

Elsenburg Layer dbyc Layer cf Layer sd
- the kitchen midden MRV I: % | MWV E % | MRV i %
ca. 1730 - 1760 | MNV | MV | M
1.1.1 Chinese export porcelain 204 1651 | 59 1711 42 | 67.7
1.1.2 Asian market ware 31 E 9.9 7 E 8.4 5 E 8.1
1.1.3 Japanese export porcelain 30 E 9.6 5 E 6 6 E 9.7.
2.1.1 Chinese/Japan./Other stoneware 6 E 1.9 1 E 1.2 1 E 16
2.2.1 German/Rhenish stoneware 4 E 1.3 2 i 24 1 E 1.6
3.1.1 Euro. manufactured coarse e/w. 2 E 0.6 - i - - E -
3.1.3 Euro./Cape manu. coarse e/w. 29 E 9.3 5 i 6 6 E 9.7
4.1.1 European tin-glazed earthenware 6 E 1.9 3 E 3.6 1 E 1.6
5.1.4 Other refined earthenwares 1 E 03| 1 E 12 ] - 1 -
TOTAL 313 E 100 | 83 E 100 | 62 §-1oo'
1. PORCELAIN

Porcelain is the largest ware category in all three assemblages: over three quarters is
Chinese export porcelain for the European market and the reminder almost equally
divided between Japanese export porcelain and Asian market coarse porcelain. No
European porcelain was found. Blue-and-white porcelain wares outnumber the more
expensive enamelled wares in the ratio of 3:1 in the whole assemblage, but Japanese
porcelain alone shows a ratio of 1:1. The quality and variety of teawares surpasses that

of the table wares. The porcelain assemblage also contains a small collection of
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ornamental items: jars, garnitures and a figure. All the porcelains mentioned below

are blue-and-white unless described otherwise.

1.1.1. Chinese export porcelain MNV=204 (65.1%)
The quality and designs of the excavated Chinese blue-and-white porcelains are typical of
eighteenth century export wares made for the European market. Overall, the wares show
many similarities in form and decoration to the porcelains found on the wrecks of the
Goteborg (1745) and the Geldermalsen (1752) (Jérg 1986, Sheaf & Kilburn 1986).

The table wares from Elsenburg include good quality blue-and-white matching table
plates and serving dishes. The most frequently occurring rim designs are ‘grape vine &
bamboo' (ELS-dbyc/CPO.6-10, ca.1725-45), blossoms reserved in white on blue (ELS
dbyc/CPO.3, found on eighteenth century Cape sites), floral sprays (ELS dbyc/CPO.12-
20, 28-37), and overall incising below a narrow diaper border (ELS dbyc/CPO,22 & 38,
ca.1720-40). Central designs include ‘Hundred and One Antiquities' (ELS-dbyc/CPO.6-
10), long handled baskets of flowers (ELS-dbyc/CPO.1), and groups of trees and
flowering plants. Five matching dishes (ca.1720-40) with fluted sides and lobed edges,
are painted with a panelled design (ELS-dbyc/CP0O.43-47) and a graduated set of four
flat-rimmed dishes have an overall incised design (ELS-dbyc/CPO.38-41 1720-40, 1720-
40). Layer dbyc also contains three enamellied dinner plates decorated in red and gilt,
one of which (ELS dbyc/CPO.165) is elaborately decorated and could have been
manufactured in 1720 (Le Corbeiller 1974:43 figure 16).

Medium sized bowls form another large group of porcelain tablewares. They are painted
with combinations of either flowers, rocks and trees, landscapes, or have incised designs.
Less carefully executed designs include the ‘aster' pattern (ELS-dbyc/CPO.59) and one
with a wide honeycomb diaper at the outer rim which is frequently found on eighteenth
century Cape sites (ELS-dbyc/CPO.52). Amongst the less commonly excavated
porcelain tablewares are a salt (1/A13 dbyc, Appendix J:32), possible lids of mustard jars
(ELS-dbyc/CPO.178) and two cutlery handles (ELS-dbyc/CPO.181).

The teawares include thirty six tea bowls (no handled cups were recovered) and fifty one
saucers. They are decorated with at least twenty seven different patterns. Popular blue-
and-white designs include river landscapes, rocks or fences with flowers and trees, and
floral sprays. Amongst the enamelled teawares are examples of Chinese Imari and

exceptionally fine quality famille rose wares, including two saucers enamelled with
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cockerels (ELS-dbyc/CPO.150) and a matching set of moulded and incised cups
and saucers decorated with peonies and insects (ELS-dbyc/CPO.157-163). Layer dbyc
also yielded two identical blue-and-white globular teapots painted with chrysanthemums

(ELS-dbyc/CPO.172).

Chinese porcelain ornamental wares comprise three blue-and-white jars (ELS-
dbyc/CPO.183-5) and sherds from a large famille rose figurine, possibly of a woman
(ELS-dbyc/CPO.194).

1.1.2 Asian market ware - coarse porcelain MNV=31 (9.9%)

Layer dbyc contains twenty seven blue-and-white Asian market coarse porcelain bowls
and dishes. Two unprovenanced good quality porcelain bowls, enamelled in red and
green (ELS-dbyc/CPW.39/40), have been included in this category as similar bowls, but
with the addition of a biscuit ring, have been found on other mid-eighteenth century
colonial assemblages (Bree Street & Mount Nelson sites, Cape Town, Appendix |.1). The
blue-and-white coarse wares include two less commonly occurring forms; a large deep
bowl painted with a landscape (ELS-dbyc/CPW.17) and a small bowl, possibly a tea bowl,
decorated with fish and water weed (ELS-dbyc/CPW.22).

1.1.3 Japanese export porcelain MNV=30 (9.6%)

The Japanese porcelain category contains equal amounts of blue-and-white and
enamelled wares. Table wares include blue-and-white plates with kraak-style panelled
borders: two good quality ones with alternate peony and bamboo panels and ten painted
in a paler cobalt blue, with peony and symbol panels surrounding a central design of fruit
and leaves. One plate was poorly fired (ELS-dbyc/CPW.4). There are dishes painted in
underglaze blue and enamelled with red and gilt (ELS-dbyc/CPW.14 & 15).

The assemblage includes four medium-sized underglaze blue and enamelled bowls with
fluted sides and scalloped rims (ELS-dbyc/JPO.16-19). Three of them, possibly all four,
are painted with flowers and running hares. There are also three identical smali shallow

dishes with fluted sides and scalloped rims, enamelled with a panelled design and flov s
(ELS-dbyc/JPO.22-24).

Japanese teawares comprise two matching cups and saucers: one set decorated in Imari
colours and the other with butterflies and millet in red enamel and giilt on very thin white

porcelain.
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Ornamental wares are represented by a set of four matching red and gilt vases and
jars made in a greyish bodied porcelain (ELS-dbyc/CPO.186-9). The identification of
these vessels as Japanese is tentative. The final item of Japanese porcelain is a neck of

an apothecaries’ flask, probably undecorated (ELS-dbyc/JPO.28).

2. STONEWARE

This is a small category, comprising just over 3% of the total MNV, with almost equal

amounts of Asian and European wares.

2.1.1 Chinese & Japanese stoneware MNV=6 (1.9%)

The Chinese wares are two martevans, and two teapots and a lid (from an unidentified
form) made from Yixing stoneware (ELS-dbyc/OST.5). Japanese stoneware is
represented by a donabe, a brown-glazed footed cooking pot, made for the Japanese
domestic market and rarely seen outside Japan (ELS-dbyc/OST.7) (Ohashi Koji pers.

comm.).

3.1.1 German/Rhenish stoneware MNV=4 (1.3%)

Frechen-type brown salt-glazed wares include a possible Bellarmine-type jug (ELS-
dbyc/EST.1) and the base of a small bottle or flask. Grey Westerwald-type salt-glazed
items include a handled bottle splotched with cobalt blue (possibly part of a letter) (ELS-
dbyc/EST.3), and an unidentified wide, flat immed vessel which could be a chamber pot
(ELS-dbyc/EST.2).

3. COARSE EARTHENWARE

This category comprises 10% of the assemblage and is the second largest category in
the Eisenburg midden. High fragmentation of the sherds made it difficult to identify
specific forms and area of manufacture. All the vessel forms are European and most of
them appear to have been made in the Cape. No indigenous pottery or other African or

Asian v v e ind.

3.1.1 European manufactured coarse earthenware MNV=2 (0.6%)

This category includes a lid and a finely potted buff-bodied jar with a yellow glaze (ELS-
dbyc/CEW.5) which could possibly be of European manufacture (Stacey Jordon pers.
comm.)
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3.1.3 European & Cape manufactured coarse earthenware MNV=29 (9.3%)
The majority of the vessels were used for the preparation and cooking of food and

included cooking pots, skillets and various sized lids.

3. TIN-GLAZED EARTHENWARE

4.1.1 European tin-glazed earthenwares MNV=6 (1.9%)

This was one of the smallest categories of ceramics. It contains at least three items of
blue-and-white teaware decorated with flowers: a small bowl, and a tea bowl and
matching saucer. The undecorated wares include one large and two smail white chamber

pots.

3. REFINED EARTHENWARE

5.1.4 Other refined earthenware MNV=1 (0.3%)
Only one item was recovered. It is an English fine red earthenware bowl with sprigged
decoration under a shiny ginger glaze ca.1740-60 (ELS-dbyc/REW.1).

Commentary

Elsenburg kitchen midden is an important archaeological site for two reasons; it was
sealed by the building of the extant Manor House in 1761 and its contents can be linked
to individuals and their families who lived at Elsenburg during the first half of the
eighteenth century. The results of the ceramic analysis suggest that the greater part of
the kitchen midden accumulated throughout the 1740s-1750s, the period when Anna Hop

was resident on the farm.

The large number of cross-mends between Layers dbyc, cf and sd suggest filtering of
sherds down through the midden and deliberate post depositional movement of the
discar¢ | ar acts. Any possib dif « sintt da of ¢ Hosition of tt in

Layer dbyc and the overlying Layer cf are therefore difficult to detect using evidence from

the ceramics alone.
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The basic types and proportions of ceramic wares excavated at Elsenburg are

similar to other eighteenth century Cape colonial assemblages (Bree Street, Appendix I.1
& Figure 6-1). The range and quality of the Elsenburg porcelains, however, are above the
norm and indicate that the owners were prosperous and had access to expensive and
fashionable porcelains. For example, the Japanese enamelled wares and the exquisite
Chinese famille rose teawares were unlikely to have formed part of an official porcelain
cargo and were probably specially ordered. Other less common porcelains, perhaps
again indicating high status, are the ornamental wares: a four pieces of a Japanese red
and gilt garniture, large blue-and-white Chinese jars and a famille rose figure of a woman.
These items would have been well curated and it is unusual to find large quantities of

them on Cape archaeological sites.

One out of every nine pieces of fine porcelain is Japanese export porcelain. This was an
expensive commodity which always fetched a higher price in Europe than Chinese ware.
The VOC had ceased its official trade with Japan in 1713 but Company representatives
continued to trade in a private capacity until the second half of the eighteenth century
(Nishida 1986:64). The Elsenburg porcelains are examples of this private trade, and
illustrate the continuing popularity and availability of Japanese porcelain at the Cape,

especially blue-and-white kraak style plates which had been produced since the 1670s.

The excavated Asian porcelains contain a wide range of tablewares, including sets of
identical plates, dishes and bowls and more unusual items such as cutlery handles, lidded
jars and a salt. Blue-and-white dinner services, containing a variety of matching plates,
dishes, tureens, salts and sauce boats were ordered by the VOC for Europe from 1729
onwards but there is no evidence of such a service in the Elsenburg midden. This ties in
with evidence from eighteenth century Cape probate inventories (Antonia Malan pers.
comm.). There are at least twenty seven different decorative designs of teacups and
saucers. Although this does not necessarily represent the number of tea-sets used at
Elsenburg, there are enough matching items in blue-and-white, and enamelled wares to

indicate the possession of an unusually large quantity of high status teawares.
All the coarse earthenware kitchen utensils, except for two items, appear to be locally

made, showing that the Cape had become self sufficient and no longer needed to import

coarse wares from Europe.
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Elsenburg yielded an English fine red earthenware bowl manufactured between

1740-60, probably in the 1750s (David Barker pers. comm.) It is unusual to find early to
mid- eighteenth century Staffordshire pottery on Cape colonial sites. Another unexpected
result was finding blue-and-white Delft teaware amongst the numerous sets of delicate

Chinese and Japanese cups and saucers.

The assemblage was examined alongside Gibelaar's 1747 inventory (Appendix 1.2) a
record of his possessions before they were inherited and used in the following years by
Anna Hop. The written descriptions of ceramics are minimal and vague but they give an
idea of the quantity and form of the porcelains at Eisenburg during the 1740s and 1750s.
The inventory records that porcelain plates (77 items) and dishes (22 items) outnumber
the pewter equivalents in the ratio of approximately 3:1 and 2:1 respectively. Other
porcelain includes two garnitures, an unspecified amount of teaware and small bowls, and
three jugs or tankards. The inventory also mentions a collection of unspecified coarse

earthenwares.

The excavated assemblage of broken and discarded wares was compared with the
inventory (Appendix 1.2) and examined for possible matching or similar items. It
contained a high percentage of plates, dishes and medium sized bowls, a wide variety of
teawares, a garniture and two ornamental jars, and coarse earthenware kitchen utensils
but no tankards or jugs. This demonstrates the difficulties encountered when comparing
probate records with excavated material and shows that neither is a complete or accurate
reflection on its own of the ceramics in use at Elsenburg in the early to mid eighteenth

century.
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Elsenburg - the kitchen midden (Layer dbyc)

Total MNV for phase = 313

. Cooking
Unl;:lentlﬁed & food
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Ornamental 3 g9, preparation
9.6%

2.6%

Health & Hygiene

1.3% Food/drink storage
1%
Drinking Food
34% distribution/
consumption
New beverages 47.9%
96 cups/saucers
6 teapots 61 plates
Other beverages 58 bowis
3 stoneware jugs/botties 28 dishes
3 other

Figure 6-4: The form and function of vessels in Layer dbyc, Elsenburg kitchen midden

(ca.1730 to 1760).
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Figure 7-1: Plan of Cape Town (ca.1845) showing location of Sea Street and Barrack Street (from Picard 1968:158).
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Four sites, houses 4, 5, 6 & 9 were excavated and named after early tenants of the
houses (Figure 7-2). House 6, James' House (JAM-6), along with two neighbouring
dwellings Houses 4 & 5, changed owners four L...2s in the nineteenth century but
remained a rented house. In 1899, the house was enlarged and altered by the building of
a second floor to provide self contained living quarters, and changing the ground floor into
a retail store and warehouse while retaining the backyard. The house underwent further

building alterations and additions before it was demolished in 1990 (Hall 1991a).

S
»

I

Figure 7-2: Plan showing the four yards chosen for excavation in Sea Street and the

position of the section used to illustrate the stratigraphy of James’ House
(Figure 7-3)(Hall 1991a).

JAM-6 was excavated through the concrete floor of the extant building.

Stratigraphy (Figure 7-3)

Layer 1 (uppermost level of the excavation)
A rich brown deposit with rubble, stones, rocks and patches of clay, lying directly under a
recently constructed concrete floor. It was heavily disturbed by building and trenching

activities and was crossed by two sewage pipes.
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Layer 2
A 5-8 cm layer of hard yellow clay. Part of the deposit had been disturbed by recent

trenching.

Layer 3
A soft chocolate brown deposit with patches of stones and yellow clay. Part of the layer

had been disturbed by the placing of a sewage pipe and a concrete wall footing.

Layer 3A
A dark deposit with charcoal and ash forming a thick lens with an irregular base.

Layer 4
A soft, homogeneous, grey-brown sandy layer. On the east side of the layer, the deposit
changed to a gritty texture, red-brown in colour with charcoal inclusions. This layer did

not contain any stones or rubble.

Layer 5

A soft, orange coloured, homogeneous deposit with a hearth in the eastern portion.

Layer 6
A light coloured deposit which became hard and gritty, and lighter in colour, towards the

base of the layer.

Layer 7
A gritty grey-brown sandy deposit resembling beach sand. It contained a few bricks and

shale slabs, and a high content of water-worn shells.

Layer 8

A coarse grey/brown sandy deposit alternating with clean white dune sand.

Layer 9
Predominantly beach sand with flecks of charcoal, a small hearth and some shale slab.

This may have been an original beach surface.

Layer 10 (lowest level of the excavation)

Beach sand, water worn shells and shale. It was almost devoid of artefactual material.

Layers 6-10 all had a beach/dune sand matrix.
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Figure 7-3: Stratigraphy of James’ House, Sea Street (Hall 1991a)..

The complete analysis of the ceramic assemblage from James' house, Sea Street is
presented in Appendix L.

The early interpretation of the site, based on documentary sources and the preliminary
analysis of the artefactual material, divided the excavated material into three phases:
Phase 1 (Layer 10) the natural substratum of beach/dune sand; Phase 2 (Layers 9-6),
pre-1830s town dump accumulated before the erection of houses at Sea Street; and
Phase 3 (Layers 2-5), back yard assemblages from 1830 to ca.1900. The uppermost

layer (Layer 1) was discarded as it was badly disturbed. It was analysed separately as
Phase 4 (Hall 1991a).




Further analysis of the site has led to a modification of the earlier interpretation. It is now
thought that Layers 1-5 are also part of the pre-1830 town dump and that few, if any, of

the excavated ceramics belonged to the occupants of James' House.

Summary of ceramic analysis

The ceramics were analysed twice; first by individual layer (Table 7-1) and secondly by
phase (Table 7-2). It is a large assemblage of just over five thousand fragments with an
estimated MNV of 1409. The degree of fragmentation is high and uniform throughout the
assemblage. The reconstruction of vessels from sherds is very low and there are very

few cross-mends between layers or phases.

The ceramic analysis will be summarised by phases but with references to individual

layers when necessary.

1. PORCELAIN

PHASE 1 (JAM6-1, Layer 10 (see Table 7-1 & 7-2))

The small group of ceramics (23 fragments) in this layer were considered to have filtered
down from the overlying layers.  Although it was difficult to identify the form and
decoration of many of the small sherds, its total composition appears to be similar to the
lowest level of Phase 2 (Layer 9). It is a typical mid to late eighteenth century Cape
ceramic assemblage: Chinese export porcelain, Asian market coarse porcelains and

locally made coarse earthenware.

1.1.1 Chinese export porcelain MNV=8 (61.5%)
This category contains small fragments of blue-and-white tablewares and blue-and-white

and enamelled teawares dating from the mid-1740s to ca.1780.
1.1.2 Asian market ware - coarse porcelain MNV=4 (30.8%)
This group has sherds from three coarse porcelain bowls and one dish, three of which

had identifiable patterns.

3.1.3 European & colonial manufactured coarse earthenwares. MNV=1 (7.7%)

This consists of one glazed red-bodied sherd and was probably manufactured locally.
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PHASE 2 (JAM6-2 Layers 6-9 (Tables 7-1 & 7-2))

The two largest components of Phase 2 are Asian porcelain and British refined wares.
British wares were absent from the lowest layer. The majority of the Asian porcelain can
be dated to the second half of the eighteenth century and all of the British wares could
have been manufactured during the first decades of the nineteenth century, probably
before the mid 1820s.

1.1 Asian Porcelain

All the porcelain apart from two items (a finely painted blue-and-white dish (JAMG6-
2/CP0O.12a) and an encre de Chine tea bowl (JAM6-2/CPO.64), is average quality and is
typical of the mass produced wares made for the western markets during the second half
of the eighteenth century. Nearly three quarters of the porcelain is blue-and-white and
the remainder is enamelled. About half of the porcelain assemblage is blue-and-white

tableware and the rest is teaware (Table 7-3).

1.1.1. Chinese export porcelain MNV=333 (39.0%)

1.1.3 Japanese export porcelain MNV=13 (1.5%)

Chinese tablewares include ninety one blue-and-white plates and nine flat-rimmed dishes.
The rim designs include flower sprays with or without simple diaper borders (JAM6-
2/CPO.1 & 3), composite/ornate designs (JAM6-2/CPO.4), simple chains and scrolls
(JAMB-2/CPO.6) and blue wash with blossoms reserved in white. These were all
common designs in the second half of the eighteenth century. There are only six
enamelled plates, one Chinese Imari (JAM6-2/CPO.42) and five painted with overglaze
enamels (JAM6-2/CPOQO.70). The other identified Chinese tablewares included saucer-
dishes (JAM6-2/CPO.16), under-dishes for bowls (JAM6-2/CPO.2), a deep serving dish
(JAM6-2/CPO.15), and two tureens, a round one in blue-and-white (JAM6-2/CPO.17) and
an enamelled one with hares-head handles (JAM6-2/CPQ.69).

Japanese tablewares include two blue-and-white items: a ‘kraak’ style blue-and-white

plate (JAM6-2/JPO.3) and a large dish. Both pieces are older than the Chinese
porcelains and date to the first half of the eighteenth century.
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Table 7-3: Decorative categories of Asian teawares in phase 2, James’ House, Sea

Street, expressed as percentage MNVs.

Chinese teaware decoration : (MNV=160)
Blue-and-white E 37%
Blue-and-white + enamels g 3%
Brown glazed ; 17%
Enamels only 2 37%
Other ! 6%
Japanese teaware decoration i (MNV=6)
Blue-and-white E 17%
Blue-and-white + enamels ; 66%
Enamels only ; 17%

Other items of Chinese teaware include two enamelled pattipans (JAM6-2/CPO.67), a
possible sugar pot (JAM6-2/CPO.66), and an intertwined strap handled vessel which
could be part of a post 1780s tea or coffee pot (JAM6-2/CPO.37). There is also an Yixing
stoneware teapot (JAM6-2/0ST.3).

The Phase 2 assemblage includes medium and small porcelain bowls which could be
associated with either dining or drinking. Vessels not related food or drink included three
"bowls' with thick rounded rims which could part of wash basins (JAM6-2/CPQ.19), a
blue-and-white lidded Japanese chamberpot (JAM6-2/JPO.1) and two ornamental items:
a fragment of a blue-and-white Chinese vase or jar, possibly made in the early part of the
eighteenth century (JAM6-2/CPQO.20), and a Japanese flared rim vase in Imari colours
(JAMB-2/JPO.6).

1.1.2 Asian market ware - coarse porcelain MNV=100 (11.7%)
Asian market coarse porcelains comprise over 11% of the total ceramics in Phase 2.
They are medium to large blue-and-white bowls and dishes except for two dishes with red
enamelled decoration. They could all have been produced during the second half of the
eighteenth century but at least three of the designs have been found to be associated
with the late eighteenth to early nineteenth century (JAM6-2/CPW.2, 3, 7 & 9).
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2.2.1 Asian stoneware MNV=10 (1.2%)
Asian stoneware items include six Chinese martevans (JAM6-2/0ST.1) and three

Japanese stoneware donabe (similar to cooking pots) (JAM6-2/0ST.2).

2.2.2 German / Rhenish stoneware MNV=25 (2.9%)
This category contains a large salt-glazed storage jar with horizontal handles (JAM6-
2/EST.4) and at least twenty four mineral water bottles, twenty two brown-glazed "gin

bottles', and two grey-glazed ones with incised cobalt blue decoration.

2.2.3 British stoneware MNV=1 (0.1%)
Only one item was found: a “scratch blue' chamberpot (JAM6-2/EST.7).

The European stoneware category also contained fragments from at least ten unidentified

bottles and jars.

3.1.3 European & Cape manufactured European-style coarse earthenware

MNV=90 (10.6%)
This is the third largest ware category in Phase 2 and is probably all locally manufactured
ware. It comprises common coarse earthenware ware forms: cooking pots, lids, chafing
dishes and braziers as well as five well glazed more refined bodied plates (JAM6-
2/CEW.9).

3.2.3 Unprovenanced African/Asian earthenwares MNV=1 (0.1%)

This is a single unglazed fragment with mica inclusions.

4.1.1 Unprovenanced European tin-glazed earthenwares MNV=23 (2.7%)

Tin-glazed wares form the smallest group of vessels (MNV=23). Identified items include
undecorated plates, dishes, apothecaries’ jars and a chamber pot, and two blue-and-
white plates or dishes.(JAM6-2/TEW.1-10).

5.1 European Refined Wares

British refined earthenwares and stonewares form 29% of the vessels in Phase 2. All of
them could have been manufactured during the first decades of the nineteenth century
and probably before the mid 1820s.
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5.1.1 Cream coloured wares MNV=163 (19.1%)

Cream coloured wares form the largest refined ware category of which the majority are
undecorated pale crec.... coloured plates and tablewares with a much smaller amount of
teawares. The decorated ware consists of two enamelled tea cups and seven lined

plates.

5.1.2 Pearlware MNV=45 (5.3%)
Identified pearlwares include hand-painted blue-and-white chinoiserie saucers and bowls,
a smaller number of polychrome wares painted in soft "early' colours, and smudgy dark

blue transfer printed plates and teawares with chinoiserie designs.

5.1.1 White-bodied ware MNV=30 (3.5%)

The moulded and scalloped shell edged plates (JAM6-2/REW.51-53) could possibly be
pearlwares but have been classified as whitewares along with a small quantity of annular
wares. The printed wares are all blue except for one coloured over-glaze brown printed

saucer with over-glaze enamels.

The remaining ceramics include a blackware (Jackfield-type) jug and small bowl or cup
(JAM6-2/REW.50), a basalt teapot and small vessel (JAM6-2/REW.49), and one or two
moulded Staffordshire white salt-glazed plates (JAM6-2/EST.8).

PHASE 3 (JAM6-3 Layers 2-5 (Tables 7-1 & 7-2))

This phase contains a similar range of wares and decorative categories to Phase 2 but in
different proportions; the refined British earthenwares and stonewares (63.5%) now out
number the Asian porcelains (23.4%). The date range of the site may extend slightly

further into the nineteenth century.

1.1.1 Chinese export porcelain MNV=72 (18.0%)
The table wares are blue-and-white. The teawares are enamelled except for a few blue-
and-white cups and saucers (two of which are brown glazed). Other enamelled wares

include small plates and medium bowls.

1.1.2 Asian market ware - coarse porcelain MNV=17 (4.3%)
This group of vessels includes a blue-and-white bowls and large dishes and one small
cup, and a red and green enameiled dish (JAM6-3/CPW.15).
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1.1.3 Japanese export porcelain MNV=4 (1.0%)
This small category contains a small fragment of a fluted enamelled bowl, two saucers in

under-glaze blue and enamels, and a blue-and-white lidded chamberpot.

2.1.1 Asian stoneware MNV=3 (0.8%)
This category includes two Chinese martevans and one Japanese donabe (cooking pot)
(JAMB-3/0ST.1-3).

2.2 European stoneware MNV=16 (4.0%)
These are all brown salt-glazed bottles and jars of which at least eight are handied

German mineral water (‘gin') bottles.

3.1.1 European & Cape manufactured coarse earthenwares MNV=29 (7.3%)

All the vessels are red-bodied except for one pale-bodied dish or plate with indistinct
yellow, brown and green colouring. The assemblage contained two vuurtesjes and one
komfoor and a plate with a shiny clear glaze. The other vessels are commonplace

cooking pots and lids.

4.1 Tin-glazed earthenware MNV=3 (0.8%)
Only three white undecorated items were found: an apothecaries’ jar and the rims of two

plates or dishes.

5.1 British refined wares MNV=253 (63.7%)

The greatest changes from Phase Two are shown in the refined earthenware category.
Cream coloured wares remain dominant and keep the same range of decoration and form
but pearlwares and whitewares have increased. New sub-categories include willow
pattern (MNV=1. JAM6-2/REW.45), brown and black printed wares (MNV=5. JAM6-
2/REW.50, 51, 53-55) and printed and enamelled printed wares (MNV=2. JAM6-
2/REW.52 & 56). The majority of the blue printed wares remain chinoiserie, though the
range of prints has expanded to include later designs: Eastern and European scenes and
geometric borders. The refined stoneware category is restricted to a single engine-turned
slip moulded teapot (JAM6-2/REW.65).
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PHASE 4 (JAM6-4 Layer 1 (Tables 7-1 & 7-2))

This phase is severely disturbed but follows the same pattern as Phase 3 except that it
lacks tin-glazed wares and shows the addition of European porcelain (JAM6-2/EPO.1 &
2), British ‘commercial' stoneware (JAM6-2/EST.3) and tinted bodied wares (JAM6-

2/REW.37). This phase also shows an increase in annular wares.

Commentary

Excavation of the Sea Street site did not yield artefacts that could be could be definitely
associated with the house built in the 1830s or with any particular house nearby. This
was not unexpected. A recent reappraisal of excavations carried out in Cape Town
shows that in that in the eighteenth and early nineteenth century, household rubbish was
taken away from houses and dumped in nearby canals, natural depressions and
watercourses and not deposited in backyards (Timothy Hart pers. comm.). The analysis
of the ceramic assemblage from the midden on the site of James' House and the
adjoining houses in Sea Street, however, demonstrates the value of excavating
communal town dumps. The excavation has produced large samples of ceramics which
reflect the range and quantities of ceramics that were available in the Cape in the closing
years of the eighteenth century and the first decades of the nineteenth century. Analysis
of the form and function of the vessels in the assemblage shows a similarity between
Phases 2 and 3 (Figure 7-5).

The manufacturing dates of the ceramics suggests the majority of the Sea Street
ceramics were discarded during the last quarter of the eighteenth century and the early
years of the nineteenth century. The assemblage contains a high percentage of fine
quality ceramics, both Chinese and Japanese porcelains and British refined wares. They
probably came from the nearby houses in Strand, Loop, Waterkant and Bree streets and
the small lanes that led off these thoroughfares, which are known to have been inhabited

by a cross-section of the Cape community.

The manufacturing dates have been positioned in the second half of the eighteenth
century for the Asian porcelains, and in the early nineteenth century for the British wares.
The dates of deposition in the ground for these wares are more difficult to establish. The
results of the layer by layer analysis (Table 7-1) neatly demonstrates the gradual and
steady replacement of Asian porcelain in the Cape by British refined earthenwares during

the first decades of the nineteenth century.
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Chapter Eight

The Barrack Street well

In 1989, a disused well was discovered during the renovation of an existing modern
commercial building in Barrack Street, Cape Town (see Figure 5-1 & Figure 7-1). The
upper part of the well was damaged and the deposits down to the water level had been
removed by the contractors prior to the commencement of a full archaeological

excavation.

History

Archival research contained in the site report (Hall et al. 1990a) reveals that the well was
associated with a house buiilt in the last quarter of the eighteenth century on undeveloped
ground on the outskirts of Cape Town. The well remained in use until the late nineteenth
century when it was abandoned and deliberately filled in. A deed of transfer, dated 1791,
records a house, store and garden in Ziekedwars Street (the original name for Barrack
Street) and showed that the value of the property had increased almost fifty fold since
1770. This information almost certainly indicates that the first house on this ground (Erf
5178) was built during the period 1770-1791 (Hall 1990a:73).

During the following forty six years the house changed owners six times and the relevant
deeds of transfer for these sales give the same description of the buildings recorded in
the 1791 document. Hall suggests that during this time period the identity of the property
changed from a typical eighteenth century Cape town house, incorporating a store, to a
more commercial type of premises, a fore-runner of the business houses that would

characterise the whole of Barrack Street in the nineteenth century (Hall 1990a).

It is not known whether the well was situated within or outside the building as no standing
architecture of the original house remains and no records or descriptions of the house
exist. The Cape Archives have a photograph, taken in the late nineteenth century, of a
town house with an attached store standing on the adjacent property. Hall uses
information from the Deeds Office and street directories to suggest that this house could
indicate the type of house that was built on Erf 5178. The photograph shows a double
storied, flat roofed building with a symmetrical facade, topped by a wide cornice and a

pediment displaying a swan in bas relief (Hall 1990a:74).
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The house standing on Erf 5178 in Barrack Street went through several phases of
different usage. It began as an example of an eighteenth century Cape town house with
a retail store attached. In the early nineteenth century, the house remained residential
but became more commercial, first housing a bakery, then a retail store and later a soap
and candle factory. During this time, some owners took in lodgers. In the second half of
the nineteenth century, owners started to live away from their businesses and by the end
of the century, Erf 5178 and its buildings formed part of a large furniture factory (Hall
1990a).

Use of the well began during the end years of VOC rule in the eighteenth century,
continued through the transition to full British colonial occupation of the Cape in 1815, and

ended when it was deliberately filled in during the last years of the nineteenth century.

Archaeological investigations

The walls and base of the well were built with dressed stone. The original depth was

estimated to be approximately 5.8 metres measured from the base to the upper lip.
Stratigraphy (Figure 8-1)

There was a straightforward stratigraphy which divided the excavation of the well deposits
into four clear-cut levels. The disturbed uppermost deposits of the well (Leve! One) had
been kept on the site and archaeologists were able to wet sieve and process them. The

remainder of the deposits in the well were in situ.

Layer One

This was reconstructed from a large sample of the deposits removed from within the well
by the building contractors prior to the commencement of the excavation. It was a
reddish brown sandy matrix that had filled the well above the water level to a depth of
about 3.5 metres. Layer One was the result of a deliberate filling in of the well after it was

no longer in use.

Layer Two

This layer lay below the water table and had a depth of 0.75 metres. It had a matrix of
wood-shavings, off-cuts and sawdust, and ended on a layer of purposely placed stones
and bricks. This re-furbished well would have had a water depth of approximately 1 metre

or less.
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Layer Three
The third layer was 0.6 metres thick and showed a change in matrix to a sandy fill
containing stones and broken bricks. It lay above a hard surface construc | from

carefully laid large rocks. The well would have had a water depth of 1.5 metres.

Layer Four
The fourth layer was the lowest level and consisted of a sandy matrix, 0.95 metres thick,
lying on the original stone base of the well. The depth of water would have been

approximately 2.5 metres.

The stratigraphy shows that the well was refurbished twice to improve the quality of the

water, followed by a deliberate and complete filling in of the structure.

The complete analysis of the ceramic assemblages from the Well is presented in

Appendix L.
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Figure 8-1: Stratigraphy of the Barrack Street well (Hall et al. 1990a).
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Summary of the ceramic analysis

Level Four (lowest level)

The deposit was nearly a metre deep and yielded large fragments which allowed the
reconstruction of eleven almost complete vessels. The Level Four assemblage can be
split into two completely different groups of wares: a typical second half eighteenth
century Cape assemblage of Chinese porcelain, German stoneware, European tin-glazed
wares and locally produced coarse earthenware; and a smaller highly fragmented group

of British refined wares dating to the first decades of the nineteenth century.

Table 8-1: Ceramics analysed by Phase from Levels 1-4, the Barrack Street well, Cape Town,

expressed as MNVs and percentage MNVs.

‘Barrack Street well Level 4 Level 3 Level 2 Level 1
(Cape Town) MNV i % | MNV i % | MNV E % MNVE %
ca.1775 - late 1Sth c. M i MNV E e E o

1.1.1 Chinese export porcelain 15 i204| 8 E 53 | - ': - | s :; 6.3
1.1.2 Asian market ware 12 E23.5 6 E 39 - E - 2 ]: 25
1.2.2 British porcelain - E - 2 i 1.3 5 E 141 3 E 38
1.2.3 Unprov. European porcelain - E - 2 E 1.3 1 :n 23 1 E 13
2.1.1 Chinese/Japan./Other stoneware - i - 1 i 0.7 - E - - i -
2.2.1 German/Rhenish stoneware 3 E 5.9 7 E 46 - E - - E -
2.2.2. British stoneware - E - | s i 53 | 2 54,5 13 E1es
2.2.3 Unprov. European stoneware 2 E 3.9 - i - 2 E 4.5 - i ~
3.1.1 Euro. manufactured coarse e/w. - i - 2 i 1.3 1 i 23 - i -
3.1.3 Euro./Cape manu. coarse e/w. 4 E 7.8 1 E 0.7 - E - 2 E 25
4.1.1 European tin-glazed earthenware | 3 E 5.9 2 i 1.3 - E - - i -
5.1.1 Refined wares: Cream coloured 4 i 78 | 22 i 1451 5 E 114 - i -
5.1.2. Refined wares: Pearlware 2 i 39 3 i 2 - E - - E -
5.1.3 Refined wares: White-bodied 5 198 | 78 551.3 28 1636 | 49 62
5.1.4 Other refined earthenwares 1 E 2 10 E 6.6 - E - 4 E 51
TOTAL 51 E 100 | 152 E 100 44 i 100 79 E 100
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1.1.1. Chinese export porcelain . MNV=15 (29.4%)

The Chinese export porcelain consists of complete vessels or large fragments of good
quality tea and tablewares dating to ca.1760-80. The tablewares (BAS-4/CPO.1-7) and
half the teawares (BAS-4/CPO.8-12) are blue-and-white, painted with floral sprays or
plants and rocks, and the remaining teawares are enamelled and include two saucers
painted with a bamboo design popular ca.1770-75 (Howard 1974:136). A small

enamelled domed cover could be from a lidded milk jug or ornamental jar.

1.1.2 Asian market ware - coarse porcelain. MNV=12 (23.5%)

The Asian market ware consists of semi-complete or large fragments of medium and
large bowls, and saucer dishes. A large bowl painted with a dragon (BAS-4/CPW.1) has
been tentatively classified as Asian market ware but should probably be classified as
second grade export porcelain. The coarse porcelains could have been manufactured

between ca.1750 and the early years of the nineteenth century

2.2.1/3 Rhenish & Unprovenanced European salt-glazed stoneware MNV=5 (9.8%)

The vessels in this category are all bottles and inciude three brown salt-glazed mineral
water or ‘gin' bottles, one of which cross-mends with Level 3. These sturdy handled
bottles are commonly found on Cape sites dating from the second half of the eighteenth

century to the first half of the nineteenth century.

3.1.3 European & Cape manufactured coarse earthenware. MNV=4 (7.8%)

There are four coarse earthenware vessels including a locally produced red-bodied
cooking pot and skillet, and a large thickly potted ‘white’' bodied spouted ‘kettle’ with an
overhead handle, possibly manufactured in Europe (BAS-4/CEW.1).

4.1.1 European tin-glazed earthenwares. MNV=3 (5.9%)

The tin-glazed wares comprise two white undecorated chamber pots (BAS-4/TEW.1-2)
and an eighteenth century French Rouen ware dish, tin-glazed on the upper surface only
and decorated at the rim in blue and black (BAS-4/TEW.3).

5.1 British Refined wares
The remaining ceramics are highly fragmented, British manufactured wares and fall into a
slightly later date range of ca.1810-1820s. Five fragments cross-mend with, or match,

vessels in Level 3 which suggests that all the British refined wares in Level 4 could have
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filtered down from the upper levels and were not deposited in the well at the same

time as the Asian porcelains and European tin-glazed wares.

5.1.1 Cream coloured wares MNV=4 (7.8%)
The cream coloured ware is undecorated, very pale in colour, and comprises four plain
rimmed unmarked plates (BAS-4/REW.1-1a & 1b),

5.1.2 Pearlware MNV=2 (3.9%)

There are two painted pearlware vessels: a small bowl or cup decorated with a band of
flowers in blue, green, yellow and brown, and a fragment of a vessel painted in blue and
green. Both are examples of the so-called early ‘soft' colours common in the early
nineteenth century (BAS-4/REW.7a-7b).

5.1.3 White-bodied wares MNV=5 (9.8%)

Five blue-printed sherds represent at least three items: one plate, one saucer and an
unidentified vessel (BAS-4/REW.3,4,6). The designs of the five blue-and-white prir 1
sherds, which include a possible chinoiserie-style decorated vessel and four items with
flowers and European scenes, coupled with the absence of coloured transfer printing,
suggests a ca.1820 date for these wares (Coysh & Henrywood 1982:10). The remaining

white-bodied wares were undiagnostic.

5.14 Other refined earthenwares MNV=1 (2.0%)
Only one item was excavated, a small figurine that appears to have been made from
plaster of Paris (BAS-4/REW.10).

All ceramics described so far, except for the British refined earthenwares, are consistent
with an initial occupation date for the house of ca.1770 -1790. The remaining vessels can

be dated to the early nineteenth century.
Level Three

This level shows a considerable drop in Asian manufactured wares and a dramatic
increase in European wares especially British refined earthenwares. The depth of the
matrix was approximately 0.3m and, in contrast to Level Four, the majority of the sherds

were highly fragmented except for a coarse porcelain bowl and some European
stoneware bottles.
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1.1.1 Chinese export porcelain MNV=8 (5.3%)
This category contains small fragments from blue-and-white plates and a bowl, and
enamelled teawares. Their decorative styles and manufacturing dates ¢ _ similar to

those in Level Four.

1.1.3 Asian market ware - coarse porcelain MNV=6 (3.9%)

There are fragments from four blue-and-white bowls and dishes and two enamelled
bowls. including an almost complete bowl decorated in black, red and green in an
uncommon design (BAS-3/CPW.4).

1.2 European porcelain MNV=4 (2.6%)
This category includes two British bone china tea cups, one white and gold and one with

sprigged decoration, and two sherds of unidentified and unprovenanced porcelain.

2.1.1 Asian Stoneware MNV=1 (0.7%)
This consists of one fragment of a Chinese martevan partially covered with a brown glaze
(BAS-3/0ST.1).

2.2.1 German Stoneware MNV=7 (4.6%)
Six brown salt-glazed mineral water (‘gin') bottles and one large bottle or jug have been
identified.

2.2.2 British Stoneware MNV=8 (5.3%)

These are all commercial containers including brown salt-glazed ink and blacking bottles
and a clear glazed ‘shop pot' which contained salt and is impressed with the
manufacturer's name D. Bumstead & Co, London (BAS-3/EST .4)

3.1 European-type coarse earthenware MNV=3 (2.0%)
The three vessels, two dishes (one slip-decorated) and a bowl, have a thick, hard, refined
red body and could all have been manufactured in Britain. They have been classified as

‘coarse’' on the basis of their form, thickness and decoration.
4.1.1. Unprovenanced tin-glazed earthenware MNV=2 (1.3%)

This category contains two undecorated white tin-glazed ointment jars which could be

from the Netherlands.
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5.1 British Refined Wares
The remaining 74% of the ceramics are all British refined earthenwares manufactured in
the nineteenth century with production dates ranging from the 1820s onwards. The

sherds are small and no vessels could be reconstructed.

5.1.1 Cream coloured ware MNV=22 (14.5%)
The cream coloured wares are all undecorated pale coloured plates, dishes and bowils.
One hollow ware item could be a tankard (BAS-3/REW.31).

5.1.2 Pearlware MNV=3 (2.0%)

Three items were classified as pearlware: a chamberpot with a blue floral and leaf
meander around the outside (BAS-3/REW.50) and two saucers with floral designs painted
in early ‘soft' colours (BAS-3/REW.41 & 60).

5.1.3 White-bodied wares (Table 8-2) MNV=78 (51.3%)

The white-bodied wares comprise the following and are expressed as MNVs.

Table 8-2: White-bodied wares expressed as MNVs from Level 3, Barrack Street well,

Cape Town,
I
5.1.3.2 painted other : 5
5.1.3.5 printed blue (Willow) ! 9
5.1.3.6 printed blue ! 31
5.1.3.7 printed colour ; 7
5.1.3.11 shell edged ! 4
5.1.3.12 annular ; 11
5.1.3.13 spatter & sponge ! 5
5.1.3.14 band & line E 1
5.1.3.18 undecorated / undiagnostic E 2
5.1.3.19 undiagnostic ! 3

The painted wares are all medium-sized bowls painted in the later ‘harsh' colours.
Transfer-printing is the most common type of decoration for the tea and tablewares. The

majority of the blue printed wares have a strong blue colour and, apart from nine willow
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pattern plates and one possible Eastern scene, are mainly decorated with European
scenes. The remaining printed wares are coloured in shades of green or lilac. This
information indicates a post eighteen twenties date for most of these wares. The annular
and shell edged wares comprise early and late nineteenth century varieties while the
sponge wares with simple stamped designs could have been made at any time from the

mid- eighteenth century to the early twentieth century.

5.1.4 Other refined wares MNV=10 (6.6%)
The other refined wares include a fragment of red-bodied copper lustre ware, a moulded
green-glazed plate and four items of yellow bodied kitchen wares decorated with blue,

brown and white rings,

An overall assessment of the ceramics in Layer Three suggest they were deposited in the
second to third quarters of the nineteenth century. The majority are medium to low quality

mass-produced British wares.
Level Two

No Asian ceramics were found in this layer. All the wares, with the possible exception of
a stoneware bottle, are of British manufacture dating to the early mid-nineteenth century
to very early twentieth century. Tin-glazed wares and early pearlwares are no longer

present. There are eleven complete or nearly complete vessels out of a total MNV of 44.

1.2 European Porcelain MNV=6 (13.7%)
Five of the vessels are British bone china and include a white cup and saucer with gilding,
and a saucer and dish decorated with lilac sprigging. The white undecorated egg cup

remains unprovenanced.

2.2 European Stoneware MNV=4 (9.0%)

The stoneware is probably all of British manufacture. Identified items include a blacking
bottle, a large brown salt-glazed handled bottle, and flat topped bottle stopper impressed
with the manufacturer's name David Storer, Glasgow (BAS-2/EST.2),

3.1.1 European manufactured coarse earthenware MNV=1 (2.3%)

This is a flat-rimmed bowl or basin made in hard red earthenware with a black glaze on
the inside and is of British manufacture. It matches the fragments of the bow! in Level 3
(BAS-2/CEW.1).
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The first refurbishment of the Barrack Street well cuts off the eighteenth century artefacts
from the nineteenth century deposits in the three upper levels. The dates of manufacture
for the Chinese porcelains in Level 4 could be confined to a ca.1760 - ca.1780, thus
predating the nineteenth century British wares in the same level by at least twenty years.
This suggests that the small sherds of British wares filtered down from the upper levels
and were not deposited at the same time as the associated eighteenth century ceramics.
It is difficult to be so specific when discussing the ceramics from the upper levels.
Production dates for wares in Level Three fall within the period ca.1770 to the second half
of the nineteenth century, and in Level Two from post 1830s to sometime in the last
quarter of the nineteenth century. Level Four is disturbed and has wares dating from the
second half of the eighteenth century to the late nineteenth and possibly the twentieth

century.

At first sight, it appears that the ceramics from the four levels follow a continuum from the
last quarter of the eighteenth century to last quarter of the nineteenth century. However,
closer examination of the assemblages revealed the absence of certain Chinese
porcelains and British refined earthenwares that are usually found on early nineteenth
century (pre 1820) Cape colonial sites (Sea Street & Appendix I.1). Other sites that span
the turn of the century yield a combination of cream coloured wares, pearlware with blue
painted or printed Chinoiserie designs as well as Chinese export porcelain with Nankin or
Canton borders. This observation could be interpreted in several ways. It might indicate
that the early households using the Barrack Street well had continued to use Cape VOC-
style ceramic assemblages1 into the nineteenth century or that the well was not used for a

period of time.

Although three of the four assemblages from the well are too small for reliable statistical
analysis, ware types expressed as percentages can be used for comparison with other
Cape sites (Figure 8-2 & Figure 9-1). The assemblages reveal a decline in production
and use of coarse earthenwares and tin-glazed wares from the late eighteenth century
onwards. The well ceramics show a decrease in the use of porcelain for table wares,
and its replacement by mass-produced British refined wares, including cream coloured
wares which were used in the Cape until the mid-nineteenth century and possibly later.
The ceramic assemblages from the Barrack Street well clearly indicate many of the
changes that took place in ceramic availability and choice in the Cape during the late

eighteenth and nineteenth centuries.

' An assemblage dominated by Asian wares (fine and coarse porcelain and stonewares) with smaller
amounts of coarse earthenware, European tin-glazed ware, and German stoneware.
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Chapter Nine

Summary and Conclusions

This final Chapter gives an overall assessment of the Cape Classificatory System (CCS)
as tested on a group of thirty ceramic assemblages from colonial sites at the Cape of
Good Hope. A brief description of its development is followed by an overview of its
application in full to the ceramic assemblages from four differently dated sites (Chapters 5
to 8). This is followed by an evaluation of its strengths and weaknesses as a
classificatory system and the chapter ends by discussing the use of the CCS in
developing a profile of the role of Asian porcelain in the Cape in the seventeenth and

eighteenth centuries.

The CCS is a method of systematically recording ceramics excavated from colonial sites
in the south-western Cape. It produces sets of information containing consistent and
detailed observations of ware type, decoration, and vessel form and quantity of all the
items in a ceramic assemblage. The CCS is a descriptive method of analysis constructed
on a ware based classification and the information it produces has substantial analytical
utility (Chapter 3). The results of an analysis using this system can be easily adapted or
adjusted to form classifications based entirely on decoration, particular vessel forms,
function, area of manufacture or combinations of these attributes. The CCS can discern
and record gross as well as small incremental changes in ceramic assemblages which
allows accurate inter-site comparisons to be carried out. It uses an internationally
understood terminology and care was taken to évoid the coining of unnecessary new
terms (Chapter 3). The classifications are compatible with those used by archaeologists

working in other areas such as North America and Australia.

A completed ceramic analysis using the CCS consists of three inter-linked sections: Ware
Table, Form & Function Table, and a Site Catalogue. Ware Table is a ware-l ;ed
classification which categorises ceramics by ware, area of manufacture and decoration. It
records each individual ceramic type by sherd count, MNV and percentage MNV
(Appendix E). Form / Function Table records the form and probable function of the
identified vessels by MNV and ware type (Appendix G). The Site Catalogue is an

inventory of the whole assemblage and contains a written description, photograph and,

166



where possible, references for each individual type and form of ceramic present (Chapter
5-8 and Appendix K). CCS ceramic analysis is further standardised by the use of Date
Table which records the dates of production and references for all the ceramics found on
Cape colonial sites (Appendix F) and a catalogue of Asian market ware that is present in

the Cape but which has no published references (Appendix J).

Prior to the use of the CCS, the analysis of Cape ceramic assemblages had been carried
out with a ware-based classification used by historical archaeologists in North America.
This method uses four categories: porcelain, stoneware, earthenware and refined
earthenware. It is an extension of the western potters division of ceramic bodies into
earthenware, stoneware and porcelain, "each category being distinguished by the fact
that it is fired at a temperature higher than the preceding one" (Savage & Newman
1985:68). A cursory examination of several Cape colonial sites indicated that the existing
classifications were incapable of dealing equitably with the wide range of Asian, African
and European ceramics found on Cape Colonial sites. It was obvious that the existing
categories and sub-categories used to classify ceramics had to be re-assessed and

adapted to a Cape context.

Initial work on the CCS concentrated on compiling a checklist of ceramics found on
colonial sites, and evaluating different methods of recording and classifying sherds based
on technical and decorative attributes. This was followed by identification of vessel form,
construction of a suitable vessel typology for Cape ceramics, and investigation of
methods of quantifying specific ware categories (Chapter 3). Throughout the whole
project, the developing methodology and its results were continuously compared with
published ceramic studies in order to ensure that the CCS would be a fully

comprehensive system of ceramic analysis.

The project began by describing and recording every type of ceramic ware excavated
from eight sites within the Castle of Good Hope and examining other assemblages and
collections from the Cape area (Appendix |.1). This work focused on meticulous
examination of the excavated ceramics to observe ware type and decoration of each
st dinorc to determine its e :t area of origin and period of manufacture. Initially,
many wares were not recognised as belonging to mutually exclusive categories and were

incorrectly classified.
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The majority of the ceramics from the Castle excavations were examples of pottery
provided by the VOC for its employees at an isolated outpost on the tip of Africa (Chapter
5). Most of these wares could be identified and referenced but there was a small number
of unfamiliar ceramics. These could only be described and temporally referenced by
citing their presence in other Cape ceramic assemblages prior to being identified by
experts or from reliable published references. The CCS has made adequate provision for

unprovenanced ceramics in all the basic ware categories to allow for this problem.

The completed preliminary check-list for excavated seventeenth to early nineteenth
century ceramics from the Castle provided the data base for setting up the categories in a
ware-based classification. The first step was to create a categorical distinction between
European, Asian and Cape indigenous wares at the start of the analysis. Later reworking
of assemblages produced more accurate identifications of specific wares: Persian stone-
paste ‘porcelain’ and Indian earthenware were recognised, which led to alterations and

additions within the area-designated categories (Appendix E).

One of the secondary objectives of the project was to investigate the possibility of using
ceramics as a dating tool. Ware categories were adjusted to allow the frequency
distribution of ceramic types to signify the period of deposition of an assemblage more
distinctively. Tin-glazed wares, which are indicative of seventeenth and early eighteenth
century Cape assemblages, were placed in a separate category. British refined
stonewares, used for tea and table wares, were removed from the European stoneware
category and grouped separately but with the British refined earthenwares (Chapter 3,
Table 3-1).

An adequate ware-based classification was now in place which could record all the
ceramics from the Castle excavations (Ware Table, Appendix E). At this stage of the
project, it was decided to study ceramic classifications used by non-archaeologists to see
if they could offer alternative methods of analysing archaeological assemblages (Chapter
3). These included classifications utilised by pottery manufacturers, art historians,
material scientists, collectors and dealers. They revealed the variety of names for
ceramics used by the people who made, bought and used them. This suggested that
many of these names could be used alongside the technical ware-based nomenciature to
aid the interpretation of assemblages. Miller had advocated this technique for the

analysis of nineteenth century refined white earthenwares (Miller 1981) and it was
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decided to use his classification for the cream coloured, peariware and white-bodied ware

categories in the CCS (Chapter 3).

The materials science categorisation of ceramics proved to be the most accurate method
of organising a ware-based classification but its terminology was too far removed from the
usage of ceramics in everyday life (Chapter 3, Table 3-1). The classification placed tin-
glazed wares in a category named ‘engobes & clay slips'. These are ceramics with dark
or impure bodies where the outer surface of the vessel is disguised with a coating of
another material prior to decoration and glazing. The engobes category was integrated
into the CCS as it contributed an interesting category for the interpretation of ceramic
assemblages and provided a technical justification, as opposed to a chronological reason,

for separating tin-glazed earthenwares from the other earthenware categories.

Another objective of the project was to find ways of facilitating the comparison of
excavated ceramics with descriptions in contemporary documents. Because many
vessels listed by the appraisers have yet to be found or identified in the archaeological
record, a list is being compiled of all the vessel forms recorded in the documents. This
will provide an important reference list for vessel form analysis. Re-analysed ceramic
assemblages rarely show a change in the MNV but always show an increase in the
identification of vessel forms. Woodward (1974, 1982) and Malan (1993) have
commented on the minimal descriptions used to record ceramics in Cape probate
inventories and auction lists. These written descriptions of decorated vessels are too
vague to be included in Ware Table but the use of photography to record excavated

ceramics will partially overcome this drawback.

Ware Table continued to evolve through trial and error. It now utilised the following
categories and subcategories for each ware: area and country of manufacture, ware type
and decorative type. The sherds in each category and their sub-categories were
recorded by sherd count and MNV. The classification was applied to as many
assemblages as possible. These included professionally excavated urban and rural
colonial sites, small collections retrieved from building sites, previously analysed
ast nk y and « nics from shipwrecks in Cape wa s (Appendix 1.1). This
operation also revealed additional ceramic sub-categories which were added to Ware
Table.
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The next stage of the project had to set up a method of recording the form, function and
quantities of identified vessels in an assemblage. This section of the CCS is known as
Form/Function Table (Appendix G) and is used in conjunction with the Site Catalogue. It
is an adaptation and modification of the Potomac Typological System (POTS) which was
based on the vessels found on seventeenth century British colonial sites on the east
coast of north America (Beaudry et al. 1983). Form/Function Table was primarily
constructed for the interpretation of seventeenth to early nineteenth century Cape colonial
assemblages but, with modifications, it can be used for analysing later nineteenth and
twentieth century ceramics. Seven functional categories are used: food preparation, food
and drink storage, food distribution and consumption, drinking (subdivided into ‘new
beverages' and ‘other beverages'), health and hygiene, utilitarian, and ornamental. A
further category is provided for unidentified sherds with subdivisions into hollow, flat and
undiagnostic wares (Appendix G). All seven categories are further subdivided by ware
type to make the results of the analysis more accessible. Only excavated vessel forms

have been included in Form/Function Table at present.

The assignment of function to many vessels from Cape colonial sites is at a preliminary
stage (Abrahams 1996). At present, not enough is known about the foodways of the
multi-ethnic population of the Cape to allocate all the excavated vessel forms to the
correct functional categories. Form/Function Table has tried to overcome part of this
problem by temporarily combining the food distribution and food consumption categories
and providing alternate listings for some vessels. Vessels assigned to functional
categories on the basis of shape alone may be re-classified when the contemporary
documentary evidence is studied in depth. This will apply in particular to the large
number of medium-sized bowls which could have been used for drinking, individual food

consumption or food distribution.

The Site catalogue is the accession register of all the sherds in an assemblage (Appendix
L). It uses Ware Table as its framework and describes each vessel form using the
information from Ware and Form/Function Tables with the addition of published
references, site references and photographs. An example of each type of ceramic ware
is phott aphed. This avoids using vi e and meaningless written descriptions for
ceramics and is particularly useful for comparing vessels with written descriptions in
probate inventories, and for recording wares which have not been referenced (Appendix
K).
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much smaller amount of unprovenanced African/Asian wares (8%) and the least amount

from local sources (6%) (Chapter 5, Table 5-1).

The characteristics of the sherds in the lowest four levels differ from the two upper levels.
The fragments are small and produce a high MNV coupled with a low vessel
reconstruction rate and are similar to those found in large communally used dumps (Sea
Street, Chapter 7). This suggested that the sherds in the lower layers were not in primary
context and are examples of tertiary disposal (South 1977:296-299). Some of the sherds
in the uppermost level (Phase 7) could be primary refuse discarded at its place of use as
they included four vessels that can be partially reconstructed. The vessels could possibly
be cast-offs or purloined goods used by slaves during their occupation of the Granary
(Hall 1991¢).

The vessel forms in the Granary assemblage showed that the tablewares were
predominantly plates and dishes of Japanese porcelain, Delft and Niederrheinische
earthenware, the drinking vessels were Rhenish stoneware jugs and Chinese tea cups,
and a high proportion of the coarse earthenware cooking utensils was imported from
Europe. It was impossible to identify the exact form of over 20% of the vessels due to
high fragmentation of the sherds. Indigenous pottery found in the lowest levels may

indicate the presence of Khoi at the Castle in the late seventeenth century.

The high quality of the blue-and-white Chinese teawares throughout the excavation was
typical of late seventeenth century export porcelain for the European market. They are
made from exceptionally fine, white porcelain and are carefully painted in bright sapphire

blue with figures, flowers and symbols.

The ceramic profile of the Granary assemblage was constructed by taking an average of
all six ceramic bearing Phases (Figure 9-1). This could be the signature of a VOC
occupation at the Cape at the end of the seventeenth century but the analysis will have to

be compared with figures from other similar sites before this can be verified.

The second assemblage to be analysed using the CCS was from Elsenburg (Chapter 6),
a large prosperous farmstead owned by free burgers, situated about fifty kilometres from
Cape Town (Chapter 5, Figure 5-1). The ceramics were excavated from a midden and
had been discarded by a single household during the middle years of the eighteenth

century. The midden was capped in 1761 and this information meant the ceramics cot
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be linked to individual families and their probate inventories, thus allowing ti  comparison

of excavated material with documented descriptions.

The average sherd size was large and the vessel reconstruction rate was high, and could
be the signature of immediate refuse disposal from a single household. The majority of
the Elsenburg ceramics were produced between the 1730 and 1750s. The assemblage is
dominated by Asian wares: 84.5% porcelain and 2% stoneware, followed by 10% locally
manufactured European-style earthenwares and approximately 4% European produced
stoneware, tin-glazed earthenware and one item of Staffordshire fine red earthenware
(Chapter 6, Table 6-1). These figures differ from the composition of the earlier Granary
ceramics and could indicate the mid-eighteenth century Cape's dependence on, or
preference for, Asian porcelain and that European wares were no longer obtainable or

requested in the colony.

The quality and range of the Asian porcelains from Elsenburg, which include matching
blue-and-white tablewares and exquisitely enamelled famille rose teawares, have not
been found on other sites analysed in this project. The high percentage of enamelled
wares fits in with the popularity of enamelled wares in mid- eighteenth century Europe
(Jorg 1982:157). The porcelain assemblage also included specialised tablewares (salts,
mustard pots and cutlery handies) and a collection of blue-and-white and enamelled
ornamental wares. The Elsenburg ceramic assemblage could be characteristic of elite

Cape colonial households in the mid-eighteenth century.

The third ceramic assemblage to be analysed using the CCS was from James' House,
one of the four excavations carried out on a site situated just above the shoreline in Sea
Street, Cape Town (Chapter 7). The site covered a large town dump that was in use from
the end of the eighteenth century to ca. 1830 when low cost houses were built over it. The
ceramics show the characteristics of a large communal midden, namely high
fragmentation, high MNV, very few cross-mends and a negligible reconstruction of

vessels.

The majority of ceramics consist of Asian porcelains from the second half of the
eighteenth century and British refined earthenwares dating to the last years of the
eighteenth century and the first decades of the nineteenth century. The Asian wares
comprise good quality Chinese export porcelain tablewares and teawares, Asian market

coarse porcelain bowls and dishes, and smaller amounts of Chinese martevans and
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Japanese export porcelain. The European manufactured wares included stoneware
mineral water bottles, and white undecorated tin-glazed wares. The only locally produced
wares were European-style coarse earthenware cooking utensils, dishes and plates.
British refined earthenwares had equal amounts of table and teawares: undecorated
cream coloured ware, painted polychrome and blue-and-white wares, blue printed wares

and isolated examples of colour printed wares.

It is not possible to link the contents of the midden to any specific households but
Margaret Cairns has shown that the nearby houses ranged from overcrowded small
houses inhabited by artisans, washerwomen and fishermen, to houses inhabited by
business men, merchants and doctors (Cairns 1981:37-49). This might account for the
wide range of types and quality of excavated ceramics but probate inventories show that
the lower classes living in the Cape during the eighteenth century also possessed a wide

selection of Asian porcelains (Malan 1993).

The results of the analysis demonstrate the gradual replacement of Asian porcelain in the
Cape by Staffordshire refined earthenwares. The assemblage from James' House
(Chapter 7, Table 7-1) shows the value of excavating town dumps. It contains examples
of the ceramic wares and vessel forms that were available in the Cape in the second half
of the eighteenth century and early nineteenth century and illustrates which ceramic

wares were used concurrently during that time.

The last ceramic assemblage to be analysed was excavated from a household well in
Barrack Street, Cape Town (see map in Chapter 5, Figure 5-1). The well was originally
built to serve a late eighteenth century town house with a store attached. It remained
open, but not necessarily for supplying water, throughout most of the nineteenth century.
During this time period, the character and use of the property gradually changed and it

eventually became incorporated within a factory (Chapter 8).

The well had a clear four part stratigraphy which could be linked to different occupants of
the house and the changing usage of the property. Level Four, the lowest level,
contair | a typical eighteenth century Cape assemblage of Chinese :port porcelain, tin-
glazed wares and locally produced coarse earthenwares, mixed with small sherds of
nineteenth century British refined earthenwares. Level Three was dominated by British
manufactured wares with only small fragments of Asian wares similar to those found in

the level below, and Level Two is totally British in content. The uppermost level consisted
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of the fill used to seal off the well at the end of the nineteenth century. it was a heavily
disturbed layer and contained examples of all the ceramics found in the underlying levels.

It was fully analysed and recorded but not used for comparative analysis.

The Chinese porcelains and locally produced coarse earthenwares in the lowest level are
consistent with a ca.1775-90 occupation and could be associated with early individual
households. The majority of the ceramics from the other layers are nineteenth century
British refined earthenwares. The early wares are of good quality but the later ceramics
appear to be lower grade ceramics which could relate to the status of the users of the

well. No fine quality European porcelains were excavated.

The four levels of the well demonstrate the change in availability of ceramics in the Cape
over a hundred year period during which the Cape changed from monopolistic VOC rule
to being administered as a colony within the British Empire (Chapter 8, Table 8-1 & Figure
8-2). However, there appears to be a break in this continuum when Level Two is
compared with roughly contemporary assemblages from Phases Two and Three at Sea
Street. The "missing” wares consist of a combination of cream coloured ware, hand-
painted blue painted pearlwares, painted polychrome wares in soft colours and early
nineteenth century Chinese porcelains that have been found in early nineteenth century
Cape assemblages. This poses questions about an apparent hiatus in deposition as the
Barrack Street site was occupied continuously from ca.1775 to the late nineteenth

century.

Application of the CCS to a wide range of Cape sites highlighted the weaknesses and
strengths of the system. The weaknesses are similar to those encountered with any
method of ceramic analysis and include the problems associated with dealing with large

assemblages, high fragmentation, and minimally decorated or undifferentiated sherds.

The main disadvantage of the CCS is that it is time consuming and requires a high level
of expertise to carry out in full. The results showed the importance of examining every
fragment no matter how small. The compilation of site catalogues takes a considerable
amount of time but it is proving to be an impor it ' I 1 G (|

The need for fully illustrated catalogues may fall away when adequate published
references for Cape ceramics become available. The analysis also showed that a fully
comprehensive, illustrated vessel typology must be set up for seventeenth and eighteenth

century Cape sites to ensure that assemblages are systematically recorded.
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it is possible to make the following generalisation. It appears that the colonists in the
Cape region did not make use of indigenous Khoi pottery, which has only been found in
the lowest levels of early colonial sites. Eighteenth century cerc....c :mblages
excavated from Cape colonial sites have a unique signature: they are dominated by Asian
export porcelains which include considerable quantities of Asian market coarse
porcelains. The same Chinese and, to a lesser extent, Japanese export porcelains are
found in households throughout Europe and on colonial sites in North America. It is the
coarse porcelain bowls and dishes that indicates the particular character of Cape ceramic
assemblages. They indicate the creole nature of Cape society and its connections with
the East, and signify the influence of Indonesian culture brought to the Cape by slaves
and to a lesser extent by VOC officials and their families who had lived, and often been

born, in the East.

The widespread use of porcelain by all sectors of the colonial community appears to have
diminished the market for European tin-glazed tablewares and teawares in the Cape early
in the eighteenth century. This sets the Cape apart from other eighteenth century
European colonies, where widespread usage of these wares continued throughout most
of the eighteenth centuries. Ownership of porcelain per se was not necessarily an
indication of high status in the Cape colony. It was owned and used by people from all
levels of society, from manumitted slaves to Company officials, and was acquired at
Company and private auctions, and through legal and illegal private trading (Malan 1993).
Status was indicated by the quantity, quality and decoration of the porcelain owned by
individual families as demonstrated by the ceramic assemblages from Elsenburg and the
lowest level of the Barrack Street well (Chapters 6 & 8). Fine enamelled porcelain was
present in the Sea Street assemblage but it could not be associated with a particular

household.

VOC control of the Cape markets delayed the introduction of fashionable British refined
earthenwares, and Chinese porcelain remained the dominant table and teaware until the
early nineteenth century. Other Asian wares such as coarse porcelain bowls and dishes,
stoneware jars and pots were used throughout the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries

alongside Rhenish salt-glazed bottles and jugs and small amounts of tin-glazed ware.
 The presence of the British in the late eighteenth century and again in the early

nineteenth, century changed the ceramic market significantly but auction lists show that

the colonists still continued to buy Chinese porcelain in the early nineteenth century
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(Malan 1993). Porcelain could be bought from passing ships that called at the Cape and
through direct trade with the East. The interest in Asian merchandise was noticed by Lord
Macartney, the Governor of the Cape. In 1798, he submitted a list to the British
Government of the Asian commodities requested annually by the Burgher Senate for the
inhabitants of the Cape. The list included teas, spices, materials and over 40,000 pieces
of ‘China ware'. This order prompted Macartney to comment that if Cape of Good Hope
is ceded to the East India Company "it would prove to them an acquisition of prodigious
importance" (Theal 1898:266).

In future work, the CCS will be used to develop a profile of the role of Asian porcelain in
the Cape in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. No ceramic ware can be studied
in isolation but must seen in context with the other ceramic wares and similar vessels
made in other materials. The CCS will provide a foundation for addressing questions of
how Asian porcelains fitted into the economic and social fabric of the Cape. The Asian
market wares are of particular interest because these thickly potted and coarse bodied
bowls and dishes were never officially exported to Europe but they make up between 8%
and 20% of the total vessel count on most eighteenth century Cape sites and appear in
increasing numbers throughout the century. A vessel typology has been constructed for
Asian market coarse porcelains as part of the Asian porcelain project. This information is
included in a catalogue of coarse porcelains excavated from sites throughout the Cape
(Appendix J). The catalogue is a record of the type of coarse wares shipped by the VOC

throughout Southeast Asia in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.

It is difficult to draw definite conclusions about ceramic usage in the Cape based on the
results of this project alone. The results of the study showed the importance of single
household assemblages that can be linked to documentary evidence, but also the value
of excavating large communal town middens. Ceramic analysis of colonial sites is at an
early stage in South Africa but it is possible to discern changing overali trends and
patterns for Cape colonial sites during a two hundred year period from the late
seventeenth to the second half of the nineteenth century. Future research will be able to

build further on this foundation of understanding.
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18th c. wreck, Transkei, S.Africa

(possibly Bennebroek (1713) VOC)

Diana (1817) English (Calcutta)

Malaysia

Frolic (1850) American

California

Geldermalsen (1752) VOC
South China Sea

Gotheborg (1745) Swedish

Rivo Fjord, Sweden

Gniffin (1761) English
Southern Philippines

Maori (1909) British

Cape Peninsula

Middelburg (1781) VOC
Saldanha Bay

Oosterland (1697) VOC
Table Bay, Cape Town

San Diego (1600) Spanish
Philippines

Sé&o Gongalo (1630) Portuguese
Plettenberg Bay, S.Africa

Vang Tau (c.1690)

Con Dau, Vietnam

Witte Leeuw (1623) VOC
St Helena

Shipwrecks

No references (Peter Sachs pers comm.)

Ball 1995; Christie's Amsterdam 1995

Hagen Jones 1992

Sheaf & Kilburn 1988

Christie's Amsterdam 1986

Wastfelt et al. 1990/1

Goddio & Jay 1988

Turner 1988

Woodward 1974; Turner 1988

Werz 1993

Carré et al. 1994

Smith 1986; Storrar 1988

Christie's Amsterdam 1992

van der Pijl-Ketel 1982
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