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Donington le Heath is situated in north-west Leicestershire (fig. 8). The 
medieval house under discussion, probably the manor house, is on the north
east fringe of the modern settlement, where it merges with Hugglescote 
and Coalville (N.G :R.: SK420126). It lies on the 450 ft. contour. The ground 
slopes gently away to the south. The subsoil is clay. (plate 5) 
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Aerial View 
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South Face 
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Trench 2: A Blocked Wall 
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The standing buildings comprise a house and a barn (fig. 9). The present 
plan of the house is that of a half-H-a main east-west block with two wings 
projecting northward-with an additional wing added to the north-east 
corner of the north-west wing (fig. ro). There is a first-floor hall running the 
length of the main block. 1 It has been dated c. 1280, on the basis of the timber 
roof-frames which have survived. 2 In the late-sixteenth or seventeenth 
century modifications took place: the ceiling of the ground-floor was raised, 
and new windows, fireplaces and ground-floor doorways were inserted (plate 
6). The barn is probably medieval in origin, although subsequent refurbishing 
has masked much of its original appearance. 

A small-scale excavation .of five weeks duration was undertaken by the 
writer in June/July 1970, on. behalf of the Leicestershire County Council 
who purchased the property in 1966, and subsequently have carried out an 
extensive renovation programme with financial assistance from the Depart
ment of the Environment.3 The archaeological work was carried out to a 
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specific brief from the Leicestershire Records Committee.4 The courtyard 
(trench I, fig. II). was excavated to see if there were any medieval remains 
before a new surface was laid down. Trenches 2-4 were dug in order to 
investigate certain features of the existing building: the reason for the 
blocked walling in the east wall of the north-east wing at first-floor level 
(trench 2, plate 7, fig. 12); the purpose of the external blocked doorway at 
the eastern end of the south face at first-floor level and the reason for the 
absence of any buttresses at the south-east corner (trench 3, and plate 6), and 
the type of external staircase leading up to the first-floor door at the west
ern end of the south face (trench 4, fig. 14, and plate 6). Owing to lack of 
time and money, it was not possible to finish trench 3 (fig. 13). This report 
also includes observations made during the installation of sanitary facilities 
(Room 5 and drain trenches to west of Room 5) (fig. 10) and the results of 
augur borings taken at various points on the site (fig. 9).s 

In all the trenches there was modem disturbance down to the top of 
the natural subsoil and in some instances below it. There was much evidence 
of modern underpinning of the standing walls, probably necessitated by 
slight subsidence caused by mine shafts which riddle the Coalville area. 
Consequently, any stratified layers associated with the medieval building, 
which might have existed, have been destroyed. As the excavations were all 
outside the existing building, there was no opportunity to investigate any 
possible occupation levels which, potentially, may have been preserved inside 
the house, When the writer was approached about the proposed excavation, 
the renovation of the existing building was well advanced....;....a stone flagged 
floor had already been laid down over most of the ground floor, and internally 
the walls had already been replastered-thus obscuring any features such as 
butt joints.6 

DOCUMENTATION 

There appears to be no direct reference in the documentary sources to 
any actual manorial buildings at Dorrington le Heath. Moreover, there is no 
indication of the approximate location of the manor house, and it is assumed, 
in the absence of any evidence to suggest that it was located elsewhere, that 
the site under discussion is in fact the manor house. 

Dortington le Heath is recorded as the seat of William de Sees, whose 
daughter married Alexander Villers of Brokesby during the reign of Henry 
III (1216-1272).7 It is, recorded as a vill in the Domesday Survey, and it is 
possible that it had become a manor or sub-manor before the thirteenth 
century.8 There are periodic references to landholdings, tenements in the 
complex subinfeudation of the vill, but there are only two subsequent 
references to the actual manor: in 1483, when Edward IV granted the manor 
and lordship to William, Lord Hastings, and in 1801 when the lord of the 
manor was the earl of Moira,9 
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for example the south wall of Rooms 2 and 3. For reasons already stated ( see 
above, p. 24), it was not possible to carry out any internal investigation, for 
example, to see whether or not a wall ran south from the point where the 
projecting courses along the north wall of Room 2 ends abruptly. If this 
interpretation is correct, the c .1280 builders utilized in part an existing 
ground plan. 

A culvert drained northward out of the courtyard. Two parallel rows 
of stones were set vertically into a gully, and on these rested horizontal cap
ping stones, the tops of which were below the level of the ground surface. It 
was not possible to date the construction or period of use of this culvert, so 
that, although it is probably medieval, there is no evidence against its being 
later. 

The only area within the courtyard where modern disturbance did not 
penetrate below the surface of the clay subsoil was to the north-west of the 
culvert. Here there was a patchy layer of clayish soil and pebbles, with a 
rainwashed appearance, immediately overlying the subsoil. It petered out 
before it reached the edge of the culvert, so that the relationship between the 
two could not be established. It may have been a surface of the medieval 
courtyard, though, alternatively, any medieval surface may have been 
removed, and this layer may be merely the original topsoil surface. 

Trench 2 (fig. 12, plate 7) 

Drawings by Nichols10 and Gresley" show the jagged west ends of two 
parallel walls, running eastwards from the east wall of the north-east wing, 
extending the total height of the building. It is still possible to see traces of 
these walls on either side of the blocked-up walling at first-floor level, and 
their appearance suggests that they were bonded in to the east wall. All 
traces below first-floor level have now disappeared, but the surface has been 
extensively patched with cement over the vital areas. At first-floor level the 
width of the opening into the north-east wing was originally the actual 
width between the walls, that is to say this structure formed an L-shape with 
the north-east wing. Subsequently the southern half was blocked up 
leaving a doorway. At some stage this was also blocked up, possibly when 
the structure was demolished, but the doorway recess is still visible inside 
Room 12 (fig. 10). At ground-floor level there was no access to the north-east 
wing (cf. main block and north-west wing). 

Excavation uncovered the stubs of the lowest courses of these two walls, 
A and B, and established that they were indeed bonded in to the external 
face of the north-east wing, and that they are therefore contemporary with 
the c.1280 building. The walls did not extend more than 2 ft. eastwards, but, 
as the foundation courses were laid directly on the ground surface, no traces 
would remain after subsequent demolition and removal of any masonry. 
There was no evidence of any surfacing or occupation levels of any kind. 
Modem disturbance penetrated to the top of the subsoil over the entire 
trench. The four small pits dug into the subsoil were filled with loose topsoil 
and modem debris, and were probably intended for shrubs or bushes. 
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Trench 3 (fig. 13, plate 6) 

There is a break in the south wall of the standing building where another 
feature, A, (?wall) was bonded in. It is probably, therefore, contemporary 
with the c.1280 house although, as it occurs at foundation level, it is just 
possible it belongs to a pre-c.1280 phase if the c.1280 south wall incorporates 
an earlier sill wall. It may have extended as far south as the northern limit of 
the cobbling where a line of large stones may indicate a. return wall running 
westwards. 

Feature B projected southwards beyond the south-east corner of the 
existing building for approximately 2 ft. 6 in. It is on the same alignment as 
the east wall of the main block and runs out from underneath it. The facing 
stones at its southern end indicate that this is its true termination. 

It is possible that this is the base of a buttress, subsequently dismantled, 
but it is larger than the other buttresses which are all approximately I ft. 6 in. 
X I ft. and structurally there seems no reason why there should have been 
a mxe substantial buttress at this corner-the thrust is no greater than at the 
south-west corner and the subsoil is the same. Moreover, the abrupt end of 
the stone cobbling to the west, in a straight line, suggests that this surface 
may originally have butted up to a wall, all traces of which have now dis
appeared. It is reasonable, in consequence, to infer that B is part of a wall 
which ran southwards, and was broken by a doorway immediately to the south 
of B. The straight edge at the northern limit of the stone flagging and the 
southern end of the trench suggests that there was a return wall running 
eastwards. On present evidence it is not possible to tell whether B belongs 
to a pre-c.1280 phase or is to be associated with the c.1280 building, as it is 
not known when the south-east corner was altered-this may not have taken 
place until the late sixteenth/seventeenth century. 

Wall C runs in an eastwards direction from the south-east corner, con
tinuing on approximately the same alignment as the south wall of the main 
block. Only the south line of facing stones was uncovered. Those at the 
western end were not bonded in to the south-east corner. There can be no 
certainty that B and C were not bonded in together until such time as the 
complete width of C is exposed at its junction with B. If indeed it is not 
bonded in it may not even be medieval, but belong to a later period. A rather 
ragged garden wall was subsequently built on top of C. 14 

There were small depressions and surface irregularities, particularly in 
the area south of B. Due to modern disturbance and lack of stratification, it 
is not possible to associate any of them with any structure or phase. The 
rectangular pit in the north-east corner of the trench is a recent ash pit. 

Time did not permit the removal of the stone cobbling or flagging to 
see whether any undisturbed levels or features remained beneath them. To
wards the south-east corner of the trench the stone flagging appeared to be 
riding over the cobbling. It is not possible to date either of these surfaces, 
although, if the interpretation of B is correct, they mQst .have been laid 
down at a period when the proposed walls were still standing. 
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VERTICAL SECTION 
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The possibility has to be considered that the blocked doorway at first
floor level was served by an external staircase and that the structural remains 
located in trench 3 are the remains of such a staircase. This would mean 
that there are two first-floor external doorways on the same face of the 
building. It is unlikely that they would have both been in use at the same 
time, unless one of them perhaps served an end of the hall partitioned off 
for use as a chapel,rs for. which separate external stairs were sometimes 
provided,16 but there is no evidence internally of such a partition. If, alter
natively, one external doorway succeeded the other, there is no evidence why 
this should have happened. Moreover the disposition of the structural remains 
in trench 3 does not readily suggest that they are the vestiges of just such a 
staircase, although some examples could be fairly elaborate and substantial 
affairs. 

On the basis of the present evidence it seems more likely that the 
structural remains in trench 3 are part of a wing of which the west and south 
limits fall within the excavated area, wall C may be its northern wall, but its 
eastern wall lies east of the excavated area. According to this interpretation 
this wing would adjoin the south-east angle of the main block. From this it 
would follow that the first-floor doorway would lie outside the west wall of 
this wing. It is therefore suggested that A may be part of an elbow-like 
structure which provided a covered link between doorway and wing. 1 7 If 
the above interpretation is correct, this wing would be a likely candidate for 
a chapel, leading off the hall at the same end as what was probably a solar 
wing (north-east wing). 

At some stage this wing was. demolished and the south-east corner of 
the main block rebuilt, without the addition of buttresses, possibly at the 
same time as the late-sixteenth/early-seventeenth century alterations. 

Trench 4 (fig. 1.4, plate 6) 

At foundation level in the external face of the south wall, immediately below 
the first-floor doorway, there is a break in the courses, approximately 3 ft. 
wide, where a feature A was bonded in. A few large stones to the south and 
west may be part of this feature, but it was not possible to tell whether they 
were in their original position or whether they were just tumble. They are 
unlikely to be the remains of surfacing as they did not present their flatest 
surfaces uppermost. 

It must be supposed that an external staircase served the first-floor door
way. Although the possibility cannot be entirely ruled out that A, together 
with the courses forming the foundations of the southern wall of the main 
block, belong to a pre-c.1280 phase, it is reasonable to infer that this feature 
immediately below the doorway is part of that staircase. The absence of any 
evidence in the external face indicates that the stonework did not extend up 
to the height of the door sill. This suggests that the actual staircase was of 
timber, and that the stones at the base formed a plinth on which was placed 
a vertical frame of timber which carried the higher end of the staircase and 
landing. 
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VERTICAL SECTION 
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No postholes, or any other form of evidence, were located in the trench 
which might have indicated the direction of the staircase, namely whether it 
ran up the side of the south face, parallel to it, either from the east or west, 
whether it ran up at right angles to the building, or whether perhaps it started 
off at right angles, and then partway up turned and ran parallel. There is 
also no evidence in the external face of the wall of where a penthouse roof 
might have covered a. staircase, as occurs on some buildings, thus giving a 
guide to the direction of the staircase.18 A vertical slot or sleeve which pmb-
ably held a timber is still visible to the west of the doorway. This may be 
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connected with a timber staircase. To the west of the doorway there were also 
seven holes in the wallface in Nichols' time'9, although only three are visible 
now:. One cannot be sure that originally there were only seven-the ones 
blocked up since Nicholsr day cannot now be detected, and some may have 
been similarly obscured before he made his drawing. It seems unlikely that 
they are just putlog holes in view of their position. They may in fact be asso
ciated witha timber staircase, either as a projecting porch attached to the 
staircase, or even have held the main horizontal members of a staircase frame 
which initially ran at right angles to the building and then turned eastwards 
towards the doorway. 

There was no means of establishing the date of the rough cobbling 
and line of edging stones in the southern part of the trench, or their relation
ship to the building. 

One pit, partly overlain by concrete, was filled with topsoil which con
tained modern pottery. It probably held a bush or shrub (cf. trench 2). 

Room 5 and Drain Trench (fig. 15)2 0 

In Room 5 .the lowest two courses of the east wall projected into the room 
(for discussion see under Trench I). At A the disturbance caused by the in
sertion of a modern door-frame obscured the wall's outer face at this point, 
so that it was not possible to determine whether or not the lowest two courses 
extended westwards the whole width of the standing wall. At A on top of the 
lower of the two courses was a spread of pink mortar (cf . Trench I, wall A). 

There were traces of a flagged floor which abutted up to the east face 
of the lower two courses. The depression in the doorway is a Leicestershire 
County Council trial hole. 

A section of a culvert was located in two arms of the Drain Trench . 
Further observations made during contractor's work to the north of Room 5 
revealed that it was a continuation of the culvert which runs under Room 6 
(fig. 10). 

An area of stone spread was located in the Drain Trench to the west 
of the culvert, but it was not possible to investigate this further. 

The Moat (fig. 9, plate 5) 

There is evidence which suggests that the house and barn were enclosed by 
a moat. The aerial photograph points to the existence of a ditch in the 
adjacent field, bounding the site on the south and east sides. Augur borings 
now make it virtually certain that the ditch existed on the north and west 
sides, where its course is now marked by the line of the present road. The 
road is sunk below the level of the surrounding ground. The borings estab
lished that the existing surface preserves the natural surface, that is to say 
the ground has not been artificially raised on either side of the road and 
that it is in fact the road which lies below the natural ground level. It might 
be argued that this was originally a short stretch of sunken trackway, but it 
seems more than a coincidence that it occurs approximately where one might 
expect to find a north and west ditch and it prescribes a curving right angle 
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was blocked up, and the south-east corner was rebuilt without the addition 
of buttresses. Certainly by the early-nineteenth century, as indicated by 
Nichols' drawing, both this wing and the wing or garderobe off the north
east wing had been demolished or had fallen down and the external stair
case had been removed, and the manor house had taken on the general 
appearance and layout it retains today. 

THE MEDIEVAL POTTERY 

by 

Stephen Moorhouse 

A small assemblage of pottery was recovered from the excavations; all pieces 
capable of being drawn are illustrated. (fig. 16). None of the material was 
stratified, and, due to the virtual lack of local comparative material, only 
very general comments can be made on the pottery:. The ceramic evidence 
suggests occupation on the site from at least the later thirteenth century, 

The earlier medieval vessels (nos. 1, 2, 5 and 6) form a close-knit homo
geneous fabric group. White gritty fabrics of this type are known from 
thirteenth century contexts in Nottingham, and formed a small facet of the 
pottery-making industry of the town. Similar gritty fabrics were produced 
at Nuneaton2 J in the thirteenth century kilns. The vessel form of No. 1 is 
highly conjectural, based on the surviving pieces, and cannot be used with 
any confidence for parallels or possible sources; thumbing on the base angle 
of this type is a characteristic Midland feature. The rim form of no. 2 is a 
typical one found at both Nuneaton and Nottingham. The white wares from 
Donington therefore fit happily into a general tradition in the region but are 
likely to have been produced in yet unlocated local kilns. A date within the 
period c.1250-c.1350 could be suggested for them. The lid no. 4 is of a type 
found at Nuneaton, but undoubtedly made elsewhere in the Midlands. The 
fabric suggests a more local source and possibly a fourteenth century date 
could be suggested. 

The later medieval wares from the site (nos. 7, 8, 9 and rn) are all 
of known typesfrom the region. The form and fabric of no. 10 are typical 
of late medieval Nottingham ware bowls. The jar rim no. 8 fits into the gen
eral type of "Midland Purple" forms but its earthenware fabric suggests a 
local copy. The bowl base no. 7 is again roughly paralleled at Nuneaton, but 
cannot be exactly matched there and a local source is therefore suggested. 
The spike-knob from a ridge-tile no: 13 is characteristic of late medieval 
Midland Purple types from the Midlands. Another common type is seen 
from Humberstone, Leicestershire. 24 

Later wares from the site are few and are only represented by nos. 11 

and 12. It must await the recovery of more closely dated local material 
before more reliable and precise comments can be made on the group from 
Dc>nington. 
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I. Three non-joining sherds from a jug in a hard lightly gritted fabric 
with semi-harsh surfaces. Light blue-grey core, dark in the base, with 
very light blue-grey surfaces internally, dull buff outside. Covered 
externally on the upper half and down the handle back in a dull 
creamy yellow ochre glaze, a light watery lime green on the base 
sherd, which has been deeply thumbed(?) possibly in groups round the 
base angle; internal small diagonal incisions to the base angle. The 
handle is of oval section with three surviving circular stab marks which 
nearly penetrate the section. 

2. ,Jug rim in similar fabric texture to no. 1 completely oxidized through
/ out to a very light creamy colour with rich glossy apple green glaze 

outside. The side thumbing for the handle junction survives on the 
sherd. 

3. Base from :a handle in a hard fine grained sand'y dull white fabric 
covered all over externally in a glossy apple green glaze with yellow 
mottling. There is a single stab mark in the central one of three original 
thumb impressions securing the handle base to the jug. The negative 
profile left by the handle junction scar implies an acutely angled conical 
jug, as reconstructed. Jugs of this characteristic fabric glaze and form 
are one of the typical products of the thirteenth century kilns at Chilvers 
Coton near Nuneaton, Warwickshire. Vessels from this centre had a 
wide distribution in the central and southern Midlands and a large 
quantity of their products are found in Leicester. 

4. Near complete lid in a very fine smooth, but hard, light creamy fabric 
with light smooth pink surfaces. Covered all over externally in a dense 
creamy yellow glaze with much grass-green mottling. 

5. ' · Strap handle in a friable sandy fabric with a light blue-grey core and 
dull pink fractured surfaces. There are four surviving stab marks . 

.. Covered down the back in a watery dull lime green glaze. The surfaces 
are badly pitted. 

6. Six sherds, five joining, from a cooking pot in a similar fabric to no. 1 

completely oxidized throughout to a light pink with much decayed 
, ""' internal light blue(?) underfired glaze, dull green in places on the rim. 

7. · Single base sherd in a very hard lightly gritted ware with bufl: core and 
·· outer surface, light blue beneath an all over deep green internal glaze. 

Sooted black outside in places. 
8. Jar rim in a hard fired brick red fine sandy fabric with dark brown to 

purple surfaces covered outside in a shiny dark purple glaze. This rim 
type is typical of late medieval domestic vessels throughout the central 
Midlands. It is usually found in the more common "Midland Purple" 

. types. 
9. ·, Single rim sherd from a bowl in a very hard fine sandy dull pink fabric 

with sooted outer surface. Internally decorated with a single horizontal 
,groove above an incised wavy line, covered all over in a thick shiny 
indigo-brown with olive-green mottling. Difficult to date but probably 

· fifteenth/sixteenth century. 
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10. Bowl or platter rim in a hard fired very pimply fabric with large rounded 
sand grain inclusions. Blue-grey core with dull buff margins and light 
brown surfaces. Sooted underneath. Possibly fourteenth/fifteenth 
century. 

11 . Reversed Cistercian Ware type in a fine smooth light grey vitrified 
earthenware covered all over internally in a thick glossy pea-green 
glaze; light blue smooth outer surface, unglazed. sixteenth/seventeenth 
century. 

12. Five joining sherds from a jar in a very highly fired extremely smooth 
light creamy grey fabric covered all over externally in a glossy light 
lime-green glaze, sporadically inside. Sixteenth century. 

13. Complete spike-knob from a ridge-tile in a highly fired, heavily gritted, 
reduced grey fabric with dull purple surfaces. Covered in a shiny but 
dull purple glaze. These knobs formed decorative features on the crests 
of ridge-tiles. This fabric and form is closely allied to Midland Purple 
types and can therefore generally be dated to the fifteenth/sixteenth 
century. 

A POTTERY RIDGE-TILE WITH VENTS IN THE SIDES 

by 

G. C. Dunning, D.Lit., F.S.A. 

The excavations at Donington le Heath produced a large quantity of broken 
ridge-tiles, too fragmentary for reconstruction and so not described here. In 
fabric and glaze, however, the majority may be equated with the medieval 
pottery from the site (p. 34), and thus fall within the period c.1250 to c.1350 

One ridge-tile is of exceptional interest and is therefore described in 
detail and illustrated (fig. 17). The fragments were found together in trench 
3, embedded in a patch of earth and mortar which lay on the natural subsoil 
under a mass of rubble (p. 28); all of them are marked DH 70 DO. From 
their position it is possible that the pieces of ridge-tile belonged to the roof 
of a building slightly earlier in date than the manor house of c.1280. How
ever, the special features of the tile and the parallels for it mentioned below 
suggest that it is probably not earlier than the end of the thirteenth century. 

The fragments comprise 9 joined sherds forming the greater part of 
one side of the tile, 6 joined sherds from the opposite side of the tile, and one 
separate sherd. 

DESCRIPTION 

The ridge-tile is made of grey ware with sparse small grits. The inside 
surface is uneven and brown, and this colour extends up to about one-third 
of the thickness as seen in the fractured edges; the tile varies from about 0.4 
to o. 5 in. in thickness. The outside of the tile is buff to light red, with a few 
streaks of darker red. The whole of the outside was originally glazed; the 
glaze is medium green, with a few streaks and spots of brown. Glaze is also 
present sparingly on the inside ofthe tile near its lower edge, and occurs on 
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the edges of the aperrures in the sides and on the inner surfaces of the 
canopies or hoods which cover the aperrures. 

The two large conjoined pieces belong to opposite sides of the same 
ridge-tile. On the larger piece 5.5 in. of the lower edge is present, together 
with 3.25 in. of the vertical end of the tile. It has therefore been possible 
to achieve a complete cross-section of the tile, which was 5.6 in. high 
and 8.75 in. wide at the base. The length of the tile can be determined 
within narrow limits from the aperrures in the sides, of which one is complete 
in length. If more than one aperture had been present in the side, the tile 
would be abnormally long. As reconstructed in the drawing the tile was 
15.5 in. in length~ which is within the range of 15 to 18 in. for the 
length of ridge-tiles in the Midlands. In section the tile is an inverted U in 
shape. 

Fig. 17 Pottery Ridge-Tile 
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An aperture was present in each side of the tile, placed centrally along 
its length. On the larger fragment the opening is complete along the upper 
edge and down the right side, and partly along the lQwer edge. The small 
separate sherd has the lower edge of an aperture and also the basal edge of 
the tile; it has been included in the side view of the ridge-tile. The shape 
and dimensions of the opening are thus known accurately; it is rectangular, 
4.5 in. in length and 1.75 in. high. The side edges splay slightly outwards 
at the lower end. 

The fragment of the opposite side of the tile has the left side of the 
aperture and a complete section across the top of the ridge-tile to the aperture 
on the front; the distance between the two apertures is thus known exactly. 

Each aperture is provided with a canopy or hood, turned outwards into 
an almost horizontal position. These canopies were made by cutting vertically 
through the tile and horizontally along the lower edge to form the aperture, 
and then turning the flap of clay upwards above the opening. The canopies 
were thus about 3 in. in width, but neither is now complete to the outer edge. 
The upper side of both canopies was decorated with two rows of slash-marks, 
made by the point of a knife, which extended along the whole length of the 
canopy. 

Attached to the top of the ridge-tile at mid-length was an ornamental 
feature or crest, now missing. The evidence for this is the scar or structural 
join which shows that the crest was simply applied to the tile, and not secured 
by a dowel or plug passing through a hole in the tile. At the base the crest 
is oval in shape, and measures about 3.25 in. long by 2.75 in. wide. The 
shape and size of the scar show that the crest belonged to a type current on 
ridge-tiles in the Midlands. The crests are in the form of two horns or loops, 
usually with the ends pressed down laterally on to the tile. In Leicestershire 
examples are known from the pottery kiln at Potters Marston2 s and the 
manor house at Humberstone;26 and a variant is published from Coventry.21 

Part of one of the loops of a crest of this type was found at Donington-le
Heath (marked DH 70 BP); in fabric and glaze it matches the ridge-tile. 
This loop has been used to reconstruct the crest on the tile (fig. 10). At each 
side of the base of the crest was a thumb-mark to secure it more firmly tD 
the tile. Sufficient of the top of the tile remains to show that only one crest 
was present along its summit, so that this central feature is to be regarded 
as a finial rather than a crest. 

DISCUSSION 

Only four sites are yet known for ridge-tiles with vents in the sides. Three of 
the sites are in the Midlands, at Donington le Heath, Lincoln, and War
mington, Warwickshire, and the fourth is in East Anglia, at King's Lynn. 
Although so few of these ventilator-tiles are known, the fact that three of the 
sites are in the Midlands suggests that the type originated in this region. 
Dorrington le Heath is only 12 miles NNW. of Potters Marston, and to 
judge by the description of the fabric and glaze of the products of this kiln 
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the ridge-tile found at Donington le Heath was almost certainly made at 
this place. Moreover, looped crests were also made at Potters Marston. 

At the other sites mentioned the vents in the sides differ in shape and 
size. At Lincoln parts of two ridge-tiles were found in East Gate; one has 
sub-triangular apertures on both sides near the top of the tile, and the other 
has part of a rectangular vent lower down on the tile. 28 On the first tile the 
vents have flanges along the top and down the sides, and on the second there 
is only a ledge-like canopy along the upper edge of the opening. 

At King's Lynn pieces of a ridge-tile were found in Sedgeford Lane. 
The larger piece has parts of two vents in the same side, both apparently 
rectangular in shape, but only one has a ledge-like canopy along the upper 
edge, as on one of the examples from Lincoln. 29 On the top of the tile, which 
is flat, is a structural break where a finial of some sort was attached above 
one of the vents in the side. The King's Lynn ridge-tile is made of Grimston 
ware from the extensive pottery-making sites about 6 miles to the east of 
King's Lynn. Grimston supplied domestic pottery and roof-fittings to King's 
Lynn during most of the medieval period.3° 

The ridge-tiles with vents at Lincoln are not closely dated, but the 
example at King's Lynn is probably c .1300 or early-fourteenth century. The 
occurrence of this special type of ridge-tile in East Anglia, at least 60 miles 
to the east of those in the Midlands, is to be regarded as yet another instance 
of the derivation of the ceramic forms and styles of this region from the 
Midlands. 

The site at Warmington was initially a cell of the Benedictine Abbey 
at Preaux, founded in the twelfth century and held until the end of the 
thirteenth century. Thereafter it became a secular grange attached to Monks 
Toft in Norfolk.3' The site was partially excavated by Miss J. M . Morris 
in 1955-56, when walls and floors of the grange were found, dating to the 
fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. The finds include pottery of this date, 
pieces of a ridge-tile with vents in the sides, and a louver.3 2 The ridge-tile is 
much larger than the others described above; it was about 23 .5 in. in length 
and 12 in. high. The vents are about 7.5 in. high and 8.5 in. wide, circular 
in shape and straight along the lower edge. In date the Warmington tile must 
be at least a century later than the others of this series. 

In some respects the ridge-tiles with side vents are comparable with 
pottery louvers, which are the largest and most elaborate of medieval roof
fittings designed as ventilators. Louvers are provided with apertures in the 
side, arranged in one or two but sometimes as many as four zones. Almost 
invariably the apertures are covered by a canopy or hood, which may also 
extend down the sides of the opening. It has been noticed that on several 
louvers the canopy was formed by turning up the flap made by cutting 
through the side of the louver to form the aperture. On some louvers, notably 
a large example from Winchester,33 the upper surface of the canopies is 
decorated with a row of deep slash-marks, precisely as on the canopies of the 
ridge-tile from Donington-le-Heath. 

These points of comparison, both technical and to some extent func
tional, between the ridge-tiles with vents and the louvers suggest a fairly 
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close relationship between these two classes of roof-fitting. Moreover, both 
appear to cover the same period of time; in date the louvers range from about 
the middle of the thirteenth century down to the late fourteenth or early 
fifteenth century. However, the louvers are much more numerous and widely 
distributed, and are known from about 32 sites in England, mainly in the 
Midlands and in the southern and south-eastern counties. For these reasons 
it is suggested that the vents on the ridge-tiles in the Midlands are to be 
regarded as derived from the apertures and canopies on the louvers. 

Finally, it may be emphasized that ridge-tiles with vents in 'the sides 
are medieval in origin in England, dating from c.1280 or slightly earlier at 
Donnington le Heath and continuing until the fourteenth or fifteenth century. 
A similar type of ventilator was in use on the Continent, where roofing-tiles 
(not ridge-tiles) were made with a large semi-circular aperture covered by a 
projecting canopy. These tiles are best known in the Cotentin peninsula, 
and are called chatieres (cat's holes). The main centre of production was 
at Sauxemesnil (Manche), where potters are first recorded in 1554, and 
the industry continued until the end of the nineteenth century.34 Examples 
of chatieres made at Sauxemesnil and referred to the seventeenth and 
eigteenth centuries have been published.35 Stephen-Chauvet illustrates a 
late sixteenth century house at Barfleur with pottery chatieres in position on 
the lower slope of the roof.36 In recent times pottery chatieres of the trad
itional shape were still made at the pottery works of J. Filmont at Caen, as 
well as others in the form of miniature dormer windows.37 Examples of the 
latter can still be seen on the roof of a house at Les Mesnil-de-Bavent, between 
Caen and Cabourg (Calvados), and elsewhere in Lower Normandy. 

These examples of ventilator tiles in Normandy have been mentioned 
here as partial analogies for the ridge-tiles with vents in England. They are 
additional evidence of the connexions demonstrated by other forms of roof
fittings, such as louvers and finials, which existed between England, France 
and Holland in medieval and post-medieval times.38 
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