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Vessel Type

INK small

BOTTLES medium
bulk

DRINK ginger beer

BOTTLES gin

KITCHEN blacking jar
WARE bowl

TABLE jug

WARE bowl
Unidentified

Table 5

1 7
__; ______ 1_ _________
2
_____...._______...1___
2
--I ______ 1_ _________

Red/brown

Lemon, yellow

Fawn with brown rim
Fawn; blue embossed
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Probable dates of manufacture could be estimated from
decorative style for the three items of tableware. The jug was
probably made in the 1870s, one of the bowls in the 1860s and
the other in the 1890s. No precise estimates of age could be
made for the remaining 36 (77%) stoneware vessels.

Porcelain

Ornaments and fine tableware were the only items in
porcelain (Table 3). The former were small broken figurines; a
madonna, and part of a head. The latter comprised plates and
saucers (including a miniature of each), cups and a small (2
sugar) bowl (Table 4). Examination of the body, glaze and
decoration of these items indicate that three were of Asiatic
origin, two made in Japan and one probably Chinese. The
remainder were almost certainly British. Nearly all were
decorated with a combination of techniques.

The Japanese miniatures both had multi-coloured,
hand-painted overglaze decoration, in one case combined with
hair-lining, and in the other with an underglaze transfer
print. The Chinese saucer fragment has a blue-green glaze with
hair-lining. All of the British tablewares were embossed. Two
were without added colour, but the other two had multi-coloured
underglaze and overglaze transfer prints, one with additional
gilding on the rim.

One of the miniatures had MADE IN JAPAN (Fig. 3f), along
with some indecipherable Japanese characters, printed on the
base. The American McKinley Tariff Act of 1891 required
manufacturers to indicate country of origin. However,
compliance with this Act in England was not complete before
1900 (Godden 1964:11), and the same may be the case for
Japanese wares.

The four other items for which dates could be estimated
appeared to be earlier, two being assigned to the 1860s and two
to the 1870s.

Clay Pipes
A total of 12 clay pipe fragments were recovered during

zcavation. Six of these were unmarked fragments of stem, and
another two unmarked bowl and stem portions (Figs. 5a, b). One
of the latter included a spur. Marked items included part of a
bowl with vertical ribbing (Fig. 5c¢), and three stems with
complete or partial makers marks. These were all made by
Glasgow-based factories with long operational periods:

McDougall (1845-1968), William White (1857-1955), and Davidson
(1863-1910) (Oswald 1975:205-6) (Figs. 5d, e, f).



SPmm

f.

Figure 5. Clay Pipe Fragments. (a) GA 18-66. (b) GA 34-11.
(c) GA 27-17. (d) GA 32-10. (e) GA 18-67. (f) GA 27-18.
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DISCUSSION

Both the stratigraphy encountered during excavation, and
subsequent matching and joining of sherds, indicate that
portable ceramics from throughout the occupation of the General
Assembly building had been thoroughly mixed by demolition and
levelling of the site. 1In these circumstances the functions
and dates of manufacture of the objects provide the only clues
as to the period from which they derived.

One of the major components.was clearly in use throughout.
The stoneware ink and drink bottles fall into this category on
functional grounds, and the small number of dated examples is
consistent with that view. At least one of the Bourne vessels
dates from the Parliamentary period. The Doulton and Smith
examples are probably also pre-University, while the Meeks ink
is from the latter phase.

A more restricted time-span is indicated for the earthen
tableware. Probable dates of manufacture were estimated for
80% of these items. These all fell between the 1830s and
1860s, with the vast majority assigned to the last two decades
of this period (Fig. 4). This corresponds closely with the
period (1854-65) during which Parliament met at the General
Assembly building. Adams and Gaws (1977) have proposed an
early biasing factor of up to 20 years when dating from ceramic
material, and there is little reason to doubt that some of
these items were discarded during the Provincial Council period
(1865-1876) .

Restaurant facilities were provided soon after the opening
of Parliament. They were not available at the outset, as three
days later (27 May 1854) a member called on the House
Improvements Committee "to attend also to the needs of the
inner man and provide a refreshment room" (Fitzgerald
1885:15) . Less than a month later the Licensing Amendment Act
became the first statute rushed through all its stages in a
day, to permit the sale of liquor to members on the premises
(Fitzgerald 1885:181). By September there is mention of
members "dining at Bellamy’s" (Fitzgerald 1885:418). While
Parliament sat in Auckland these services appear to have been
provided by private caterers under contract for each session
(McGee 1985:46). It also appears that they were maintained
during the Provincial Council period, as "councillors enjoyed
the usual amenities of Parliament. Bellamy's flourished in
1870" (Schofield 1929:17).

After 1876 tableware is unlikely to have been common in the
buildings as they were Government offices. Some may have been
used by the University after 1890, but only the heavier
stoneware jugs and bowls can be dated to that period.
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No decipherable makers marks were found on the remnants of
Parliamentary tableware. However, there can be little doubt
that they were imported from Britain, almost certainly from
Staffordshire potteries. 1In this respect they are similar to
other 19th - early 20th century New Zealand assemblages (e.g.
Bedford 1986:58; Ritchie 1986:287). Likewise, decorated items
predominated, but there is little evidence that Bellamy’s was
furnished with ’sets’ of tableware. This contrasts with the
assemblage from the Halfway House Hotel in the Cromwell Gorge
(Bedford 1986:58), but parallels the situation with European
tableware from Chinese goldminers sites in Central Otago.
Ritchie (1986:320) has explained the latter case in terms of
the probable expense of dinner sets and their lack of
suitability for serving Chinese meals, but these arguments
would not seem to be relevant in the present context. The
contrast between the General Assembly and Halfway House
assemblages may be due, in part, to the greater size of the
latter (ca. 360 tableware vessels, compared with 77). However,
almost all the dated tableware from the hotel derives from the
period after 1880 (Bedford 1986:Figures 16-19) and thus could
indicate a greater availability of complete ’sets’ towards the
end of the 19th century. Bellamy’s may have been stocked with
mismatched tableware simply because that was all that was
available in the 1850s and 60s.

Other datable earthenware includes only the bathroom
vessels. Three quarters of these postdate 1860. The three
chamberpots are strongly suggestive of a residential presence
on the site. Perusal of available street directories (1865,
1866, 1882, 1912-18) indicates presence of a resident caretaker
only during the University occupation.

Several other items can be assigned to this final period.
On functional grounds this is the case for the beakers, burner
mantle and other laboratory ware. Dating of the porcelain
miniatures suggests that they may have graced some professor’s
mantlepiece.

CONCLUSION

Portable ceramics from the General Assembly site include
fragments of the tableware used in Bellamy’s from 1854 until
the Provincial Council Chambers closed in 1876. This was
nearly all transfer-printed Staffordshire earthenware. There
were few shared patterns represented, suggesting that Bellamy’s
was not furnished with ‘sets’ of tableware. This could reflect
limitations in the supply of expensive china during the
period. Other major components include laboratory ware,
decorative items and chamberpots from Auckland’s first
University campus, and stone ink and drink bottles from
throughout the site’s occupation.
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