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ABSTRACT 

Nineteen imported vessels and two clay pipes from six rock shelters in the upper Seacow River valley, 
northern Cape Province are described and, where possible, dated. Their contexts and production dates 
suggest that al l but one were probably acquired between 1840-1880 by Sun ~i (Bushman) retainers, shepherds 
and field staff from nearby farmsteads. Although many farmers handed out items to Sun ~i retainers from 
ca 1810 onwards, ceramics were evidently seldom among these gifts. The sudden appearance of ceramic 
fragments post-dating 1840 in the rock shelter fills corresponds with the establishment of village stores on 
the rim of the valley, at a period when inexpensive British wares were flooding world markets. Oriental 
ginger jars, otherwise difficult to date, were also found in this narrow dating range. 

INTRODUCTION 

European stockfarmers began to seize the upper Seacow 
valley (Fig. 1 inset} between 1770-1774 from its 
Bushman inhabitants, whom Gordon was told in 1777 
were named Sun ~i among other variations (Raper & 
Boucher 1988:79). The first farms in the valley 
headwaters were briefly abandoned at the height of the 
Boer/ Bushman war for control of the Soeeuberg 
(1768-1798}, but soon reoccupied (South African State 
Archives 1710·1715). With the British occupation of the 
Colony, Earl Macartney's pacification programme was 
zealously pursued, and farmers were urged to make 
peace with the Suo ~i by regular gifts of meat, tobacco, 
trinkets, livestock and other useful items (Thompson 
1827:61; Moodie 1959:35, 113- 118). This was so 
successful that Suo ~i bands were soon making the 
farmhouse werf the equivalent of a long term base camp 
from which to launch their foraging rounds (Hutton 
1887:39; Moodie 1959:50). After a land rush in 1809 
that saw the last of the good watemoles in the upper 
valley taken by Europeans (van der Merwe 1937:192}, 
there were few Sun ~i who did not have some contact 

with farmers. Between 1825-1840, travellers reported 
increasing numbers of farm Bushmen acting as herders 
and servants, but there were less frequent encounters 
with the Sun ~i going about their normal foraging rounds 
in the veld (e.g. Thompson 1827:60-61; Steedman 
1835:147). 

During this period European items, including 
ceramics, were fetched to the farmstead by arduous 
wagon trips across the Sneeuberg to Graaff Reinet 
(Lichtenstein 1815: 1), but increasingly via travelling 
"smouseo" wbo transported household goods from Algoa 
Bay and Cape Town (Campbell 1822:326). After 1840 
the farmers' supply lines began to shorten as small towns 
sprang up around the upper valley, first Richmond 
(1844}, then Middelburg (1852) and finally Hanover 
(1877). Droughts, dwindling game supplies, and fann 
failures drove many farm Bushmen to the towns where 
they were decimated by disease and alcohol. They 
gradually lost their identity in the mixed-race slums 
attached to those places (Gutsche 1968: 135). 

Archaoological traces of these historical events abound 
in the form of (mainly 19th century) farms~ ruin5 and 
related structures that await systematic investigation. 
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Fig. 1. Location of the upper Seaco" valley, including the six rock shelters containing imported ceramics. T he stippled 
areas are mountainous. 

Fainter signals of some of these events have been 
detected in the uppermost layers of nine rock shelters, all 
of which yielded small assemblages of European items 
among the rapidly dwindling numbers of stone artifacts 
and other items of native material culture (Sampson et al. 
1989). In most cases these post·Contact layers are 
marked by rapid decreases in the density of wild faunal 
remains, by the first appearance of sheep and other 
livestock and by dense sheets of ostrich eggshell 
fragments, that reflect increasing Sun ~i de!_)endence on 
nest robbing (Sampson in press). 

The first European items w appear in these 
post-Contact layers are glass trade beads, argued 
elsewhere to have been given to the Sun ~i between 
1810-1840 (Saitowitz & Sampson 1992). If so, then they 
must reflect a material trace of the Macartney 
peace-keeping programme. However, the strength of that 
argument depends largely on the mid-19th century date 
ascribed to overlying bead assemblages. These later 
assemblages look quite different and are more widespread 
in the upper valley. In two shallow, post-Contact shelter 
fills the later bead assemblages are associated with 
European ceramics, the dating of wbicb is crucial to the 
wbole case for the bead chronology. Here, we review the 
claim for dating the ceramics to 1840 and later. We also 
review the possible reasons wby only one sberd is datable 
to earlier times. 

SHELTER FUNCI'ION AND CERAMIC INTAKE 

The arcbaeological record is uneven in that ceramics 

flowed into Volstruisfontein and Leeuboek shelters (Fig. 
1) at very mucb bigher rates than into four other sbelters 
(Fig. 1 & Table 1). Reasons for this may be that they 
were put to different uses at various times. For example 
Volstruisfontein was located 3.3 km from the nearest 
pioneer farmstead. Not very useful after 1810 as a base 
from wbicb hangers-on could monitor potential 
band-outs, it would become attractive later to farm 
Bushmen in charge of the farmer's flocks. It could have 
continued to serve as a shepherds' camp until the coming 
of wire fencing soon after 1880 (Noble 1886:241-243). 

By contrast Leeuboek overlooks the farmstead of that 

Table 1. Ceramic density compared with distance to 
nearest farmstead. 

NISP MNI /Ilea Density Density D1stance 

(sqm) (NISP/sq m) (MINDisqm) (km) 

Leeuhoek 78 12 10 78 1.2 02 

V<llstruisfontelll 6 3 3 2.0 1.0 3.3 

Van Zyls Rus 1 1 6 016 016 2.5 

Dnel:.oppen 2 2 t2 O.t6 016 1.1 

Haaskraal 7 014 0 14 40 

Abbots Cave 2 14 0.14 007 2.0 

name, so it would have been ideal for hangers-on living 
off the farmer, and subsequently for housing farm 
servants. It also bas a commanding view of an early 
wbeat field. A slit above the dry-stone wall, built almost 
to the lip of the roof, could have served for firing 
weapons on the marauding baboons that devastated crops 
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Fig. 2. Outline of the excavation in Leeuhoek Shelter, showing the main features within the post-Contact layer. 
Areas marked OES are ostrich eggshell dumps. The excavation edge intersects two of the stone seats. 

hereabouts (Leyland 1866:90). On the floor ins ide this 
wall were three smooth, rectangular stone seats, each 
with an upright stone slab back rest , arranged between 
hearths (Fig. 2). The place would have been ideal for 
stationing armed field guards. 

Driekoppen, in spite of the large area excavated, only 
yielded minor traces of imported ceramics. It is 1.1 lcm 
from the original farmstead, but does not overlook its 
ruins. The occupants had to climb down a steep talus to 
reach the farm, and c limb back up 150m on their return. 
A very exposed aspect that faces into the prevailing 
northwesterlies makes it a dusty and uncomfortable 
lodging. The shelter would have been useless for 
stockmen, and it was never used as a sheep enclosure. 

Although full of European items and sheep remains, 
Abbot's Cave bas a curious dearth of ceramics. It is 21cm 
from the ruins of the Droefontein fannstead, which can 
be seen from the cave. Its mouth is inconspicuous and 
can be reached without any effort . It would have been 
invaluable for hangers-on camped near the farmstead, and 
it later served as a smalllcraal, becoming filled almost to 

the ceiling with compacted sheep dung. 
The tiny Haaslcraal shelter is equidistant (4 lcm) from 

three farmsteads and set back in an alcove of dolerite 
boulders. There is a large kraal and shepherd's hut 
nearby, suggesting that stockmen bad linle use for the 
shelter. It is likely that its stone wall origmally about l.S 
m high, was built before their time. 

The equally small Van Zyls Rus shelter is 2,5 km 
from the Droefontein ruins and the same distance to a 
neighboring farmstead over more mountainous terrain. 
Although well protected from oortbwesterlies and easily 
reached up a low talus, it very small and has no view at 
all. Living space was further curtailed by a large fallen 
roof slab. Yet a dry-stone wall was built along tbe 
drip-line right to up the ceiling lip in places. 

Clearly a simple distance-decay model (i.e distance 
between shelter and farmstead dictates ceramic intake) 
will not wholly explain the variable amounts of imported 
ceramics found in the shelters (Table 1). Other more 
oomplex factors involving the specific personal 
relationships between the farmer and his retainers and/or 
servants must be reflected here, perhaps beyond the reach 
of either archival or archaeological enquiry. 

THE CERAMICS 

Sherds from 16 British and three Oriental vessels, plus 
two clay tobacco pipes were recovered from the s ix rock 
shelters. The term British is used here to include 
oomparable wares made in Scotland and Wales (Robaclcer 
&. Roback:er 1978:145-148). British wares in these 
shelters were identified by their motifs, good quality, and 
by their similarities to vessels recovered from 
archaeological sites in the U.S. and Canada. There are 
vessels with hand painted motif, banded and annular 
designs, transfer-printed patterns and undecorated 
vessels. Their paste and glaze attributes indicate a range 
of ironstones and whitewares from late in the second 
quarter to well into the third quarter of the 19th century. 
No pearlwares or older paste/glaze combinations (No<!l 
Hume 1970: 128-132) were present. 

Hand painted whiteware 
A single hand painted teabowl (handleless teacup) 

from Leeuboek displays a quicldy execu~, small flower 
design very oommon in the 1840s and 1850s. The design 
is called "sprig" and consists of &reen leaves with pinkish 
flowers on black stems (Fig. 3a). The colours of the 
Leeuhoek specimen are similar to the reds and ereens 
found on imported British wares ofthe 1840s and 1850s 
in the U.S. Undoub~ly part of this same teabowl 
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Fig. 3. Mid- to late- 19th century decorated sherds, all from Leeuhoek Shelter. (a) Body and (b) rim or hand-painted 
cup; (c) annular decorated cup rim 1840-1870, (d) rim and body of blue transfer-printed plate - 1834-1860, (e) grey
green transfer-printed soup plate- 1840-1860, (f & g) rim or purple-violet transfer-printed bowl- 1860-1880, (h) green 
transfer-printed dish or everted bowl-184G-1870; (i) neck and shoulder of hand-painted Oriental ginger jar- pre-1890. 

(Fig. 4a) are sherds displaying a 2 mm wide pinkish-red 
band just below the rim of the interior and exterior (Fig. 
3b). Sprig-decorated vessels date to the second quarter 
of the 19th century (e.g. Lawrence 1974: 160) and also to 
the third quarter (e.g. Godden 196.5:318, fig . .57) . 

Annular wares 
Annular wares are hollow-form (as opposed to 

flatware) vessels decorated with broad and/or narrow 
horizontal bands and washes of colour against a white or 
coloured ground (Noel Hume 1970:131). Again, only 
l..eeuhoek yielded sberds of Ibis type, but some have 
ironstone-type pastes while othen have yellow ware 
pastes. None is engine-turned and all are from bowls or 
pitchers. 

The fint Leeuhoelc vessel is an ironstone-type bowl 
with a broad wash of blue covering its exterior below 
two rim bands (Fig. 3c). The glaze exhibits a slight 
bluish cast (finely crazed) typical of mid-19th century 
ironstone-type wares. The two bands placed just below its 
rim are very darlc brown and similar in colour to mocha
like designs that sometimes appear with annular motifs 

(Godden 196.5:1.59, fig. 260). This vessel is typical of 
British wares produced for export between the 1840s and 
1870s and is lilce many recovered from historical sites of 
this dating range in the U.S. (e.g. Price 1979:48-49; Fox 
1983:139-141~ Lees 1986:67; Perttula 1989:79) and also 
in Canada (e.g. Barka 1978:178; Lueger 1981:133-136). 

The second annular vessel from Leeuhoelc: is 
represented by only two small body sherds containing 
thin brown banding over a whitish body and a broad 
surface wash of pale yellow to yellow (Munsell 2 . .5Y 7/4 
to 7/6). It has an ironstone-like body and probably 
represents a bowl. Fine double bands about l mm wide 
match the Munsell lOYR 212 tile called very darlc brown. 
This vessel is in the same horizon (Fig. 4a) and dates to 
the same period as the first vessel. 

The third vessel is represented by two sherds with 
comparable decoration, i.e. darlc brown, 2 mm wide 
bands on a whitish background, but it bas a yellow ware 
type paste (Leibowitz 198.5). YeUow ware vessels were 
exported from British potteries in the 19th century and 
later (Godden 196!5:173; Leibowitz 198.5:99-108). 
Although it was also produced in American potteries, it 
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Fig. 4 Point-plots in plan view of shecds from different 
vessels found in the post-Contact layer ofLeeuhoe.k rock 
shelter (see Fig. 2 for associated features). Lines signify 
refits. (a) distribution of the hand-painted cup overlaps 
with sherds from three annular vessels; (b) Minimal 
overlap between three transfer-print scatters -the fourth 
is from the talus; (c) whiteware shercls for two clusters, 
not matchable with any particular decorated "Vessel; (d) 
two ginger jars form separate clusters, tighUy associated 
with the European vessels. 

did not reach as many markets (ibid: 110-113) . The age 
of the Leeuboelc sberds falls in the middle range of 
yellow ware production: they are distinguishable from 
earlier 19th century examples (Inasbima 1985 :257) by 
their lack of relief in banding and simple colours. They 
can also be distinguished from later (post- 1890) vessels 
by their relative fineness and their porous paste 
(Leibowitz 1985: 107). 

Transfer-printed wares 
Transfer-printed sberds with seven different patterns 

were recovered on ironstone and whiteware pastes. All 
designs were under-the-glaze and the non-blue colours 
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correspond with post-1830 varieties, not produced until 
such processes were perfected after 1828 (Hughes 
1961: 129). More defined dating is offered fo r each 
pattern when paste/glaze and motif characteristics are 
reviewed . 

Leeuboek Shelter yielded sherds with four different 
patterns (Fig. 4b). The first of these was found on five 
sherds that reveal portions of the very popular mid- to 
la te-19th century blue pattern called • Asiatic Pheasant • 
(Fig. 3d). It was copied and produced by at least 31 
firms in addition to the company that claimed to be its 
o riginator, namely Wedgewood & Co., fonnerly 
Pod more, Walke r & Co., located at Tunstall in 
Staffordshire (Coysb & Henrywood 1990:28-29). Among 
the Leeuhoelc sherds are three that conjoin to give a cross 
section of the rim and marly of a plate (Fig. 3d). They 
display a broad, wavy~ged rim with the transfer pattern 
set io from the edge about 2-3 mrn leaving an 
undecorated white white band fo llowing the edge of the 
plate. Most of the transfer design itself is a medium 
powder blue, with outlines and C>ther parts of the pattern 
appearing darker blue due to the depth of engraving on 
the master plate. Distinctive features of this example 
include the dark blue saw-tooth outermost edge of the 
pattern, the row o f small white beads against a light blue 
shaded background, and the cross hatching cbevron-li.lce 
pattern within the area enclosed by seroUs. The closest 
match to this particular plate is from Coysh & 
Henrywood (1990:28), a plate manufactured by Podmore, 
Wallcer & Co. between 1834 and 1859 (Godden 
1964:501). Other examples of this same motif are 
illustrated in Godden (1965:336) and Williams 
(1987:604-606) that date from the 1830 to the 18&0s. The 
Leeuhoek example fits well with a late 1830s to 1850s 
production range because of its rim design, wbiteware 
body and light blue colour. 

The second Leeuhoelc transfer--printed vessel is either 
a teacup or teabowl with a 70-80 mm diameter rim. It is 
printed with a distinctive dark purplish-to-violet blue that 
contains very widely spaced stippling across large parts 
of the pattern (Figs 3f & g) . The upper section of the 
interior side of the rim has a single row of four-petal 
flower beads set within a broader band of purplish-blue. 
The band exhibits some reddish-violet highlighting that 
could represent traces of luster (Godden 1965:214-215) 
or simply overglaze highlighting to the rim area (possibly 
copper or s ilver luster). The exterior does not have this 
border motif; instead there is a heavily stippled 
background against which open designs of antique 
amphorae are set. Both interior and exterior motifs are 
reminiscent of classical revival designs dating to the third 
quarter of the 19th century. The poor quality of the 
engraving also poi.nts closer to the 1860s and 1870s, but 
more precise dating is not possible . 

The third Lceuhoek vessel is a bowl or dish with 11 

broad, slightly everted rim covered with an olive grt~en 
transfer-printed motif. The design consists of vines, 
leaves and grapes set against a stippled background along 
the outer 20-30 mm of the rim, followed by a wavy 
lattice- or net-like pattern of finely stippled lines ending 
with an inner pattern of leaves, etc. (Fig. 3h). The heavy 
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use of stippling and lines to form background patterns, as 
well as the use of undecorated white areas to form the 
floral and vine motifs is common to patterns dating to the 
1840s, 1850s and 1860s. A similar example containing 
grapes, vines but more leaves set between a darlcer 
lattice-like background (Godden 1965:336, fig. 598) is 
attributed to the 1841-1860 range. Another less closely 
comparable, but nonetheless similar pattern (ibid:fig. 
528) dates to between 1839-1858, .and was manufactured 
in Wales (op. cit. :291; Godden 1964:587). Given the 
style of the pattern and its whiteware body, a production 
date for the Leeuhoek vessel between late in the second 
quarter and midway through the third quarter of the 19th 
century seems most likely. Although Lofstrom et al. 
(1982: 14) suggest that the popularity of green patterns 
ended at mid-century, this type of motif could extend into 
the 1860s. 

The last Leeuhoek transfer-printed vessel is an 
ironstone soup plate about 220 mm in diameter and 
exhibiting a recessed footrim (e.g. Copeland 1980: 173) 
about 120 mm in diameter. This specimen is particularly 
interesting since it cross matches to a sberd found on the 
ash heap of Leeuhoek (armstead (S. Hall, personal 
communication). The plate has a greyisb-g·reen transfer
print with a background of evenly spaced concentric lines 
over which a more stylized vine-like motif loops and 
interlocks (Fig. 3e). The white areas forming the stylized 
vines and leaves are enhanced by adjacent fine stippled 
shading. Two of the seven sherds recovered are rim 
edges and indicate that the vine motif does not form a 
continuous border along the outermost edge of the plate. 
Similar rim and marly motifs occur on a molded 
ironstone-type plate owned by the senior author and 
manufactured by Podmore, Walker & Co. This particular 
plate style dates to the late 1840s and 1850s. Its 
manufacturer changed its name in 1859 indicating that 
this example was produced before that date (Godden 
1964:501). Two other examples shown in Hanson and 
Hsu (1971 , figs 4 & 12) also date to the 1840s, 1850s 
and early 1860s, based on their molded form and specific 
manufacturers' dates. 

An extremely small transfer-printed sherd from a 4,5 
mm thick vessel was also recovered from Driekoppen. 
This specimen is unique in that it is the only one 
recovered from a deeper stratigraphic context with glass 
trade beads that suggests a pre-1840 date (Saitowitz & 
Sampson 1992). Although too small for positive 
identification, it exhibits a blue transfer-printed motif of 
flower heads on its interior surface that falls within 
Copeland's (1982:78-79)colour range termed • Arabian". 
This corresponds to Munsell 5PB 3/8. 

Sberds from two other transfer-printed vessels were 
recovered from Volstruisfontein. Two sherds from the 
outer edge of a ceramic lid to a teapot or bowl show 
heavy wear extending through the &laze along prominent 
points. This container was extensively used before it was 
broken and discarded. The motif on its exterio r is a floral 
pattern of small, four-petalled flowers against a blue 
background that opens up with greater undecorated space 
away from the rim. The ivory paste/glaze cast and body 

density suggests that this is not a true ironstone. They 
could date within an 1840-1885 range if British, or 
slightly more recent if not. That they are neither 
ironstone nor wbiteware underscores a post-1850 date. 
Similar examples (i.e. ivory paste/glaze vessels) in the 
U .S. seem to fit more readily into an 1855-1870 range, 
but are not very common. 

The second Volstruisfontein sherd came from a few 
centimeters above the lid fragments. This is part of a 
refined ironstone or whiteware vessel with a purple 
transfer-printed design. Unfortunately, the sherd is now 
missing from the collections and could not be examined 
by the authors. Similar examples are reported as common 
in post- 1860 contexts in the Cape Town area (Hart 
1989:187; 1991 personal commun.ication). 

Undecorated ironstones and whitewares 
Leeuboek also produced numerous plain and light 

bluish-tinted ironstones and wbitewares as well as several 
burned and stained sherds from the same horizon and 
area as the forgoing vessels (Fig. 4c). The interior of two 
footring sherds have a purplish-blue cast to their puddled 
glaze, indicating an 1840s·l860s dating range (Price 
1979:141; Moir 1987:102). One footring belongs to a 
bowl but the form of the other cannot be determined. A 
third unidentifiable fragment is from the rim of a saucer, 
ca 130 mm diameter and partly burned. Given their 
contexts, it is likely that some of these sberds are from 
undecorated portions of the transfer-printed or hand
painted vessels already described. 

Another undecorated refined earthenware sherd came 
from Volstruisfontein. This is from a bowl with a 
footring diameter of 110 mm, heavily worn and chipped. 
Based on its paste and glaze, this also post-dates 1840. 

Soft paste porcelain 
A single sherd of soft paste porcelain, commonly 

termed bone china, was recovered from Driek:oppen. This 
basal sherd is from a waisted teabowl or teacup with a 
well rounded footring and comstricted lower base typical 
of teacups dating to between 1830-1860. Ail example of 
a similar waisted teacup (Godden 1965:164, fig. 275) 
dates to 1844-1855. Soft paste porcelain teacups and 
teabowl are encountered in very low frequencies in 
historic sites dating to the 1830s to the 1850s in the U.S. 
(e.g. lnashima 1986:261-262), but are often misclassified 
as whiteware or ironstone. 

Stoneware 
Only Volstruisfontein produced one small fragment of 

the curved side of a stoneware jug or ginger beer bottle 
typical of those found in the environs of Cape Town 
(Lastovica & Lastovica 1982:29). It is 7 mm thick, with 
a light brown external glaze, typical of many types 
manufactured in the 19th century. 

Oriental ginger jars 
The Leeuhoek assemblage contains fragments of two 

Oriental porcelain vessels, commonly termed ginger jars 
(Fig. 4d). These squat, globular containers were used not 



only for ginger preserves, but also for a wide variety of 
spiced and salted foodstuffs. They are notoriously 
difficult to date for want of adequate documentation at 
source, and because conservative production techniques 
apparently changed hardly at all over several decades. 
Identification and dating of specimens from 
archaeological sites in the west are also deficient. They 
are, however, commonly found in western Canada in 
levels dating to the last two decades of the 19th century 
(e.g. Lueger 1981:149), and whole specimens from late--
19th/early-20th century contexts were found in Tucson 
Arizona (Lister & Lister 1989: 1-17). However, exact 
matches with those described below cannot be found 
among published examples. 

The first Leeuhoek jar bas a rounded shoulder, a short 
vertical neck with a flattened rim, and an internal mouth 
diameter 62 mm. The neck exterior is devoid of glaze, 
with no trace of wear or chipping, so the missing glaze 
cannot be the result of frequent lid removal, as seen in 
snuff jars at the Cape for this period (Woodward 
1974: 105). There is a narrow, shallow trough at outer 
neclclshoulder junction which retains a glaze strip, then 
an unglazed 8 mm wide band occurs on upper shoulder, 
probably to allow sealant to adhere to the fabric. On the 
body sberds faint, smooth undulations can be felt on the 
interior. The belly sherds are much thinner than the 
shoulder, but base fragments are missing. A clear 
transparent glaze with very minor flaws lends the surface 
a g lossy appearance with a pebbly texture. The 
crystalline crazing typical of this ware is absent except on 
one sherd that has been burned in a fire after breakage, 
to produce a grey, wide-spaced craze. The underglaze is 
very pale grey with a bluish tinge. Decoration on the 
largest shoulder fragment (Fig. 3i) comprises grey-blue 
brush lines parallel to the jar's circumference, single at 
the top and double below with diagonal brush strokes 
spaced at regular 8 mm intervals between the parallel 
lines. At the base of each diagonal a second, thinner 
brush stroke is overlaid at a more oblique angle and half 
as long as the underlying diagonal. Nine small body 
sherds have the same pattern, but there are two other 
small sberds with darker green-grey patches of colour 
where initial brush strokes were made. There is a fleck 
of paint on the glazed lip. 

The second Leeuhoek jar is also globular with a 
rounded, partially unglazed shoulder and a short, vertical 
neck: with flattened rim. The internal mouth diameter of 
this specimen is only ca 48 mm. The neck exterior is 
glazed, and there is a narrow, shallow glazed trough at 
the outer neck/shoulder junction. The unglazed band is 
10 mm wide on the upper shoulder, and there is a 
shallow asymmetric trough in this band. On the body, 
there are numerous ridges on the interior, suggesting 
rapid throwing. One small body sherd has an internal 
surfa~ angle suggesting a shoulder junction, in which 
case the lower body is much thinner than the shoulder. 
This is turn suggests that the vessel was made in two 
parts (e.g. Lister & Lister 1989:43). The glaze is clear, 
transparent, but less glossy than the other jar. There are 
small flaws in the u nderglaze, which is light buff. No 
decorations occur on the largest shoulder fragment, but 
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one thick sberd possibly from near the shoulder has two 
grey-green brush lines parallel to the jar circumference. 
Thin, incomplete diagonal brush strokes are spaced at ca 
15 mm intervals between parallels. Other thinner sherds 
have intersecting brush strokes suggesting free-form 
rather than a repeated patte rn. Four thin, flatter sherds, 
possibly basal pieces, cannot be attributed with 
confidence to this vessel , but overlap completely with its 
horizontal distribution (Fig. 4<1). 

Abbot' s Cave also yielded a small fragment of oriental 
s toneware vessel with a blue underglaze of greyish tinge; 
there are three brush strokes of grey blue. Another 
fragment of coarse oriental stoneware was found deeper 
in the same area of deposit and almost certainly belongs 
to the same vessel. It, too, has a blue underglaze with a 
greyish tinge and there is single brush stroke of grey 
green. There are wheelmarks on inte rior , similar to those 
found on some Leeuhoek sherds. 

C lay tobacco pipes 
A single kaolin clay pipe bowl fragment was 

recovered from Van Zyls Rus Shelter. Only the j unction 
o f the stem and bowl has survived, and this is too 
fragmentary for accurate dating. Although they were 
becoming scarce by the mid- 19th century, this does not 
preclude a later date. In Canada and the U .S. they were 
seldom imported after 1890. 

Another undiagnostic pipe bowl fragment of thin 
white clay came from the humic matter among the outer 
stones of the wall built at the drip line of Haaskraal 
shelter (Hart 1989:185) . The fragment retains o nly part 
of a slightly bevelled lip, but no heel or stem. 
Consequently the bore diameter is unknown, and dating 
remains uncertain. 

DISCUSSION 

The central question must now be addressed: why are the 
first ceramics to appear in the upper Seacow valley rock 
shelters datable onJy to 1840 and later when there is 
ample documentation for European goods flowing into 
Sun ~i hands long before that time? The first and most 
obvious correlation is between this event and the 
founding of Richmond and Middelburg villages. This 
equation suggests a parsimonious model in which the 
advent of stores on either rim of the upper valley during 
that decade would greatly boost the amount of ceramics 
flowing into local farmhouses. This flow would in due 
course spill over to farm staff along the usual pathways 
of damaged discards or worn hand-me-downs. New 
specimens could be passed on as wages, gifts, or direct 
purchase by servants who were cash-based wage earners. 
Prior to the decade 1840-1850 the volume of ceramics 
reaching farmhouses, via travellers or wagon trips, would 
have been so small that pieces were oot yet reacbin& the 
floors of the shelters used by the farmer's retainers or 
staff. 

At least, ceramics were not reaching the shelters in 
sherd numbers large enough to permit accurate 
identification and dating. Given that the pre-Contact 
record contains ample evidence that the ancestral Sun ~i 
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collected fossils, coloured pebbles, petrified wood 
fragments, and rock: crystals, it is unlikely that they 
would have ignored bits of decorated ceramics found 
lying about the farm werf. While isolated sherds may 
appear in low numbers in pre-1840 levels, the only 
specimen that may fit this category is the Arabian blue 
transfer-print crumb from Driekoppen. This was 
recovered at the same depth as the earliest (purported 
pre-1840) glass bead sub-assemblage. 

This trickle-down model has yet to be tested by 
systematic excavation of the ceramic-bearing ash heaps at 
many farmhouse ruins. Documented sources are both 
scarce and ambivalent in their support for this scenario. 
For example, a clay pipe was given to to a Suo ~i man 
by the Field Corporal of a commando as early as 1775 
(Moodie 1960:44). That two trained observers who 
independently set down details of upper valley farmhouse 
interiors in the 1820s (Burchell 1824: 81-82; Thompson 
1827: 47-48) both failed to mention ceramics may be 
coincidental. Likewise, the inventory of possessions 
found in the wagon of a murdered stockfarmer in the 
Sneeuberg (South African State Archives 1821 :214) 
mentions a teapot and a plate, but does not specify 
whether they wece ceramic or metal, like the rest of his 
containers. There is also a blanket category of purchases 
(kopen) that could include crockery items. In this context 
it is also noteworthy that in 1830 a migrant 
stockfarmer's' wife, mistaking Steedman for a travelling 
smous, asked him for black cloth but made no enquiries 
about crockery (Steedman 1835: 146), implying that there 
was no great need for it. It may again be coincidence that 
the first direct references to ceramics in farmhouses both 
occur in the 1840s. Thus we have the hunter Cumming 
in 1843 leaving his host •some crockery to which his 
frou had taken a fancy" (1850:94), and the excitable 
young farmer Orpen in 1848 mishandling the "tea things• 
(1908: 26-27) from whom " ... Mrs. Dixon bad to take the 
tea pot .... for I bad flooded both sugar bowl and tray." 
However, he also notes that when his elderly Dutch 
neighbour took coffee " . .. this he always drank ol!t of a 
bowl, not a cup" (Orpen 1908;9), implying that the 
custom was an old one. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The same range of mid-19th century imported ceramics, 
mainly British eartbeowares, that were introduced into 
upper Karoo farmsteads (e.g Mills 1992;51, fig.l4) were 
also finding their way into the superficial deposits of 
neighboring rock shelters. These sites also provide tight 
chronological contexts for less common specimens of 
Oriental ginger jars, which have been hitherto been 
difficult to date. Given the contexts of the6e fragments, 
they are likely to have been brought there by Suo ~i 
(Bushman) servants and/or retainers of the farmers, 
particularly by shepherds and field staff. This 
interpretation is strengthened by cross-matching sherds 
from Leeuhoek: shelter and the nearby farmstead ash 
heap. 

Prior to 1840 almost no omported pottery made its 
way into the shelter fills, although most farmsteads 

supported groups of Sun ~i retainers for large parts of 
each year with food, tobacco and gifts. Only Driekoppeo 
yielded a solitary crumb of tra.nsfer-print that could date 
to this earlier period. Evidently glass trade beads were 
the most common form of gift being handed out. 

The volume of ceramics available to whole farmstead 
communities increased rapidly with the advent of village 
stores on the rim of the upper Seacow valley in 1844 and 
1852. At the same time, output and export from the 
British potteries was increasing rapidly so that these new 
stores would have been relatively well stocked. Both 
changes are distantly reflected in the sudden appearance 
of eartbeowares at local rock shelters. 
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