
 
 
 
 
 
 

AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXCAVATION UNDERTAKEN ON 

LAND LOCATED TO THE WEST OF POST OFFICE COTTAGE, 

HIGH STREET, PEVENSEY, EAST SUSSEX. 

 

 
NGR TQ 6480 0494 

 

 

Project Number 05 / 03 

 

 

November 2005 

 

 

Christopher Greatorex BA, MIFA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2 OTTEHAM CLOSE, POLEGATE, EAST SUSSEX BN26 5AZ 

TEL: 01323 488852 E-MAIL: cagreatorex@btinternet.com 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 2

CONTENTS. 

 

 

 List of illustrations. 

 

 Abstract. 

 

1.0. INTRODUCTION. 

 

2.0. TOPOGRAPHIC AND GEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND. 

 

3.0. HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND. 

 

4.0. PROJECT OBJECTIVES. 

 

5.0. INVESTIGATIVE METHODOLOGY. 

 

6.0. RESULTS OF BACKGROUND RESEARCH. 

 

7.0. RESULTS OF FIELDWORK. 

 

8.0. POTTERY. 

 

9.0. DAUB. 

 

10.0. FOREIGN STONE. 

 

11.0. METALWORK. 

 

12.0. LARGE FAUNAL REMAINS. 

 

13.0. FAUNAL REMAINS RECOVERED FROM SOIL SAMLES. 

 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 3

14.0. MARINE SHELL. 

 

15.0. CHARRED PLANT REMAINS. 

 

16.0.  CONCLUDING REMARKS. 

 

17.0. ARCHIVE. 

 

18.0. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS. 

 

19.0. BIBLIOGRAPHY. 

 

 Context Register. 

 

 S.M.R. Summary Sheet. 

 

 Illustrations. 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 4

LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS. 

 

 

Figure 1. Site location plan. 

 

Figure 2. A plan of the ‘Queen’s salts’ and other lands at Pevensey, 1595. 

 

Figure 3. Tithe map of Pevensey Parish c.1839. 

 

Figure 4. 1st Edition O.S. Map (Sheet 69) 1875 / 77. 

 

Figure 5. 25” O.S. Map (sheets 69 /11 and 69 / 15) 1899. 

 

Figure 6. 25” O.S. Map (sheets 69 / 11 and 69 / 15) 1909 / 10. 

 

Figure 7. 25” O.S. Map (sheets 69 / 11 and 69 / 15) 1937 / 38. 

 

Figure 8. Plan showing demolished structures and location of footings for new 

dwelling. 

 

Figure 9. Survey of Post Office / shop prior to demolition. 

 

Figure 10. Plan of excavated footings. 

 

Figure 11. Phased plan of excavated features. 

 

Figure 12. Section drawings. 

 

Figure 13. Location of groundworks monitored during Watching Brief. 

 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 5

ABSTRACT. 

 

 

Six probable rubbish pits and one elongated pit or linear ditch / gulley of clear 

medieval origin were recorded during the archaeological investigation of new 

foundation trenches located on land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, 

Pevensey, East Sussex. The excavation of these features yielded a pottery assemblage 

dating to the period c.1150 – 1350 AD, daub, building stone, metalwork, animal bone, 

marine shell and charred plant remains. 

 

The additional discovery of a single confirmed post-medieval post-hole and one 

contemporaneous cut of uncertain form and function suggests the site became a focus 

of renewed intrusive activity between the years c.1575 – 1700 AD. Five undated cuts, 

including a linear ditch / gulley and two possible post-holes were also recorded.    

 

No evidence for any in-situ medieval buildings was revealed within the examined 

footings. Even so, the results of the project do appear to confirm that the core 12th / 

13th century settlement of Pevensey lay in the vicinity of the present day High Street. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 6

1.0. INTRODUCTION. 

 

 

1.1. This document presents the results of an archaeological excavation and 

watching brief undertaken by C. G. Archaeology on land located to the west 

of Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey, East Sussex (N.G.R. TQ 6480 

0494) (Figure 1). 

 

1.2. Elliston Homes Ltd. has received planning approval from Wealden District 

Council for the demolition of the former Pevensey village post office / shop 

and the construction of a new two - storey private dwelling at the site 

(Wealden District Council reference number: WD/03/1618/F). However, as 

the proposed development lies within an ‘Archaeologically Sensitive Area’ 

defined by East Sussex County Council, it was concluded that groundworks 

associated with the scheme could impact upon features and deposits of 

archaeological significance. Accordingly, a condition was attached to the 

planning permission requiring the implementation of the detailed programme 

of historical research and archaeological examination considered within this 

report.  

 

1.3. The archaeological methodology employed during the investigation (see 

Section 5.0.) was based upon a targeted Brief prepared by Dr. Andrew 

Woodcock, the East Sussex County Council Archaeologist.  

 

1.4. The survey of the standing building that once housed the village post office / 

shop was carried out by Christopher and Roger Greatorex on the 13th April 

2005. Following the subsequent levelling of this relatively modern structure, 

Christopher Greatorex and Mike Seager Thomas conducted the described 

archaeological fieldwork between the 16th May and 21st June 2005. 

 

1.5. All aspects of the project were commissioned by Mr. Toby Snow on behalf 

of Elliston Homes Ltd. 
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2.0. TOPOGRAHIC AND GEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND. 

 

 

2.1. Prior to the project under discussion here, the plot of land proposed for 

redevelopment encompassed the former village post office / shop, an 

outbuilding of uncertain function, a 20th century conservatory and a small, 

relatively flat back garden. It should be noted that the south – easternmost 

perimeter of the property does not in fact follow the alignment shown on the 

latest Ordnance Survey 1: 1250 plan. Nonetheless, the correct position of the 

rear boundary fence has been marked on figures 1, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8.    

 

2.2. The 1: 50,000 British Geological Survey (Sheet 319: Lewes) records the 

underlying geology at the site as Tunbridge Wells Sand. 
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3.0. HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND. 

 

 

3.1. The summary information collated within this section of the report has 

largely been extracted from the published account of a previous excavation 

undertaken in Pevensey by the University College London Field Archaeology 

Unit (Barber 1999) (see Section 3.10.). No attempt has here been made to 

present a detailed history of the famous Roman and medieval fortifications 

located at the western end of the present day village. However, interested 

readers should note that the relevant English Heritage guidebook does 

contain an excellent synopsis of castle origin and development (Goodall 

1999).  

 

3.2. The settlement of Pevensey stands upon a low east – west aligned peninsular, 

which was surrounded by a tidal lagoon on all but its western side during the 

medieval period. The years prior to the 13th century saw the reclamation of 

much local marshland. Nevertheless, the Pevensey Haven river channel that 

still runs past the easternmost tip of the peninsular remained accessible by 

small boats until the 17th century. “This channel was the principal element of 

Pevensey’s port and its navigability was closely linked with the town’s 

prosperity. The town and port shrank in both size and importance, therefore, 

as the harbour gradually silted up and access for shipping became more 

difficult, particularly after c.1300.” (Barber 1999, 91). 

 

3.3. Although a number of casual finds do attest to the transient prehistoric 

exploitation of the region, it is the Romano-British fort that provides the 

earliest in-situ evidence for the permanent occupation of Pevensey. This 

massive (c.8.3 acre) oval – shaped masonry structure was built in about 290 

AD, perhaps as a direct result of the country being usurped by a certain 

Carausius and Allectus.   

 

3.4. Carausius rose to prominence as the commander of a fleet operating along 

the English Channel. Yet following a 286 AD charge of malpractice he 
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declared himself Emperor of Britain and parts of Gaul. Allectus assumed the 

title in 293 AD, but was toppled from the throne just three years later. 

Clearly, both of these men had a considerable interest in fortifying the Sussex 

coastline against the legitimate authority of Rome.  

 

3.5. The first written reference to Anderitum or Roman Pevensey is provided by a 

late 4th century list of civil and military posts known as the Notitia 

Dignitatum. At this time Pevensey Fort served as one of nine defensive 

installations defending the so – called ‘Saxon Shore’, which extended from 

Portchester, Hampshire to Brancaster, Norfolk. Each of these emplacements 

was “sited near anchorages or river mouths and could therefore prevent ships 

harbouring easily along the coast or penetrating into the interior of Britain. 

Some may also have had a naval capability” (Goodall 1999, 19). Indeed, the 

Notitia Dignitatum even records a fleet called the Classis Anderidaensis.  

 

3.6. “Short of the fact that Anderida (sic.) was a Saxon Shore Fort, nothing is 

known of its history until after the collapse of the Roman Empire. Its walls 

evidently continued to shelter a British community after the withdrawal of 

Roman troops and the Anglo-Saxon chronicle records that in 491 it was 

besieged and its population slaughtered by a Saxon raiding force. After this 

massacre Pevensey disappears from the historical record for nearly six 

centuries. Although the site of the fort may have continued as a settlement 

during this period, it seems likely that the whole fell gradually into ruin” 

(ibid). No evidence for the Late Anglo-Saxon occupation of Pevensey has as 

yet been found beyond the confines of the Roman curtilage.   

 

3.7. The eventual re-emergence of the region as one of some significance was 

inevitably initiated by the 1066 Norman invasion. William the Conqueror 

assigned the Rape of Pevensey, with its feudal centre located around the now 

busy port, to Count Robert of Mortain. However, the rebellion of Count 

William in 1102 led to the land being divided into two halves: the Honor of 

Laigle and the Honor of Leicester (Thompson 1997). “Pevensey’s growth is 

illustrated by the increase in burgesses from 52 in 1066 to 110 by 1086. The 
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town appears to have flourished until the end of the first half of the 14th 

century, when difficulties with the port’s access eventually led to its decrease 

in size. Close to the beginning of the 15th century arable cultivation of the 

marshland gave way to increased pastoral usage; accounts of 1466 - 67 show 

seven tofts lying vacant, the population of the town declined and by the mid - 

16th century as few as 20 houses remained.” (Barber 1999, 91). This 

deterioration in the size, wealth and status of the settlement was matched by 

the 16th century abandonment and decay of the great medieval castle built 

within the walls of the old Romano-British fort (see Goodall 1999 for 

architectural and historical details).   

 

3.8. Most of the archaeological work undertaken in Pevensey has perhaps 

unsurprisingly concentrated on the town’s spectacular Romano-British and 

medieval fortifications and thus need not be discussed here (eg. Lower 1853; 

Salzmann 1908 and 1909; Cottrel 1937; Wilson and Hurst 1964). The latest, 

but as yet unpublished, castle excavations directed by Professor Mike Fulford 

between the years 1993 and 1995 are also of little or no relevance to the 

current project.   

 

3.9. Nevertheless, the 1960s did witness the intrusive investigation of five 

locations found towards the southernmost fringe of the modern village 

(Dulley 1967). Traces of possible 13th century quays or retaining sea walls 

were discovered at both Site 1 (Memorial Hall Field) and Site 2 (south-east 

corner of Welsh Croft) while Site 3 (north side of Welsh Croft) yielded 

evidence for a sequence of buildings dating from the 12th – 14th century. 

Further signs of medieval and post-medieval occupation were revealed at Site 

4 (the vicarage garden) and Site 5 (north-west corner of Welsh Croft). The 

pottery and other finds recovered from these explorations “testify to cross – 

Channel and coastal trade” (Dulley 1997, 209). 

  

3.10. In 1994, the University College London Field Archaeology Unit undertook a 

rescue excavation across land adjacent the Old Farmhouse, High Street, 

Pevensey (Barber 1999). “The onset of habitation on the site appears to have 
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been during the 12th century. The badly damaged remains of one possible 

building dating to this period were identified. It appears to have gone out of 

use by the end of the 13th century. Numerous features, predominantly pits, 

dating from the 13th, 14th and 15th centuries were also located……Evidence 

for activity dating from the 16th to 18th centuries was limited. 19th century 

activity had, however, been extensive, causing serious damage to the earlier 

remains in the street frontage area” (Barber 1999, 91). 

 

3.11. Six years later a series of archaeological evaluation trenches dug at Pevensey 

Church Farm also exposed a number of substantial walls, floor layers, pits 

and ditches indicative of probable 12 - 13th century occupation (Greatorex 

2000). Meanwhile, the published results of an even more recent investigation 

carried – out by the University College London Field Archaeology Unit 

within the grounds of Pevensey and Westham CE School are awaited with 

interest (James in prep.). 

 

3.12. Before the involvement of C. G. Archaeology in the project under current 

discussion, the building located immediately east of the proposed 

development site was subject to an interpretive architectural survey 

(Dickinson 2002). The details of this project are of little concern here. 

Nevertheless,  it is worth noting that the present day structure (divided into 

Post Office Cottage and Camden Cottage – see Figure 1) “has been extended 

at either end from a small 16th century timber framed house of smokebay or 

timber chimney design, which survives in fragmentary form” (Dickinson 

2002, 5) (see Section 6.1.1.1.). 
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4.0. PROJECT OBJECTIVES. 

 

 

4.1. The project Brief prepared by Dr. Andrew Woodcock defines the primary 

aims of the archaeological investigation as follows. 

 

• Undertake a photographic and measured survey of the former Post Office 

building prior to demolition. 

 

• Effectively excavate any deposits and features of potential archaeological 

significance exposed as a consequence of site redevelopment. 

 

• Preserve by record all archaeological contexts identified during the 

course of the fieldwork. 

 

• Consider the documented evidence in relation to the broader historical 

and archaeological context of the area. 
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5.0. INVESTIGATIVE METHODOLOGY. 

 

 

5.1. Prior to the commencement of fieldwork, historic cartographic and 

documentary sources were first consulted at the East Sussex Record Office, 

Lewes (E.S.R.O.). This study was supplemented by an inspection of the East 

Sussex County Sites and Monuments Record (S.M.R.). 

 

5.2. Following the background research described above, a basic photographic 

and measured survey of the former village post office / shop was undertaken. 

Figure 9 presents the resulting 1: 50 scale ground plan of the building, 

together with front, side and rear elevations drawn at a scale of 1: 100. 

 

5.3. On completion of the preliminary work outlined in sections 5.1. and 5.2, the 

plot of land under discussion was cleared of all standing structures (i.e. the 

post office / shop, additional outbuilding and 20th century conservatory) by 

staff from the main site contractors, M. A. G. Construction.  

 

5.4. Footings for the new two – storey private dwelling were then excavated in 

the location shown on figures 8, 10 and 11. This procedure was carried – out 

by Martin Godin of M. A. G. Construction using a tracked mechanical mini - 

digger fitted with a toothless ditching bucket.  

 

5.5. The cutting of the c.0.45m. to 0.60m. – wide foundation trenches was 

conducted under the constant supervision of Christopher Greatorex and Mike 

Seager Thomas (C. G. Archaeology). Layers of relatively recent overburden 

and modern concrete were thus removed in successive spits until the 

uppermost surviving surfaces of the archaeological features described in 

Section 7.0. had been exposed.  

 

5.6. Over the next two weeks all contexts of archaeological significance revealed 

within the footings were subject to total (i.e.100%) manual excavation by C. 

G. Archaeology. Specific care was taken to investigate the physical 
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relationship of intersecting cuts, while bulk soil samples were collected from 

two sealed and dated deposits (fills 7 and 24) for subsequent flotation and 

palaeoenvironmental analysis at the Museum of London (see sections 13.0. 

and 15.0). 

 

5.7. Each feature identified during the project was documented on an individual 

pro-forma and planned at a scale of 1: 20. Stratigraphic profiles of the 

identified cuts were also produced at a scale of either 1:10 or 1: 20, with all 

drawings being levelled with respect to Ordnance Datum. 

 

5.8 A subsequent watching brief maintained on groundworks associated with the 

formation of a new sump / drainage pit (Figure 13) comprised the final phase 

of archaeological fieldwork undertaken at the site. 

  

5.9. A full black and white and colour transparency photographic record of both 

the archaeological excavation and watching brief was collated as appropriate. 
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6.0. RESULTS OF BACKGROUND RESEARCH. 

 

 

6.1. The cartographic evidence. 

 

6.1.1. A plan of the ‘Queen’s salts’ and other lands at Pevensey, 1595  

(from Salzmann 1910, 57) (Figure 2).  

 

6.1.1.1. The above 1595 map of Pevensey records “three main streets running parallel 

the length of the peninsular from the castle and market-place in the west to 

the bridge (which replaced a ferry c.1292) and the common marsh on the 

east” (Dulley 1967, 209). Today, only the northernmost of these routes (the 

High Street) survives as shown. Lined with apparent dwellings and linking 

the East Gate of the old Romano-British fort with the crossing over Pevensey 

Haven, this was clearly the principal street at the time of the survey. 

Furthermore, the building highlighted on Figure 2 may well comprise the 

small 16th century timber framed house that now forms the core of Post 

Office Cottage and Camden Cottage (see Section 3.12). 

 

6.1.2. Tithe map and Apportionment (Parish of Pevensey) c.1839 

 (E.S.R.O. Ref: TDE / 83A) (Figure 3). 

 

6.1.2.1. A rectangular - shaped plot of land fronting Pevensey High Street and 

encompassing Post Office Cottage / Camden Cottage and the current 

development site is marked quite clearly on the rather elemental parish tithe 

map of c.1839 (original scale not recorded). The accompanying 

Apportionment describes the 0A 1R 15P holding in question (parcel no. 538) 

as a house and garden belonging to Thomas Plumley, but occupied by 

“Barham and other”. No obvious standing structures or topographic features 

are shown across the precise area of archaeological investigation under 

discussion.   
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6.1.3. Ordnance Survey sheets (figures 4, 5, 6, 7). 

 

• 1st Edition (Sheet 69) 1875 / 77. 

• 25” (sheets 69 / 11 and 69 / 15) 1899.  

• 25” (sheets 69 / 11 and 69 / 15) 1909 / 10. 

• 25” (sheets 69 / 11 and 69 / 15) 1937 / 38.   

 

6.1.3.1. The evidence provided by the four maps listed above confirms that a modest 

extension had been erected at the west end of Post Office Cottage before 

publication of the 1st Edition Ordnance Survey sheet of 1875 / 77. However, 

between the years 1909 / 10 and 1937 / 38 this structure (which eventually 

became utilized as the village Post Office / shop) was either rebuilt 

completely or enlarged to the size apparent on figures 1, 7, and 8. The 

outbuilding demolished towards the start of the present project is also 

recorded on both the 1937 / 38 and 2005 Ordnance Survey plans. 

Furthermore, a somewhat longer edifice (function uncertain) occupied the 

same north-westernmost corner of the cottage garden in 1899 and 1909 / 10. 

The conservatory evinced by figures 1 and 8 was plainly installed after 1937 / 

38, while the possible location of a well identified on just the 1899 map 

(seemingly characterised as a dot and accompanying letter ‘W’) lies just 

beyond the footprint of the new High Street dwelling. Indeed, none of the 

examined Ordnance Survey sheets suggest the groundworks associated with 

site redevelopment have impacted upon any late 19th / 20th century remains of 

particular archaeological, historical or architectural significance.   

 

6.2. The Sites and Monuments Record.   

 

6.2.1. The East Sussex County S.M.R. holds 16 entries fixed within a c.600m. 

radius of Post Office Cottage. These are listed in numerical order and 

described briefly below. The full details of the S.M.R. search form an 

integral part of the Site Archive (see Section 17.0.). 

 

 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 17

6.2.2. SMR No: TQ 60 SW10 – ES4706 

 Grid Ref: TQ64720490 

 

 Bank’s Lodge (formerly the ‘Old Pent House’) constructed around the year 

1510. Believed to have been the residence of the Portreeve, Pevensey’s most 

important official. A Grade II Listed Building (restored).  

 

6.2.3. SMR No: TQ 60 SW11 – ES4707 

 Grid Ref: TQ64660488 

  

 The Court House, a probable medieval structure refaced with cement in the 

19th century. A wall plaque reads “Ancient Court House of the Liberty of 

Pevensey. From pre – Norman days the mayor jurats and commonalty held 

their courts here”. The first floor courtroom retains some of its original 

fittings. A Grade III Listed Building (now incorporating the village museum).  

 

6.2.4. SMR No: TQ 60 SW12 – ES4708 

 Grid Ref: TQ64590488 

 

 Mint House, a timber framed dwelling of probable 15th / 16th century origin. 

There is no justification for the claim that this is the site of an 11th / 12th 

century mint. A Grade II Listed Building.  

 

6.2.5. SMR No: TQ 60 SW13 – ES4709 

 Grid Ref:  TQ64580486 

 

 An iron whipping post and stocks of uncertain date. These stood in front of 

Mint House until their removal over 50 years ago. 

 

6.2.6. SMR No:  TQ 60 SW14 – ES4710 

 Grid Ref: TQ647049 
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 The shrunken medieval village of Pevensey (see Section 3.0 for further 

details). 

 

6.2.7. SMR No: TQ 60 SW15 – ES4711 

 Grid Ref: TQ64310478 

 

 The old manor pound of Pevensey (precise date unclear) situated ‘a short 

distance from the west gate of the Castle by the side of road’. Destroyed in 

1952. 

 

6.2.8. SMR No: TQ 60 SW16 – ES4712 

 Grid Ref: TQ64450480 

 

 Scheduled Ancient Monument (No: 27013) encompassing a Romano-British 

fort, traces of later Norman defences, a great medieval enclosure castle, a 16th 

century gun emplacement and a number of Second World War military 

installations (see Section 3.0. for additional information).   

 

6.2.9. SMR No: TQ 60 SW23 – ES4713 

 Grid Ref: TQ644048 

 

 A helmet of possible early 14th century origin recovered from Pevensey 

Castle moat in c.1932. This unique artefact is stored at the Tower of London 

Armoury.  

 

6.2.10. SMR No: TQ 60 SW36 – ES4714 

 Grid Ref: TQ64700483 

 

 The Parish Church of St. Nicholas. Essentially of 13th century construction, 

although subject to considerable renovation during the 1800s. 

 

6.2.11. SMR No: TQ 60 NW9 – ES4721  

 Grid Ref: TQ64330522; TQ64570563; TQ64740561 
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 The probable remains of three medieval salt–working mounds.   

 

6.2.12. SMR No: TQ 60 NW11 – ES4723 

 Grid Ref: TQ64990530; TQ64910529 

 

 Two large salt-working mounds. A significant assemblage of medieval and 

post-medieval pottery has been collected from the immediate vicinity of the 

easternmost monument. 

 

6.2.13. SMR No: TQ 60 SE9 – ES4735 

 Grid Ref: TQ65190476 

 

 Apparent remnants of a single medieval salt-working mound. 

 

6.2.14. SMR No: TQ 60 SE – ES4743 

 Grid Ref: TQ652047 

 

 Pevensey Railway Station. A Listed Building. 

 

6.2.15. SMR No: LINEAR351 – ES4753 

 Grid Ref: _ 

 

 Pevensey to Glynde Roman Road. Please see the relevant Ordnance Survey 

Linear Archive file (RR 142) for full details, including a bibliography and 

O.S. field investigator comments. 

 

6.2.16. SMR No: TQ 60 SW28 – ES5035 

 Grid Ref: TQ64310421; TQ645044 

 

 Two probable medieval salt-working mounds located on Mountney Level. 

 

6.2.17. SMR No: ES7198 

 Grid Ref: TQ64680491 
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 A dense concentration of archaeological features recorded across land 

adjacent the Old Farmhouse, High Street, Pevensey (see Section 3.10. for 

further information).   

 

6.2.18 It should be noted that the new development at Post Office Cottage has not 

impacted directly upon any of the monuments, features, findspots or 

buildings catalogued above.  
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7.0. RESULTS OF FIELDWORK. 

 

 

7.1. The standing building survey. 

 

7.1.1. In accordance with the project Brief, a measured survey of the former village 

post office / shop was undertaken immediately prior to its demolition. The 

resultant ground plan and three external elevations document a relatively 

modern extension of little historic interest and no architectural merit (Figure 

9). As a consequence, the brief written description of this structure contained 

within Alan Dickinson’s aforementioned study of Camden and Post Office 

cottages is not duplicated here (Dickinson 2002) (see Section 3.12). A basic 

photographic record of the building does however comprise an integral part 

of the Site Archive (see Section 17.0). 

 

7.2. The excavation of new foundation trenches. 

 

7.2.1. Three discrete deposits of overburden (layers 1, 28, 38) and part of the razed 

post office / shop’s concrete base (Layer 37) were first stripped from the 

footings shown on figures 8, 10 and 11. This procedure exposed the 

uppermost surviving surface of seven medieval, two post - medieval and five 

undated features, all dug into ‘natural’ Tunbridge Wells Sand at a depth 

below the original ground level of between c.0.60m. and 0.90m. (figures 10 

and 11). A full account of contexts 1, 28, 37 and 38, plus a further seven 

modern cuts discovered during the fieldwork has been placed with the Site 

Archive. 

 

7.2.2. Medieval features (cuts 6, 11, 13, 15, 17, 23, 39). 

 

7.2.2.1. The seven medieval features identified as a result of post – excavation 

pottery analysis (see Section 8.0.) (Figure 11) confirm the utilization of the 

plot from c.1150 – 1350 AD and indeed may even represent a 200 year - long 
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phase of ‘continuous’ activity at the site (Table 2). The cuts dated to this 

broad period of time are described in numerical order below. 

 

7.2.2.2. Context 6 embodied a probable oval or sub-circular shaped pit with a 

maximum recorded ‘diameter’ of c.2.45m. and depth of 0.5m. It possessed 

fairly steep sides, a smooth base and at least four distinct fills (fills 7, 8, 9, 

10). Both of the uppermost surviving horizons (fills 7, 8) were firm, dark 

grey – brown silty clays containing 1% water – rolled flint pebbles and 

occasional - 1% charcoal flecks (more burnt material being found within Fill 

7). Their careful investigation and eventual removal revealed a firm, mid 

yellow – orange silty clay characterised by the presence of mid grey – brown 

silty clay mottles, c.5 – 10% water – rolled flint cobbles, four ‘paludina’ 

limestone pieces and fragments of upper greensand (Fill 9). The immediately 

underlying primary fill consisted of a firm, dark grey – brown silty clay 

incorporating c.15% rounded beach pebble and upper greensand inclusions 

(Fill 10).  

 

7.2.2.3. The excavation of Cut 6 gleaned a relatively large pottery assemblage dated 

to c.1225 – 1350 AD, three small pieces of daub, a fish hook, three iron nails, 

animal bone (including fish), marine shell, slate and numerous humanly – 

struck flints strongly indicative of medieval stone working (exact provenance 

of finds shown on Context Register). The flotation and subsequent 

palaeoenvironmental analysis of bulk soil samples extracted from Fill 7 also 

enabled the identification of an array of charred cereal grains, weed seeds and 

wetland plant remains. Specialist reports on all of the artefacts and ecofacts 

recovered as a result of the project are presented below. 

 

7.2.2.4. Cut 11 is here interpreted as a sub-circular shaped pit with a reasonably 

rounded profile, maximum exposed diameter of c.0.85m. and depth of 0.19m. 

Its single homogeneous fill comprised a firm, dark grey – brown silty clay 

encompassing 10% large pebble / cobble – sized water – rolled flints, plus 

occasional chert and upper greensand fragments (Fill 12). Thirteen pottery 

sherds of the period 1150 – 1225 / 50 AD, animal bones, marine shells and a 
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significant number of humanly – struck flints similar in appearance to those 

described in Section 7.2.2.3. were found during the investigation of the 

feature. 

 

7.2.2.5. Although the precise shape of Cut 13 could not be ascertained within the 

narrow confines of the freshly dug foundation trench, this third possible pit 

was clearly in possession of a concave base and depth of c.0.18m. 

Furthermore, the one surviving fill of firm, mid grey – brown silty clay, 1% 

angular flint and rare chalk inclusions (Fill 14) yielded two pottery sherds of 

1150 – 1225 AD origin, animal bone and marine shell. Unfortunately, the 

section excavated across the junction of clearly interlinked cuts 11 and 13 

(Figure 12) failed to elucidate the precise physical relationship of these 

similarly dated contexts. 

 

7.2.2.6. Cut 15 almost certainly represents another sub-circular shaped pit with a 

maximum recorded diameter of c.0.58m. and depth of 0.20m. The exposed 

feature was characterised by fairly steep sides, an irregular, though still 

essentially concave, base and the presence of a single mottled / mixed fill of 

firm, mid yellow – brown and mid grey – brown silty clay (Fill 16). Its 

excavation garnered two sherds of pottery dating to 1200 – 1275 / 1300 AD, 

animal bone and marine shell. 

 

7.2.2.7. The collated evidence would suggest that Cut 17 is also best interpreted as a 

sub-circular, steep – sided, flat – based pit. The only surviving fill of this 

c.0.10m. – deep and perhaps 0.60m. - diameter feature was a compact but 

friable, mid grey – yellow silty clay, containing mid grey - brown silty clay 

streaks and 15 – 20% rounded beach pebbles. (Fill 18). A pottery sherd 

assigned to the period 1225 / 1250 – 1300 / 1325, one large piece of retained 

oolitic limestone and several humanly – struck flints indicative of medieval 

stone working were recovered from Fill 18.     

 

7.2.2.8. Cut 23 possessed a generally concave profile, maximum width of c.0.90m. 

and depth of 0.22m. It ran right across the new foundation trench in an 
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approximate north-east – south-west direction and as such could easily 

represent either an elongated pit or possible linear ditch / gulley. The 

uppermost of two extant fills comprised a compact but friable, mid yellow – 

brown silty clay with orange – yellow mottles, 1% charcoal flecks, 

occasional specks of chalk and rare rounded beach pebbles (Fill 24). The 

underlying primary deposit of compact, mid yellow – grey silty clay (Fill 27) 

incorporated an extremely high percentage (30%) of unworked flint pebbles, 

but no obvious organic material. The investigation of Cut 23 yielded three 

pot sherds dated to 1150 – 1250 / 75 AD, animal bone (including fish) marine 

shell, two pieces of retained oolitic limestone and humanly – struck flints 

suggestive of medieval stone dressing. The flotation and subsequent 

palaeoenvironmental analysis of bulk soil samples extracted from Fill 24 also 

gleaned charred cereal seeds and a small number of non – cereal remains 

(exact provenance of finds shown on Context Register). 

 

7.2.2.9. The final feature of confirmed medieval ancestry discovered during the 

fieldwork is tentatively defined as a possible, though somewhat angular – 

shaped pit (Cut 39). This c.0.18m. – deep context was characterised by the 

presence of steep, often vertical sides and a flat base. Its one surviving fill of 

firm, light grey – brown silty clay (Fill 40) contained a single sherd of 

pottery assigned to the period 1150 / 75 – 1250 AD.   

 

7.2.3. Post-medieval features (cuts 21, 43). 

 

7.2.3.1. The artefactual evidence recovered from cuts 21 and 43 suggests that after an 

apparent c.225 year – long hiatus in the archaeological record (1350 – 1575 

AD) the current development site became a focus of renewed intrusive 

activity during the late 16th / 17th century.   

 

7.2.3.2. Cut 21 was a small circular, flat - based feature with a maximum recorded 

diameter of 0.21m. and depth of just 5 - 10mm. (no measured section 

drawing undertaken). The firm, grey – brown silty clay fill of this probable 
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post–hole base yielded two sherds of White Borderware dating to c.1575 – 

1700 AD (Fill 22). 

 

7.2.3.3. The true shape, profile, depth and function of Cut 43 could not be ascertained 

within the narrow confines of the new foundation trench.  Nevertheless, two 

sherds of hard–fired earthenware, broadly contemporaneous with the 

examples of White Borderware described above, were gleaned from the 

feature’s uppermost surviving horizon of loose, dark grey – brown silty clay 

and large, unworked, flint pebble inclusions (Fill 44). The partial excavation 

of Fill 44 also produced marine shell. 

 

7.2.4. Undated features (cuts 2, 19, 25, 29, 31). 

 

7.2.4.1. The first of the five undated cuts awaiting consideration comprised a 

c.0.42m. – wide and 0.12m. – deep linear ditch / gulley seemingly aligned in 

an approximate north-east to south-west direction (Cut 2). This feature of 

uncertain employment possessed a smooth, concave profile and one deposit 

of friable, mid grey – brown silty clay, further defined by mid yellow silty 

clay streaks and rare angular – sub-angular flint fragments (Fill 3). The 

complete excavation of Fill 3 gleaned only animal bone. Indeed, readers 

should note that the subsequent investigation of cuts 19, 25, 29 and 31 failed 

to garner a single artefact or ecofact. 

 

7.2.4.2. Cut 19 is perhaps best interpreted as a circular post-hole with a diameter of 

c.0.30m. and depth of 0.14m.  Its concave sides and base enclosed a friable, 

mid grey - brown silty clay deposit encompassing occasional charcoal flecks 

(Fill 20).   

 

7.2.4.3. Circular Cut 25 almost certainly represented the extant base of a second post-

hole of unknown ancestry discovered during the fieldwork. The 0.20m. - 

diameter and just 50mm. - deep feature was characterised by an irregular 

profile and compact but friable, mid grey –brown silty clay deposit 

containing rare charcoal flecks (Fill 26). The close proximity of undated cuts 
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19 and 25 to the one probable post-hole of clear late 16th / 17th century origin 

(Cut 21) (see Section 7.2.3.2.) and indeed the near alignment of all three 

contexts is discussed at a later juncture (see Section 16.9.).      

 

7.2.4.4. The precise form, function and physical relationship of interlinked cuts 29 

and 31 remains unresolved. Both features were filled by a compact, mid grey 

– brown silty clay with orange – brown silty clay streaks / mottles (fills 30, 

32). 

 

7.2.5. Modern features (cuts 4, 33, 35, 41, 45, 47, pipe / soakaway). 

 

7.2.5.1. A full description of the seven modern intrusions listed above is held within 

the Site Archive (see Section 17.0.). However, worthy of observation here is 

the somewhat fortunate fact that only one of these features (Cut 47) impacted 

upon an exposed / recorded context of certain medieval or post-medieval 

origin (Cut 15). 

 

7.3. The watching brief. 

 

7.3.1. Following the completion of the footings excavation, C. G. Archaeology 

maintained a watching brief on the cutting of a 0.20m. – wide pipe trench and 

1m.2  sump / drainage pit by the main site contractors (Figure 13). 

 

7.3.2. A c.1m. – thick deposit of homogeneous overburden (as Layer 1 – see Site 

Archive for details) was first stripped from the area of the sump / drainage pit 

to expose the immediately underlying ‘natural’ Tunbridge Wells Sand. No 

negative features of any description were revealed as a result of this 

procedure, although one sherd of medieval pottery (c.1125 – 1225 AD) was 

recovered from the removed soil. 

 

7.3.3. The pipe trench possessed an average depth of just 0.20m. and thus did not 

reach beneath the local overburden formation (as Layer 1). No features, 
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artefacts or ecofacts of archaeological significance were discovered within 

the investigated channel.        
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8.0. POTTERY by Luke Barber. 

 

 

8.1. Introduction. 

 

8.1.1. The excavations at the site produced a small assemblage of pottery: 115 

sherds weighing 1.33kg. from 14 individually numbered contexts. The 

material spans the mid / late 12th to 17th centuries, though the majority is of 

13th to mid 14th century origin. There are only five sherds that fall within a 

15th to 17th century date range. Although sherd sizes are often small to 

medium (the average weight being 11.6g.) and there is some residuality / 

intrusiveness apparent in certain contexts, the material does not display 

extensive signs of abrasion / reworking.  

 

8.1.2. A number of previous investigations undertaken within the town and castle 

have produced better groups of medieval pottery. However, these 

assemblages either remain unpublished, or the reports tend to concentrate on 

imported wares (Dunning 1958; Dulley 1967). More recent excavations have 

to a certain extent rectified this shortcoming (Lyne 1999) although the wide 

range of local wares still needs further work. Unfortunately, the relatively 

modest size of the present collection and the general lack of feature sherds, 

has here precluded any wider study of regional ceramics. The main aims of 

the current pottery analysis were therefore to simply characterise the material 

and date the excavated deposits. 

 

8.1.3.  All of the studied pottery was divided into fabric groups based on a visual 

examination (using a hand-lens were necessary) of tempering, inclusions and 

manufacturing technique. Context groups were then spot - dated and the 

assemblages from each context fully quantified by fabric. Despite each pit 

group being of small size, that from Pit 6 is outlined below. No sherd groups 

suitable for illustration are present. 
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8.2. Fabrics. 

 

8.2.1. The excavated assemblage encompasses a comparatively wide range of 

fabrics, most of which are of local / regional origin. The fabric series is a 

continuation of that produced for a recent project carried – out at Westham / 

Pevensey School (Barber in prep.). Gaps in the sequence are fabrics present 

at the school site, but not at the present one. Fabrics marked * were only 

found at Post Office Cottage. Brief descriptions of the fabrics are given 

below. Numbers in brackets indicate the number of sherds and their weight 

for the whole assemblage.  

 
 Flint tempered wares. 

 

 F1 – Moderate / abundant flint (white / grey / black) to 1.5mm. Oxidised / reduced. This low 

– fired fabric is most probably of 11th – 12th century date (1/6g.). 

 

 F2 – Moderate / abundant flint (white / grey / black / dull red / brown) to 1mm. Usually 

oxidised but reduced vessels too. A medium to well – fired fabric. Unglazed cooking pots 

dominate, though there are occasional bowls. Some scratched decoration. Early / mid 12th – 

early / mid 13th century (21/202g.). 

 

 F3 – Moderate flint (white / grey / black) to 1mm. Oxidized / reduced. A quite hard – fired 

fabric. Later 12th – 13th century (4/21g.).  

 

 F4 – Sparse / moderate flint (grey / black / brown) to 1mm. with sparse fine sand and in 

some sherds very rare shell inclusions to 1mm. Reduced dark brown. Probably 13th – early 

14th century (4/32g.) 

 

 F5 – Sparse flint (white / grey / black) to 0.5mm. with sparse / moderate fine sand and in 

some sherds very rare shell inclusions to 0.5mm. A well – fired oxidised fabric of probable 

mid 13th – early 14th century (9/135g.). 

 

 F6 – Moderate fine flint (white / grey / black) to 0.5mm. with sparse fine / medium sand and 

rare iron oxides to 1mm. Probably 13th century (3/31g.). 
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 *F7 – As F2 but with rare / sparse shell inclusions to 1mm. Usually oxidised but reduced 

vessels too. A medium to well – fired fabric. Unglazed cooking pots dominate. Mid / Late 

12th – mid 13th century (37/320g.). 

 

 Flint and sand tempered wares. 

 

 Q + F1 – Moderate medium sand with rare / sparse flint (white / grey / red) to 0.5mm. A well 

– fired oxidised fabric of probable early / mid 13th – early / mid 14th century (3/23g.). 

 

 Q + F2 – Abundant fine sand with sparse flint (white) and rare chalk to 1.5mm. Reduced. 

Medium – fired. ?Late12th – 13th century (1/3g.).  

 

 Q + F3 – Moderate fine / medium sand with sparse flint (white / grey / red) to 0.5mm. Well – 

fired. Usually oxidised sparsely glazed jugs, though cooking pots are also present. 13th – 

early 14th century (7/233g.). 

 

 Shell tempered wares. 

 

 *S + Q1 – Abundant shell to 2mm. and sparse fine / medium sand. A low / medium – fired 

reduced fabric. Late 12th – mid 13th century (4/53g.).  

 

 *S + Q2 – Sparse / moderate shell to 1mm. and sparse / moderate fine / medium sand. A 

medium to well – fired reduced fabric. Cooking pots with applied thumbed strips were the 

only noticed forms (Fill 9). This fabric is common in the Weald during the 13th century 

(6/113g.). 

 

 Medium / coarse sand tempered wares.  

 

 Q1 – Abundant medium / coarse sand, very occasionally with rare white flint inclusions. 

Medium – fired oxidised ware. Both a cooking pot and jug with thumbed base were noted. 

Possibly Ringmer. Mid 13th – mid / late 14th century (2/29g.). 

 

 Q3 – Moderate / abundant medium / coarse sand with rare iron oxide inclusions to 0.5mm. A 

well – fired oxidised fabric. Probably Rye. Late 13th – 14th century (1/4g.). 

 

 *Q5 – Sparse / moderate medium sand. A quite hard – fired fabric, usually oxidised. 

Cooking pots with spots of glaze were the only form noted. 14th – early 15th century (2/24g.). 

 

 Fine sand tempered wares. 
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 Q(f)1 – Sparse very fine sand. A ‘powdery’ oxidised fabric. Only a jug noted. Late 13th – 

14th century (1/2g.). 

 

 Q(f)2 – Moderate fine sand with rare iron oxides. A well – fired fabric oxidised brick red. 

Glazed jug noted. Rye ware. Late 13th – 14th century (1/14g.). 

 

 *Q(f)4 – Sparse / moderate fine sand and rare iron oxides. A hand – fired purple fabric. An 

unglazed jug with drips of white slip was the only vessel recognised. Possibly over – fired 

Rye ware. 14th – early 15th century (1/7g.). 

 

 Imported medieval wares. 

 

 *WW1 – Sparse medium sand tempered unglazed whiteware with sparse iron oxides to 

2mm. Probably a fine Normandy product. Mid / late 12th – mid / late 13th century (2/14g.). 

 

 Transitional and post-medieval wares. 

 

 HFSE1 – Hard – fired sandy earthenware with reduced surfaces. 15th – mid 16th century 

(1/13g.). 

 

 *HFE1 – Hard – fired untempered earthenware with reduced surfaces. 17th century (2/47g.). 

 

 *BORY – White Borderware with yellow glaze. 17th century (2/4g.).  
  

8.3. Discussion. 

 

8.3.1. Excluding a few possible residual early 12th century sherds, the earliest 

pottery on the site is from Pit 11 (Fill 12) which produced a mere 13 pieces 

from cooking pots and a tubular handled skillet. These consisted entirely of 

unabraded F2 and F7 sherds. The absence of harder - fired flint tempered 

wares and shelly wares suggests a mid 12th to early 13th century date. 

 

8.3.2. The four fills found within Pit 6 produced a total of 73 sherds weighing 898g. 

(Table 1). Few feature sherds are present and dating therefore relies more 

heavily on fabrics than one may like. 
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Table 1: Pottery from Pit 6 (fills 7, 8, 9, 10). 

 
Fabric Context 7 

No./Weight
Context 8 
No./Weight

Context 9 
No./Weight 

Context 
10 

No./Weight
Suggested 

deposition date 
Late C13th – 
Mid C14th 

Mid / late 
C13th  

Mid / late 
C13th   

Mid / late 
C13th  

 
F1 1/6g - - - 
F2 3/26g 7/45g - 2/21g 
F3 1/5g - - 3/16g 
F4 3/24g - - - 
F5 2/21g - - 2/49g 
F6 2/18g - - - 
F7 7/75g 5/30g - 10/82g 

Q + F1 3/23g - - - 
Q + F2 - 1/3g - - 
Q + F3 6/205g - - 1/28g 
S + Q1 - 1/23g - 3/30g 
S + Q2 - - 5/110g - 

Q1 2/29g - - - 
Q(f)1 1/2g - - - 
Q(f)2 1/14g - - - 

HFSE1 
(intrusive?) 

1/13g    

Total 33/461g 14/101g 5/110g 21/226g 
 
 
8.3.3. There is clearly a residual element in at least three of the contexts tabulated 

above (fills 7, 8, 10) most notably the uppermost horizon (Fill 7). However, 

the extent of this is difficult to gauge due to the continuation of relatively 

coarse flint tempered vessels through the 13th century in this part of East 

Sussex. The gradual evolution of these wares, most notably the reduction in 

the quantity / coarseness of the flint and increase in firing / hardness, often 

makes division by both fabric group and chronology, difficult. It is quite 

clear that some of these hard - fired refined vessels continue into the 14th 

century, though by this time the flint is notably sparse. Of particular note is a 

cracked club - like rim from a cooking pot in Fabric F5 (Fill 10) which must 

be a ‘second’ and probably derives from the local kiln (Lyne 1999). The 

presence of the shell and sand tempered wares is also interesting. These 

fabrics are typical of the Weald in the 13th century, although the tradition, 
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albeit refined, is continued into the 14th century by the ‘Winchelsea Black’ 

wares (Barton 1979). Their presence here, in an area normally dominated by 

flint tempered fabrics during the 13th century, hints at contact with the Weald 

to the north. The assemblage from Context 7 is notably more varied than in 

the lower fills. This is due to the presence of later wares such as Q + F3 

glazed jugs, as well as good proportions of early 13th century residual pieces. 

The single sherd of HFSE1 may be an early example of such a ware, or an 

intrusive fragment (it was located at the interface with the topsoil). 

 

8.3.4. The source of much of the pottery is obviously local, some almost certainly 

being produced within the town itself. Regional wares such as Ringmer and 

Rye products are present, but only in small quantities. This is most likely to 

be because most of the current assemblage dates to the first three quarters of 

the 13th century and thus before the main period of Rye distribution so far 

west. The diversity of medieval imports within the town / port has already 

been noted (Dulley 1967 and Lyne 1999). The relative paucity of such items 

in the current collection (forming 1.8% of the medieval assemblage) may 

thus just be a consequence of the small quantity of pottery recovered. 
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Context F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 Q+F
1 

Q+F
2 

Q+F 
3 

S+Q
1 

S+Q 
2 

Q1 Q3 Q5 Q(f)
1 

Q(f)
2 

Q(f) 
4 

WW1 HFSE 
1 

HFE 1 BORY Comment 

1 (Drain)  1/4                     1125-1225 
1    1/8 4/50 1/13 5/64       1/4 2/24   1/7     1125-1375/1400 

spread 
7 

(interface 
with 1) 

 1/12 1/5 1/9   2/9   3/151       1/14   1/13   1275-1350 (resid. 
Late C12th-13th) 

7 
(top/mid) 

1/6 2/14  2/15  1/6 4/55 3/23  2/25      1/2       1275-1350 (resid. 
Late C12th-13th) 

7 (base)     2/21 1/12 1/11   1/29   2/29          1275-1350 (resid. 
Early 13th) 

7/8  5/35     4/25    1/23            1225-1300 (resid. 
Late C12th-e 13th) 

8  2/10     1/5  1/3              1225-1300 (resid. 
Late C12th-e 13th) 

9            5/110           1225-1300 

10 
(top/mid) 

  2/11    7/57   1/28 2/26            1225-1300 (resid. 
Late C12th-e 13th) 

10 (base)  2/21 1/5  2/49  3/25    1/4            1225-1300 (resid. 
Late C12th-e 13th) 

12  6/98     7/47                1150-1225/50 
14  2/8                     1150-1225 
16       1/4     1/3           1200-1275/1300 
18     1/15                  1225/50-

1300/1325 
22                      2/4 1575-1700 
24       1/17                1175-1250/75 
27                   2/14    1150-1250 
40       1/10                1150/75-1250 
44                     2/47  1575-1700 

Totals 1/6 21/202 4/21 4/32 9/135 3/31 37/320 3/23 1/3 7/233 4/53 6/113 2/29 1/4 2/24 1/2 1/14 1/7 2/14 1/13 2/47 2/4 115/1,330g 
 
 
Table 2: The Pottery assemblage. 
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9.0. DAUB by Lyn Blackmore. 

 

 

9.1. Three small pieces of daub with a total weight of 10g. were recovered from 

an uppermost surviving fill of Pit 6 (Fill 7). It would appear that two types of 

clay are represented, one with abundant very fine sand, the other with a 

harder, denser fabric; all three fragments are oxidised throughout. 
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10.0. FOREIGN STONE by Mike Seager Thomas. 

 

 

10.1. Stone of six different non - local types was presented for identification. These 

comprise a partially decalcified small ‘Paludina’ limestone, a coarse oolitic 

limestone, chert, upper greensand, flint and slate (Table 3). Of possible 

regional origin are the ‘Paludina’ limestone which comes from the Weald 

Clay (the nearest outcrop being a little over 1km. from the site) the flint, 

which is from the Downs or the seashore, the chert, which is water-rolled and 

was perhaps collected from the beach and finally the greensand, which 

although not of a geographically diagnostic type, is pitted with piddock holes 

and thus must again have a marine source. From further afield are the oolitic 

limestone, which is of Jurassic ancestry and comes from the West Country 

(or possibly France) and the slate, which is of Cornish type.  

 

Table 3: The retained foreign stone assemblage. 

  
CONTEXT 

NUMBER 

‘PALUDINA’ 

LIMESTONE 

CHERT UPPER 

GREENSAND 

FLINT OOLITIC 

LIMESTONE 
SLATE 

 Number of clasts / weight in grams 

  

7    *  * 

9 4 / 3920   *   

12  ** ** *   

18    * 1 / 550  

24    * 2 / 530  

 

* frequent / sub-sampled.  ** 1 / sub-sampled. 

  

10.2. The two long - distance imports are almost certainly high status building 

materials; analogous (if not necessarily the same) stone types having been 

identified in / recovered from a number of medieval buildings in the 

neighbourhood (Holden 1989; Barber 1999). The flint is struck by human 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 37

design and can therefore be interpreted as the by-product of dressing building 

stone. The other types are less easy to place. ‘Paludina’ limestone was widely 

employed for roofing, however none of the examples recovered from the 

current site had obviously been used in this way. Likewise, neither of the two 

remaining stones types (chert and upper greensand) display any evidence for 

having been utilized in construction. Indeed, the piece of burrowed greensand 

would be a most extraordinary choice for such a purpose.  

 

10.3. Nevertheless, all of the examined stones do have something in common — 

they are rejects. The oolitic limestone is too small for any practicable use, the 

slate is broken, the flint is a by-product, the ‘Paludina’ limestone is irregular 

in shape, burrowing has weakened the greensand and the chert is — shall we 

say — of unsatisfactory quality for building. In conclusion, it is suggested 

that all are reject materials and that their association was brought about by 

the construction of a high status building in the vicinity of the site. 
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11.0.  METALWORK by Lyn Blackmore and Christopher Greatorex. 

 

 

11.1. Four fragments of iron from three objects were found in an upper fill of 

medieval Pit 6 (Fill 7). One is a complete nail (Special Find 1) with a length 

of 35mm. The second is a 23mm. - long shank that tapers to a point (Special 

Find 2). This is probably from a nail, but as there is no head such an 

interpretation must remain tentative. Nails dated to the 12th century and later 

were found at the Old Farmhouse site in Pevensey (Barber 1999) although 

none are illustrated; others have been found at Muddleswood (Bennell 1994, 

112). The third find is a plain hook (Special Find 3) in two joining pieces. 

The shank is cylindrical in section (diameter 3mm.) the inner length of the 

shank 39mm. and the hook has an inner span of 8mm. Given the location of 

the site it is not impossible that, although unbarbed, this was a fish-hook; an 

example with smaller hook and longer shank has been found in Norwich 

(Margeson 1993, 118 – 20; Figure 119, no. 752). A barbed iron fish-hook of 

12th to 13th century date was found at the aforementioned Old Farmhouse site 

(Barber 1999, 114).  

 

11.2. Of final note is the single iron nail retrieved from the primary fill of Pit 6 

(Fill 10). This artefact (Special Find 4) was discovered in an advanced state 

of corrosion, but seems to have possessed a rounded head with a maximum 

recorded diameter of approximately 21mm. and a c.28mm. – long, possibly 

broken, shaft.  It is unfortunate that none of the three nails described here 

display characteristics indicative of any particular function, craft or activity. 

No items of non – ferrous metalwork were located during the fieldwork. 
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12.0. LARGE FAUNAL REMAINS by Patricia Stevens. 

 

 

12.1. Thirty eight animal bones from seven different contexts (fills 3, 7, 8, 10, 12, 

14, 16) were presented for examination (Table 4). Four species, namely 

Ovicaprid (sheep / goat); Bos sp. (cattle); Sus sp. (pig) and Felis domesticus 

(cat) were identified with confidence. The remainder of the assemblage 

comprised fragments classed as either large or small species, with two 

examples proving unidentifiable.  

 

Table 4: The animal bone assemblage. 

  

 SPECIES 

 Sheep / 

goat. 

Cattle. Pig. Cat. Large 

species. 

Small 

species. 

Unid. 

frags. 

 

Maxilla 

 

1       

Mandible 

 

2  1     

Upper 

tooth 

1 1      

Humerus 

 

1 1      

Scapula 

 

1       

Atlas 

 

1       

Rib 

fragments 

    1 8  

Pelvis 

 

2 1      
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Tibia 

 

 1  1    

Metatarsus 

 

     1  

1st 

Phalange 

1 1      

3rd 

Phalange 

 1      

Long bone 

fragments 

    5 3  

Unid. 

fragments 

      2 

TOTAL 10 6 1 1 6 12 2 

 

 

12.2. Table 4 shows that sheep / goat represent the largest number of identified 

pieces, followed by the cattle remains. Pig and cat are only represented by 

one fragment each. As is frequently the case, many of the large and small 

species fragments comprise chopped or broken long bones. 

 

12.3. In general, the species present would appear to be fully adult, although it 

should be noted that no precise age or size estimates could be made for the 

assemblage. A small number of dog - gnawed and eroded bones had clearly 

been discarded on the surface of the ground prior to burial. 
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13.0. FAUNAL REMAINS RECOVERED FROM SOIL SAMPLES  

 by Alan Pipe. 

 

 

13.1. The assemblage. 

 

13.1.1. Forty fragments of animal bone were recovered by wet sieving from feature 

fills 7 (Sample 1) and 24 (Sample 2). Of these, 21 were identifiable, with the 

remainder recorded as unidentifiable mammal fragments. The material was 

predominantly in a ‘good’ state of preservation with little surface damage, 

but was very severely fragmented with a usual maximum fragment length of 

25mm. 

 

13.1.2. The majority of bone from Fill 7 consisted of unidentifiable fragments of 

mammal bone with eight fragments of ‘sheep – sized’ rib and skull. Although 

heavily fragmented, the remainder of the group was identified as single 

vertebrae of herring family Clupeidae, probably herring Clupea harengus, 

conger eel Conger conger and cod family Gadidae, probably Gadus morhua, 

with single fragments of unidentified bird longbone and chicken – sized bird 

toe joint. Sheep / goat Ovis aries / Capra hircus was represented by a 

fragment of humerus and a worn upper premolar tooth. Probably due to the 

severe fragmentation, there was no evidence for butchery, working, gnawing, 

burning, pathological change or sub–adult animals. There were no 

measurable or complete bones and no mandibular tooth rows or epiphyses; 

therefore there was no available evidence for study of stature or age at death. 

 

13.1.3. Fill 24 produced only 6 identifiable bones derived from two fragments of 

sheep – sized longbone, a caudal (tail) vertebra of herring family Clupeidae, 

probably C. harengus, and single abdominal and caudal vertebrae of cod 

family Gadidae, probably cod G. morhua. There was an unfused fragment of 

sheep / goat distal femur indicating an animal in the fourth year of life or 

younger. Probably due to the extreme fragmentation, there was no evidence 

for butchery, working, gnawing, burning, pathological change or sub–adult 
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animals. There were no measurable or complete bones and no mandibular 

tooth rows. Therefore there was limited available evidence for study of age at 

death and none suitable for estimation of stature. 

 

13.2. Discussion. 

 

13.2.1. These two groups probably represent a mixture of primary processing and 

post – consumption waste. Both included vertebrae of clupeid fish, probably 

herring C. harengus and gadid fish, probably small cod G. morhua, with Fill 

7 also including conger eel C. conger. All three taxa are esteemed, 

commercially – exploited food species common on the south coast of 

England (Wheeler 1978, 63, 66, 150). Context 7 also included fragments of 

bird (perhaps chicken Gallus gallus) longbone and foot. Both contexts 7 and 

24 included fragments of sheep / goat, mainly from areas of good (rib and 

upper limb) and moderate (head) meat – bearing quality, implying 

consumption of mutton or goat from adult, but not old, individuals. 

 

13.2.2. The small size of each bone sample and the absence of wild ‘game’ species 

prevents any further interpretation in terms of dietary preference, carcass – 

part selection or consumer status. The absence of other wild species prevents 

any interpretation of local habitat. 

 

Table 5: Identifiable animal bones from wet sieved soil samples. 

CONTEXT 

/ SAMPLE. 

TAXON. BONE. NOS. SIDE. PART. FUSION. AGE. 

 

7 / 1 herring 

family 

vertebra, 

caudal 

 

1     

7 / 1 conger eel vertebra,  

abdominal, 

posterior 

1     

7 / 1 cod family vertebra, 

caudal 
1     
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7 / 1 bird, unid. longbone 

 

 

1 fragment    

7 / 1 chicken - 

sized 

toe 

phalange 

 

1    adult 

7 / 1 sheep/ goat 

 

humerus 

 

 

1 fragment    

7 / 1 sheep/ goat premolar, 

maxillary 

 

1    adult 

7 / 1 sheep - 

sized 

rib 

 

 

3 fragment    

7 / 1 sheep - 

sized 

skull 

 

 

5     

TOTAL   15     

 

24 / 2 herring 

family 

 

vertebra, 

caudal 
1 fragment    

24 / 2 cod family 

 

 

vertebra, 

posterior, 

abdominal 

1 fragment    

24 / 2 cod family 

 

 

vertebra, 

caudal 
1 fragment    

24 / 2 sheep/ goat 

 

 

femur 1 left distal unfused <3.5 yr. 

24 / 2 sheep – 

sized 

 

longbone 2 fragment    

TOTAL   6     
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14.0 MARINE SHELL by David Dunkin. 

 

 

14.1. Marine shell from seven contexts was presented for identification (Table 6). 

The 0.826kg. assemblage comprises four species: Ostrea edulis (Common 

oyster) Mytilus edulis (Common mussel) Buccinum undatum (Common 

whelk) and Cerastoderma edule (Common cockle). Oyster remains were 

found in all but one of the shell bearing contexts (not Fill 44) and account for 

c.96% of the total weight.  A small number of mussel fragments, plus one left 

oyster valve retrieved from the flotation of fills 7 and 24 (included in Table 

6) were not received for examination.  

 

Table 6: Identification and quantification of marine shell. 

  

CONTEXT 

NUMBER. 

SPECIES. QUANTITY / 

AGE. 

ENCRUSTATION.*

 

7 / 8 Ostrea edulis 

 

 

Cerastoderma 

edule 

Mytilus edulis 

3x left valves (3-5 

years); 4x right valves 

(4-10 years); 9+ frags. 

 

1x frag. 

 

Frags. from flotation 

of Fill 7 (not retained). 

Slight traces of 

polychaete worm on 

most specimens. 

Minimal burrowing 

sponge activity. 

10 Ostrea edulis 12x left valves (5-20 

years); 5x right valves 

(4-6 years); 7x frags. 

Traces of polychaete 

worm on 5/6 

specimens. Minimal 

sponge activity. 

12 Ostrea edulis 4x left valves (4-10 

years); 1x right valve 

(c.10 years); 2x frags. 

Polychaete worm and 

sponge activity on 10 

year old left valve. 

 

14 Ostrea edulis 1x left valve (15+ Slight polychaete 
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years). worm infestation. 

 

 

16 Ostrea edulis 1x left valve (3-4 

years). 

 

 

 

24 Ostrea edulis 

 

Mytilus edulis 

1x left valve from 

flotation (not retained) 

 

Frags. from flotation 

(not retained). 

 

44 Buccinum 

undatum 

1x adult (apex 

missing). 

 

 

 

 

* Applies to Ostrea edulis only. 

  

14.2. The quantity of marine molluscs in each of the contexts listed above is very 

small. However, many of the individual oyster shells do show evidence of 

distortion (examples in contexts 7/8, 10, 12, 14, 16). Indeed, the level of 

polychaete worm (eg. Polydora ciliata / P. Hoplura) and burrowing sponge 

(eg. Cliona celata) infestation across a broad age range suggests that 

harvesting has generally occurred in unhealthy wild colonies. The few 

mussel, whelk and cockle fragments could represent accidental intrusions or 

perhaps an inferior secondary food resource at the site. 

 

14.3. Oyster beds (both ‘farmed’ and ‘wild’) were prolific along the South Coast 

during the Medieval and post-medieval periods and access to this resource 

was possible for most of the local populace during these periods.   
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15.0. CHARRED PLANT REMAINS by Katherine Roberts. 

 

 

15.1. Introduction. 

 

15.1.1. Two samples were taken from fills 7 (Cut 6) and 24 (Cut 23). Sample size 

was 10 and 20 litres respectively. The samples were processed by staff at 

MoLSS using a siraf flotation tank and 0.25mm. and 1mm. meshes to catch 

the flots and residues. The flots were dried prior to examination under a low 

– powered microscope for assessment. The assessment revealed a large cereal 

assemblage in Fill 7 and a moderate assemblage in Fill 24. Small charred 

weed seed assemblages were also present in both of these fills. Both were 

recommended to undergo full analysis. 

 

15.2. Preservation. 

 

15.2.1. Charring was the main method of preservation of archaeological plant 

remains in these samples. Cereal remains were common and well preserved. 

They were quite heavily pitted, but in general their characteristic morphology 

was still clear and identification was not greatly hindered by this. 

Fragmentation was only a minor occurrence with these cereal grains. Only 

small weed assemblages were present in these samples and fragmentation 

made it impossible to fully identify all of the material. 

 

15.2.2. Non – charred plant material was present in these samples, however, due to 

the large amounts of intrusive rooting, it was decided to ignore this material, 

as it was likely to be intrusive and modern. 

 

15.3. Identification and recording methods. 

 

15.3.1. Charred plant remains were extracted, identified and recorded, except for 

heavily fragmented cereal grains and charcoal fragments. The abundance of 

the latter material was estimated using the following scale: + ≤ 10; ++ ≤ 50; 
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+++ ≤ 100; ++++ > 100. Flots were sorted using a low – power binocular 

microscope. Identifications were made using the botanical reference 

collection of the Museum of London Specialist Services and standard 

reference manuals (Beijerinck 1947; Berggren 1969, 1981; Anderberg 1994). 

 

15.4. The analysis. 

 

15.4.1. Charred remains were analysed by grouping the taxa based on habitat 

preference and use and with regard to possible cultivation conditions 

elsewhere where appropriate. Environmental interpretations were constructed 

using habitat information from British floras (Clapham, Tutin and Moore 

1987; Stace 1995). These interpretations were made with an awareness that 

plants in the sampled features could have come from multiple sources and 

that as identifications could not always be made to species, definite habitat 

preferences could not be reconstructed for all plants. 

 

15.4.2. Grains were counted individually (when complete) as were seeds and chaff. 

The total number of vetch / tare / vetchling (Vicia / Lathyrus spp.) was 

divided by two, as these were found in single cotyledons. 

 

15.5. The results. 

 

15.5.1. Fill 7 (Cut 6). 

 

15.5.1.1.This sample contained a large quantity of charred cereal grain, approximately 

80 grains in total. Of these, about 30 were identified as free – threshing wheat 

(Triticum aestivum / turgidum / durum) with around eight grains of hulled 

barley (Hordeum vulgare sensu lato) and a similar number of oat (Avena 

spp.). It was impossible to identify the species of oat grain due to the lack of 

chaff. There were also two grains of possible rye (Secale cereale). Four 

wheat rachis fragments were found, one of which was identified as a bread 

wheat rachis (Triticum aestivum / compactum). Apart from two fragments of 

culm nodes, this was the only cereal chaff present in this fill. Non – cereal 
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remains included seeds from plants that commonly grow as arable weeds. 

These included vetch / tare / vetchling, small–seeded dock (Rumex 

sanguineus / conglomerates / obstutifolius) rye-grass (Lolium spp.) and 

indeterminate grasses (Poaceae indet.). There were also seeds from wetland 

plants including possible bulrush (Schoenoplectus cf. lacustris) and spike-

rush (Eleocharis spp.). These seeds were present in very small quantities.  

 

15.5.2. Fill 24 (Cut 23). 

 

15.5.2.1.Around 30 cereal grains were present in this sample. Of these, around 20 

were free – threshing wheat grains. There were also negligible quantities of 

barley and indeterminate cereal grains. No chaff was present. Only a very 

small amount of non – cereal remains were present in this sample. These 

included a single spike-rush seed and a single grass seed.  

 

15.6. Discussion. 

 

15.6.1. The presence of large quantities of cereal grain accompanied by virtually no 

cereal processing waste, chaff and weed seeds is characteristic of a cleaned 

grain product. Cereal grain by this time would often have been traded and 

stored as a cleaned product, since it takes up much less space without its 

straw and is easier to transport in that form. It might be that the contents of 

these flots were the result of accidental spillage and charring when the grain 

was being dried or prepared for food. The non – edible plant remains might 

have been accidental remnants of crop weeds and chaff still present when the 

grain arrived on site, but subsequently removed prior to grain processing and 

disposed of by burning. However, since this was a very small site it is still 

possible that the cereals could have been processed nearby and the resultant 

waste disposed of outside the area of excavation. Alternatively, as cereal 

grain is much more robust than cereal chaff, particularly in a hot fire, the 

chaff could have been mostly destroyed. It should be noted that evidence of 

cereal processing – a large quantity of wheat rachis -  was found at the nearby 

Old Farmhouse site (Barber 1999). 
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15.6.2. The dominant cereal grain in the samples was free – threshing wheat. It was 

far more common than the rye, oats and barley, which were also present. It is 

impossible to tell if this combination of cereal remains was the result of some 

kind of maslin cultivation, a mixture of different cereals grown to stave off 

starvation when different crops failed, particularly wheat. It could also be the 

result of the mixing of several distinct and separately cultivated crops. There 

is also the possibility that the barley, oats or rye could simply have been 

contaminants from previous crops grown in the field. The dominance of free 

– threshing wheat differs from the aforementioned Old Farmhouse site where 

oats were the dominant cereal crop (ibid). At Post Office Cottage these 

remains were relatively rare and often their condition was too poor to 

definitely identify them beyond the level of oat / large grass. Whilst wheat 

was the preferred grain for bread in the medieval period, poorer people may 

often have had to make do with rye, oats, barley and maslins, depending on 

the area of the country and the local soil type (Dyer 1998). Wheat is thought 

to have been more commonly cultivated in the south of Britain (Greig 1991) 

as here the land and climate were more suitable than other parts of the 

country. Oats were also used as animal fodder and barley for brewing. 

Cereals were used to make pottages, pies and cakes (Wilson 1991). 

 

15.6.3. At the Old Farmhouse (Barber 1999) it was suggested that the presence of 

clubrush / bulrush might be explained by the farming of the reclaimed 

marshland surrounding the site. The presence of bulrush and spike-rush in the 

two samples under current consideration, may also be due to the cultivation 

of damp, reclaimed land in the vicinity. The vetch / tare / vetchling could be 

variously explained as a fodder crop, part of a poorer person’s diet (Dyer 

1998) or an intrusive arable weed.     
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Table 7: Charred plant remains. 
 
Abundance: + ≤ 10; ++ ≤ 50; +++ ≤ 100; ++++ > 100 
Sample Number   1 2 
Context Number   7 24 
Flot vol. (ml)   70 20 
Bulk vol. (l)   10 20 
    
LATIN NAME ENGLISH     
    
CHARRED MATERIAL       
    
Triticum aestivum / turgidum / durum free - threshing wheat 31 20 
Triticum spp. wheat 2   
Secale cereale L. rye  1   
cf. Secale cereale  rye 1   
Triticum / Secale cereale  Wheat / rye   3 
Hordeum vulgare sensu lato hulled barley 8 1 
Avena spp. oat 4   
cf. Avena spp. oat 7   
Avena spp. / Poaceae indet. oat / grass 11 1 
Triticum / Secale / Hordeum wheat / barley / rye 14 11 
Cerealia fragments indeterminate cereal 

fragments 
++   

Triticum aestivum / compactum rachis bread wheat rachis 1   
Triticum aestivum / turgidum / durum 
rachis  

free - threshing wheat chaff 3   

Cerealia culm nodes indeterminate cereal culm 
nodes 

2   

Chenopodium spp. / Atriplex spp. goosefoot / orache 1   
Vicia / Lathyrus spp. vetch / tare / vetchling 1   
Rumex sanguineus / conglomerates / 
obstutifolius 

small-seeded dock 1   

Rumex spp. dock 1   
Eleocharis spp. spike-rush 2 1 
Schoenoplectus cf. lacustris bulrush 4   
Cyperaceae indet. sedge family   1 
Lolium spp. rye-grass 1   
Poaceae indet. grasses 3   
charcoal   ++++ ++++ 
indeterminate seeds   10 1 
    
UNCHARRED / WATERLOGGED 
MATERIAL 

      

    
Viola spp. violet +   
Aethusa cynapium fool's parsley +   
Sambucus nigra L. elder +   
Juncus spp. rush   ++ 
Carex spp. sedge +   
rootlets   ++++   



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 51

16.0. CONCLUDING REMARKS. 

 

 

16.1. Six pits (cuts 6, 11, 13, 15, 17, 39) and one elongated pit or linear ditch / 

gulley (Cut 23) of certain medieval origin were revealed during the 

archaeological investigation of new foundation trenches located on land 

adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey.  

 

16.2. The excavation of these seven medieval features yielded a pottery 

assemblage assigned to the period c.1150 – 1350 AD. In fact, one can 

suggest that contexts 6, 11, 13, 15, 17, 23 and 39 represent an approximate 

200 year – long primary phase of more or less continuous activity at the site. 

 

16.3. The range of artefact / ecofact types recovered from the confirmed medieval 

cuts is clearly indicative of general waste disposal. Rubbish pits of this broad 

ancestry are characteristically found at the rear of contemporaneous 

properties. Sadly, no in-situ evidence for any structures dating to c.1150 – 

1350 AD (eg. beam slots, walls, post-holes, floor layers, hearths) was 

exposed within the narrow confines of the footings under consideration here. 

Even so, readers should note the presence on – site of seemingly rejected 

building stone, occasional fragments of daub and the disturbance of the 

development plot’s street frontage area by modern intrusions.   

 

16.4. The post – excavation flotation of fills 7 and 24 (cuts 6 and 23) yielded a 

large number of charred cereal grains, with free – threshing wheat proving 

more abundant than rye, oats and barley. Furthermore, the almost complete 

absence of accompanying processing waste (eg. chaff fragments) suggests 

these grains represent a ‘cleaned’ product (see Section 15.6.1. for full 

discussion). In his published report on an earlier excavation undertaken at the 

Old Farmhouse, High Street, Pevensey (see Section 3.10)  Luke Barber states 

that most of the arable crops found in local medieval contexts “are likely to 

have been grown on the surrounding reclaimed marshland” (Barber 1999, 

117). Certainly, the recovery of bulrush and spike-rush seeds from the Post 
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Office Cottage soil samples supports such a theory. Indeed it is odds - on the 

neighbourhood farms “were situated on the surrounding marshland but 

exploited a wide range of environments. Their produce was probably 

purchased at market in various states of preparation” (ibid.).  

 

16.5. The investigation of cuts 6, 11. 13, 15, 17, 23 and 39 also gleaned a small 

collection of oyster, mussel and cockle shell; cod, herring and conger eel 

bone, plus an iron fish hook. These discoveries undoubtedly demonstrate the 

medieval exploitation of coastal / marine resources during the period c.1150 

– 1350 AD. Features 6, 11, 13, 15 and 23 were additionally found to contain 

the bones of sheep / goat, cattle and pig. 

 

16.6. Surprisingly little evidence for the trade / ‘import’ of non – local goods and 

materials was uncovered at Post Office Cottage. It is true that some examples 

of retained ‘foreign’ stone must have originated from sources as far afield as 

the West Country or even France. However, much of the collated pottery 

assemblage is obviously local, with only a few sherds of Ringmer and Rye 

ware and two pieces of possible Normandy whiteware being identified.  

 

16.7. No cuts, structures or deposits dating to the years between c.1350 and 1575 

AD were exposed by the groundworks under current consideration. A 

description of how this period of time witnessed a steady decline in the 

economic fortunes and size of Pevensey has previously been presented within 

Section 3.7. Nevertheless, the possibility that as yet undisturbed mid 14th – 

later 16th century features lie just beyond the edges of intrusive excavation 

should not be discounted. 

 

16.8. The pottery recovered from post-hole 21 and poorly – defined Cut 43 

suggests the development site became a focus of renewed intrusive activity 

during the later 16th / 17th century (c.1575 – 1700 AD). Both contexts 21 and 

43 were thus broadly contemporaneous with the construction / early 

occupation of the original timber – framed house that now forms the core of 

Post Office Cottage / Camden Cottage (see Section 3.12). 
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16.9. Of course very few interpretive comments can be directed at a single post-

medieval post-hole. Yet, the close proximity of Cut 21 to a pair of undated 

contexts, also interpreted as post-holes (cuts 19, 25) may just point towards a 

temporal and functional link between all three (nearly aligned) features. 

Inevitably, the precise nature of this tentatively postulated association 

remains a matter of mere conjecture. Readers should note however, that the 

examined groundworks did not impact upon any structures of archaeological 

/ historic significance recorded by the studied historic maps or East Sussex 

County S.M.R. (see Section 6.0.). Cut 43, an additional undated linear ditch / 

gulley (Cut 2) and two interlinked features of uncertain form, function and 

origin (cuts 29, 31) proved resistant to wider interpretation. 

 

16.10. Seven modern intrusions were documented during the fieldwork (cuts 4, 33, 

35, 41, 45, 47, pipe / soakaway). It is thus entirely possible that this 

comparatively recent activity (perhaps related in some way to the former 

village post office / shop) has destroyed traces of other unrecorded medieval 

and post-medieval contexts, particularly across the important street frontage 

area of the site. 

 

16.11 The interpretation and detailed phasing of archaeological features located 

within the narrow confines of a c.0.45m. – 0.60m. - wide foundation trench is 

clearly fraught with difficulty. Nevertheless, the archaeological excavation 

and watching brief undertaken at Post Office Cottage has certainly provided 

further information concerning the origin and development of the medieval 

town. The failure of the groundworks to expose any in-situ evidence for 

extant medieval buildings is of course disappointing. Even so, the results of 

the project do appear to confirm that the core 12th / 13th century settlement of 

Pevensey lay in the vicinity of the present day High Street. Clearly the 

tremendous archaeological potential of the area has been confirmed. 
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17.0. ARCHIVE. 

 

 

17.1. It is intended that the full paper, digital and photographic records arising 

from this project will be collated in accordance with ‘Guidelines for the 

preparation of excavation archives for long-term storage’ (UKICI 1990) and 

deposited with the retained artefact assemblage at a suitable local museum 

(preferably in Eastbourne). 

 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 55

18.0. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS. 

 

 

18.1.  C. G. Archaeology would like to acknowledge Toby Snow of Elliston Homes 

Ltd., Dr. Andrew Woodcock of East Sussex County Council and Fiona 

Seeley, the Project Manager at Museum of London Specialist Services for 

their assistance during the project. Figure 8 is based upon a site plan drawn - 

up by Nigela Kent, Chartered Surveyor and supplied to C. G. Archaeology by 

the client. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 56

19.0. BIBLIOGRAPHY. 

 

 

Anderberg, A. 1994 ‘Atlas of seeds and small fruits of Northwest – 

European plant species with morphological 

descriptions. Part 4 Resedaceae – Umbelliferae’. 

 Stockholm. 

 

Barber, L. 1999 ‘The excavation of land adjacent to the Old 

Farmhouse, Pevensey, East Sussex, 1994’. 

 Sussex Archaeological Collections 137, 91 – 120. 

 

Barber, L. in prep. ‘The pottery’ within R. James ‘Excavations at 

Pevensey / Westham CE School’. 

 Archaeology South – East Report. 

 

Barton, K. 1979 ‘Medieval Sussex Pottery’. 

 Phillimore, Chichester. 

 

Beijerinck, W. 1947 ‘Zadenatlas der Nederlansche Flora I - II’. 

 Veenman and Zonen. Wageningen. 

 

Bennell, M. 1994 ‘Iron nails’ within C. Butler ‘The excavation of a 

medieval site at Muddleswood, near 

Hurstpierpoint, West Sussex’. 

 Sussex Archaeological Collections 132, 112. 

 

Berggren, G. 1969 ‘Atlas of seeds and small fruits of Northwest – 

European plant species with morphological 

descriptions. Part 2 Cyperaceae’. 

 Stockholm. 

 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 57

Berggren, G. 1981 ‘Atlas of seeds and small fruits of Northwest – 

European plant species. Part 3 Saliceaea-

Cruciferae’. 

 Stockholm. 

 

Clapham, Tutin and Moore. 1987 ‘Flora of the British Isles’. 

 Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Cottrel, F. 1937 ‘Notes’. 

 Journal of Roman Studies 27, 245. 

 

Dickinson, A. 2002 ‘Archaeological interpretive survey of Camden 

Cottage and Post Office Cottage, High Street, 

Pevensey, East Sussex’. 

 Unpub. client report. 

 

Dulley, A. J. F. 1967 ‘Excavations at Pevensey, Sussex 1962 – 6’. 

 Medieval Archaeology 11, 209 – 32. 

 

Dunning , G. 1958 ‘A Norman pit at Pevensey Castle and its 

contents’. 

 Antiquaries Journal 42, 205 – 18. 

 

Dyer, C. 1998 ‘Did the peasants really starve in Medieval 

England?’ within Carlin, M. and Rosenthal, J. T. 

(eds.) ‘Food and eating in Medieval Europe’. 

 London: Hambledon Press.  

 

Goodall, J. 1999 ‘Pevensey Castle’. 

 English Heritage. 

 

Greatorex, C. 2000 ‘An archaeological field evaluation of land at 

Pevensey Church Farm, Pevensey, East Sussex’. 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 58

 Unpub. Archaeology South – East Report 1254. 

 

Greig, J. 1991 ‘The British Isles’ within van Zeist et al. (eds.) 

‘Progress in Old World Palaeothnobotany’. 

 

Holden, E. 1989 ‘Slate roofing in medieval Sussex: a re-appraisal’. 

 Sussex Archaeological Collections 127, 73 – 88. 

 

James, R. in prep. ‘Excavations at Pevensey / Westham CE School’. 

 Archaeology South – East Report. 

 

Lower, M. A. 1853 ‘On Pevensey Castle and the recent excavations 

there’. 

 Sussex Archaeological Collections 6, 265 – 82. 

 

Lyne, M. 1999 ‘The pottery’ within L. Barber ‘The excavation of 

land adjacent to the Old Farmhouse, Pevensey, 

East Sussex, 1994’. 

 Sussex Archaeological Collections 137, 105 – 13 

(and fiche). 

 

Margeson, S. 1993 ‘Norwich Households: the medieval and post-

medieval finds from the Norwich Survey 

excavations 1971 – 1978’. 

 East Anglian Archaology Report 58, 118 – 20. 

 

Salzmann, L. F. 1908 ‘Excavations at Pevensey, 1906 – 7’. 

 Sussex Archaeological Collections 51, 99 – 114. 

 

Salzmann, L. F. 1909 ‘Excavations at Pevensey, 1907 – 8’. 

 Sussex Archaeological Collections 52, 83 – 95. 

 

Salzmann, L. F. 1910 ‘The Inning of Pevensey level’. 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 59

 Sussex Archaeological Collections 53, 30 – 60. 

 

Stace, C. 1995 ‘New flora of the British Isles’. 

 Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

 

Thompson, K. 1997 ‘Lords, castellans, constables and dowagers’. 

 Sussex Archaeological Collections 135, 209 – 20. 

 

Wheeler, A. 1978 ‘Key to the fishes of northern Europe’. 

 London. Warne and Co. Ltd. 

 

Wilson, C. A. 1991 ‘Food and drink in Britain’. 

 London: Constable. 

 

Wilson, D. M. and Hurst, D. G. 1964 

 ‘Medieval Britain in 1961 ’. 

 Medieval Archaeology 6 – 7, 323 – 4. 

 

 



Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 
C. G. Archaeology 
 
 

 60

CONTEXT REGISTER. 

 

 
CONTEXT 
NUMBER. 

SUMMARY 
CONTEXT 

DESCRIPTION. 

ASSOCIATED 
ARTEFACTS / 
ECOFACTS. 

DATE OF 
CUT. 

 
1 Layer of 

overburden / 
topsoil 
 
 

Pottery 
 
 
 

 

2 Cut of linear ditch / 
gulley 
Filled by 3 
 

 
 
 
 

Undated 

3 Only fill of 2 
 
 

Animal bone 
 
 
 

 

4 Cut of modern 
feature 
Filled by 5 
 

 
 
 
 

Modern 

5 Only fill of 4 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

6 Cut of large 
rounded pit 
Filled by 7, 8, 9 
and 10 
 

 
 
 
 

1225–1350 AD 

7 Fill of 6 
Precise relationship 
with 8 unclear 
Above 9 

Pottery 
Daub 
Foreign stone 
Two iron nails 
An iron fish-
hook 
Animal bone 
Marine shell 
Charred plant 
remains 

 

8 Fill of 6 
Precise relationship 
with 7 unclear 
Above 9 

Pottery 
Animal bone 
Marine shell 
 

 

9 Fill of 6 Pottery  
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Below 7 / 8 
Above 10 

Foreign stone 
 
 

10 Primary fill of 6 
Below 9 
 

Pottery 
Iron nail 
Animal bone 
Marine shell 

 

11 Cut of rounded pit 
Filled by 12 
Relationship with 
13 / 14 unclear 

 
 
 
 

1150- 
1225 / 50 AD 

12 Only fill of 11 
 
 

Pottery 
Foreign stone 
Animal bone 
Marine shell 

 

13 Cut of probable 
rounded pit 
Filled by 14 
Relationship with 
11 / 12 unclear 

 
 
 
 

1150-1225 AD 

14 Only fill of 13 
 
 

Pottery 
Animal bone 
Marine shell 
 

 

15 Cut of rounded pit 
Filled by 16 
Dissected by 47 

 
 
 
 

1200- 
1275 /1300 AD 

16 Only fill of 15 
Dissected by 47 
 

Pottery 
Animal bone 
Marine shell 
 

 

17 Cut of rounded pit 
Filled by 18 
 

 
 
 
 

1225 / 1250- 
1300 /1325 AD 

18 Only fill of 17 
 
 

Pottery 
Foreign stone 
 
 

 

19 Cut of possible 
post-hole 
Filled by 20 
 

 
 
 
 

Undated 

20 Only fill of 19 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

21 Cut of probable  1575-1700 AD 
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post-hole 
Filled by 22 
 

 
 
 

22 Only fill of 21 
 
 

Pottery 
 
 
 

 

23 Cut of elongated 
pit or linear ditch / 
gulley 
Filled by 24 and 27 
 

 
 
 
 

1150- 
1250 / 75 AD 

24 Uppermost fill of 
23 
Above 27 
 

Pottery 
Foreign stone 
Animal bone 
Marine shell 
Charred plant 
remains 

 

25 Cut of possible 
post-hole 
Filled by 26 
 

 
 
 
 

Undated 

26 Only fill of 25 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

27 Primary fill of 23 
Below 24 
 

Pottery 
 
 
 

 

28 Layer of 
overburden 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

29 Cut of uncertain 
character 
Filled by 30 
Relationship with 
31 / 32 unclear 

 
 
 
 

Undated 

30 Only fill of 29 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

31 Cut of uncertain 
character 
Filled by 32 
Relationship with 
29 / 30 unclear 

 
 
 
 

Undated 

32 Only fill of 31   
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33 Cut of modern 
feature 
Filled by 34 
Not investigated 

 
 
 
 

Modern 

34 Fill of 33 
Not investigated 
 

 
 
 
 

 

35 Cut of modern 
linear feature 
Filled by 36 
Not investigated 

 
 
 
 

Modern 

36 Fill of 35 
Not investigated 
 

 
 
 
 

 

37 Layer of modern 
concrete 
(base of old post 
office building) 
 

 
 
 
 

 

38 Layer of 
overburden 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

39 Cut of possible pit 
Filled by 40 
 

 
 
 
 

1150 / 75- 
1250 AD 

40 Only fill of 39 
 
 

Pottery 
 
 
 

 

41 Cut of modern 
feature 
Filled by 42 
Not investigated 

 
 
 
 

Modern 

42 Fill of 41 
Not investigated 
 

 
 
 
 

 

43 Cut of uncertain 
character 
Filled by 44 
 

 
 
 
 

1575-1700 AD 

44 Fill of 43 Pottery  
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Marine shell 
 
 

45 Cut of modern 
feature 
Filled by 46 
Not investigated 

 
 
 
 

Modern 

46 Fill of 45 
Not investigated 
 

 
 
 
 

 

47 Cut of modern 
feature 
Filled by 48 
Dissected 15 / 16 
Not investigated 

 Modern 

48 Fill of 47 
Not investigated 
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S.M.R.  SUMMARY SHEET. 

 

Site Code. OPP 05 

Site identification 
and address. 

Land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, Pevensey 

County, district 
and / or borough. 

East Sussex 

O.S. grid ref. TQ 6480 0494 

Geology. Tunbridge Wells Sand 

Project number. 05/ 03 

Fieldwork type. Eval. 
 

Excav. 

X 

W.Brief. 

X 

Survey.
 

Other. 
Standing building 

survey 
Site type. Rural. 

 

Urban. Brownfield.
X 
 

Other. 
 

Date of 

fieldwork. 

16th May – 21st June 2005 

Client. Elliston Homes Ltd. 

Project manager. Christopher Greatorex 

Project 

supervisor 

Christopher Greatorex 

Period summary. Palaeo. 

 

Meso. Neo. B. Age. I. Age. R – B. 

 A. S. Med. 

X 

P. Med 

X 
 

Other. 
 

Project Summary. 
Six probable rubbish pits and one elongated pit or linear ditch / gulley of clear 
medieval origin were recorded during the archaeological investigation of new 
foundation trenches located on land adjacent Post Office Cottage, High Street, 
Pevensey. The excavation of these features yielded a pottery assemblage dating to the 
period c.1150 – 1350 AD, daub, building stone, metalwork, animal bone, marine shell 
and charred plant remains. The additional discovery of a single confirmed post-
medieval post-hole and one contemporaneous cut of uncertain form and function 
suggests the site became a focus of renewed intrusive activity between the years 
c.1575 – 1700 AD. Five undated cuts, including a linear ditch / gulley and two 
possible post-holes were also recorded. No evidence for any in-situ medieval 
buildings was revealed within the examined footings. Even so, the results of the 
project do appear to confirm that the core 12th / 13th century settlement of Pevensey 
lay in the vicinity of the present day High Street. 
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