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SUSSEX ARCHAEOLOGICAL COLLECTIONS 132 (1994), 7-24

Dr V. Seton Williams’ excavations at Combe
Hill, 1962, and the role of Neolithic
causewayed enclosures in Sussex

by Peter Drewett

Combe Hill is a small causewayed enclosure on the north scarp of the South Downs

above Willingdon, East Sussex. First published by A. Hadrian Allcroft in 1908, it

with a contribution by
K. D. Thomas

was sample-excavated by R. Musson in 1949. More extensive excavations were
undertaken by the late Dr V. Seton Williams in 1962 but remained unpublished.

This article describes these excavations and relates the enclosure to those of similar

date in Sussex.

INTRODUCTION

one of the smallest causewayed enclosures in

Britain, being only about 0.6 ha in area (Fig.
1). Two circuits of discontinuous banks and ditches
are clearly visible although the inner circuit is much
clearer than the outer circuit. The bank survives in
places to a maximum of 0.5 m high. On the north
side the enclosure is open to the steep natural scarp
slope of the South Downs (Fig. 2).

Combe Hill was first recorded by A. Hadrian
Allcroft in his 1908 Earthworks of England. There it
was recorded with others as ‘small camps . . . where
the vallum and outer ditch have the slightest relief’.
Dr E. Cecil Curwen published a detailed plan of the
earthworks in his Prehistoric Sussex (1929). For this
survey the discontinuous ditches were confirmed
by percussion of the ground (bowsing). Dr Eliot
Curwen then included Combe Hill in his classic
paper on ‘Neolithic Camps’ (1930).

T he enclosure on Combe Hill (TQ 574 021) is

R. MUSSON’S EXCAVATIONS, 1949

In August 1949, Mr Reginald Musson excavated two
ditch terminals and the causeway between them,
together with part of two banks (Fig. 3, X). The bank
and causeway excavations revealed no features and
only a few sherds of Iron Age-Romano-British
pottery were found. All other finds came from the
ditch. It appears that nothing was found in a primary
context, the bottom 300 mm of the ditch being filled
with clean chalk rubble. Between 15 cm and 53 cm
was found a dump of some 912 sherds of Neolithic

pottery of the Ebbsfleet tradition. Associated with
these were ox and pig bones, an end scraper, a leaf-
shaped arrowhead and two sandstone rubbing
stones (Musson 1950).

Associated with the Ebbsfleet pottery was a
possible hearth, and charcoal identified by J. Cecil
Maby as ash, hazel and hawthorn. As Mr Maby points
out, ‘The ash is a change from common oak, which,
with hazel and hawthorn is more usual, and is of some
interest here to that extent.” (Musson 1950). Oak is
more common on early Neolithic sites, so does the
Combe Hill assemblage perhaps represent secondary
regeneration of scrub in the area? A sample of this
charcoal was submitted for Carbon 14 dating which
gave a date of 4590100 sr (I-11,613). In radiocarbon
years this is 2640+100 bc, but if calibrated would
indicate a date of about 3400£100 sc.

V. SETON WILLIAMS’ EXCAVATIONS, 1962

Dr Seton Williams’ excavations at Combe Hill took
place from 1st to 15th July, 1962 with a field team of
some 20 volunteers. Twenty-one trenches were
excavated in seven areas lettered A-G (Fig. 3). The
excavation strategy was a mixture of trenches and a
modified grid system. There are clear reasons for the
excavation of some trenches but the reason for other
trenches is less clear. This may be explained partly by the
fact that the project was run as a training excavation.

AREA A

Area A consisted of a trench 19 m long and 1.8 m
wide, excavated across the inner bank and ditch on
its eastern side (Fig. 4). Little survived of the bank
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V. SETON WILLIAMS’” EXCAVATIONS AT COMBE HILL 9

Fig. 2. Combe Hill. Air view of 1962 excavations. (Photograph J. Boyden, copyright reserved.)

other than a low spread of coarse chalk rubble (Fig.
5, Layer §) over a preserved rise in the chalk (Fig. S,
Layer 6). Given the apparent absence of a buried land
surface it is possible that Layer 5 is in fact the eroded
surface of the preserved natural chalk. No evidence
of revetment was located, so the bank was presumably
a simple dump bank.

The ditch excavated was a maximum of 1 m in
depth below the current land surface, and some 2 m
wide (Fig. 6). The section and photographs indicate
natural rapid silting of the ditch with coarse
chalk rubble (Layers 11 & 13) followed by gradual
silting, probably under grass cover (Layers 7, 8 & 9).
Seventy-one flint flakes were found in Layer 1, two
in Layer 7, and 19 in Layer 8. Pottery, possibly of
Romano-British date, from Layers 1 and 10 is
referred to in the site notebooks, but could not be
located in the surviving finds. The notebooks also

refer to a now lost leaf-shaped arrowhead from
Layer 10.

AREA B

Area B consisted of an east-west trench cut across
the external bank and ditch, together with the
excavation of an area of the ditch to the north (Fig.
3). Layer 6 (Fig. 7) may represent the eroded remains
of the bank but Layer 7 appears to be the excavated
preserved rise in the natural chalk under the bank
(Fig. 8). The ditch was some 1 m deep and apparently
naturally silted in, with coarse chalk rubble (Layers
4 & 5). A shallow feature dug into the top of the
ditch silts (Layers 2 & 3) appears to be of Romano-
British date. Layer 1 produced 22 sherds of Romano-
British date, while Layer 2 produced 13. The site
notebooks state that ‘no significant finds" were
recorded from the ditch.
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Fig. 3. Combe Hill. Plan of enclosure and location of Musson’s 1949 excavations (X) and Seton-Willliams’ 1962 excavations (A-G).

Fig. 4. Combe Hill 1962. Area A from the east. Scale: 6 ft.

AREA C
Area C consisted of the excavation of an inner

circle causeway on the eastern side (Fig. 9). The
area was excavated using a modified grid system.
Solid chalk was found some 300 mm below the
surface in all trenches. Within the 300 mm, chalk
rubble and two soil layers were noted. All finds
other than one fire-cracked flint were recovered
from Layer 1. These consisted of 278 pieces of
struck flint, including 188 primary flakes with
cortex. This perhaps indicates some core preparation

on the causeway.

AREA D
Area D consisted of two 4 ft squares which were

subsequently linked and extended to the east. It was
located at what was estimated to be the centre of
the site. Removal of turf and top-soil revealed a patch
of natural clay-with-flints. No finds were recorded.
In 1983 a piece of carved chalk was found at this
spot (Thompson 1984). Given the somewhat
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Fig. 11. Combe Hill 1962. Area L. Deposit of polished flint axes in situ. Scale: 6 inches.
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Fig. 12. Polished flint axes from Area E.

/. SETON WILLIAMS’" EXCAVATIONS AT COMBE HILL 15§

unusual nature of this piece, the possibility remains
that it was carved during the excavation and is not
Neolithic, as has been claimed.

AREA E

Area L consisted of a series of small trenches laid
out in a north-south line across the ditch of the
inner circle. The trenches were labelled E1-E7 from
north to south. This modified grid system resulted
in a series of ditch sections becoming more acute to
the south. The section of Trench E3 (Fig. 10) is
therefore more or less the width of the ditch,
whereas the section of ES cuts across the ditch at
almost 45° (Fig. 10), making it appear in section to
be far wider than it really is.

The ditch appears to have silted in naturally
with chalk rubble (Layers 4, 5 & 6). Twenty-
eight pieces of struck flint were found in these
layers. Layers 5 and 6 may have formed fairly
rapidly in the first year or two after the digging
of the ditch. The most important find in this
area was the deposit of three polished flint axes
found carefully placed in a line within Layer 4
in E6 (Figs 11 & 12). When the ditch had virtually
filled in, Beaker activity led to the deposition
of 25 sherds in Layer 2.

AREA F

Trench F1 was apparently dug in order to establish
whether the bank and ditch originally continued
around the scarp slope on the northern side of
the enclosure. Eroded natural chalk was found
immediately below the top-soil and no sign of a
ditch was recorded. Trench F2 also produced
negative results, with the natural eroded chalk
surface being just below the top-soil. Neither trench
produced any artefacts.

AREA G

Area G excavated the terminal of the inner ditch on
the eastern side of the enclosure (Fig. 13). The ditch
was found to be just over a metre deep and naturally
silted in. Most finds came from the surface layers.
Layer 1 produced 31 struck flakes, and the site
notebook refers to ‘numerous’ struck flakes and
potsherds from Layer 2. None of the artefacts can
be located. One sherd is described as having a
‘slashed and chevron decoration’. The other sherds
are not described and, given the context, were
probably Romano-British.
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THE FINDS

Not all finds mentioned in the site notebooks are present in
the collection given to the Society following Dr Seton Williams’
death. These reports are based only on the surviving finds.

POTTERY

Sixty-one pottery sherds were found. Thirty-five of these are
Romano-British East Sussex wares. The remaining 26 sherds would
all fit into a Beaker context. Five sherds (all from Area E, Layer
2), are comb-impressed Beaker sherds. Nine sherds are of
rusticated ware commonly found in Beaker assemblages, e.g.
Church Hill, Findon (Musson 1954) and Belle Tout (Bradley 1970).
Eight of these sherds were associated with the comb-impressed
wares in Area E, Layer 2, and one sherd came from Area E, Layer
5. The remaining nine sherds were plain, but of the same sparsely
grog-filled ware with small to medium flint inclusions.

FLINT

Six hundred and forty-eight pieces of humanly-modified flint
survive in the excavated collection (Table 1). It is clear from
the records that some flint flakes may have been mislaid,
together with the leaf-shaped arrowhead from Area A. The
bulk of the assemblage consists of core preparation flakes, both
primary (395) and secondary (233). No prepared cores were
recovered but 14 chunks of flint with rough (probably trial)
flaking were recovered. The only tools surviving in the
collection are three round scrapers and three polished flint
axes (Fig. 12).

Table 1. Finds.

EVIDENCE FOR THE ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING OF
THE NEOLITHIC ENCLOSURE AT COMBE HILL, EAST

SUSSEX By K. D. Thomas

Samples of soil from the excavations of Mr Musson (1950) in
the deposits of the western side of the inner ditch of the
enclosure were located by Dr Peter Drewett and sent to me for
analysis. I am grateful to Caroline Cartwright for help with
the laboratory work.

The soil samples had been taken in spits downwards from
the recent land surface; three samples were available for
analysis, as follows:

12 to 15 inches: dark soil with many flint fragments,
abundant roots, some charcoal and a few
charred seeds;
brown soil with little charcoal but
abundant lumps of chalk;
dark brown soil with abundant
fragments of flint and chalk; few roots
and a little charcoal.

Sample 15/21 may be mis-labelled and in fact be 15/18,
according to the table of layers given by Musson (1950, 108);
this table also shows that all of the samples were from the
Neolithic phase of the fill of the ditch.

The samples were extracted for land snails by the method
outlined by Evans (1972). The results are shown in Table 2. No
shells were recovered from sample 12/15 and only a few from
samples 15/21 (18?) and 18/21. The results from sample 15/21
(18?) are summarized in Table 3, in terms of the representation
of ecological groups. Both of the samples which contained

15 to 21 inches:

18 to 21 inches:

Artefact | Flakes | Flakes Struck Scrapers Fire Polished | Beaker | Romano -British
with 1 without Flint Cracked Axes Period Pottery
Cortex Cortex Flakes Flint Pottery
Layer ‘ ‘
Area A:
1 56 y )
7 1 1
8 12 7
13 | 17 10 2 I - o o
Area B: |
1 12 15 1 | | 22
2 2 ‘ 1 [ 13
3 1 1 | | |
4 38 51 3 ‘ ;
6 3 S | |
Area C: 1 J \ [
1 188 82 8 \ |
3 e [ L 1 ) |
Area E ‘ [
1 17 11 ‘ 1 \
2 ‘ 25
3 1 |
4 2 J, [ 3
S S | - 1 .
Area G: ‘,‘
1 17 14 [
3 4 | 1 L o )
TOTALS: 395 233 14 3 ’ 1 3 26 35
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Table 2. Mollusca from the Combe Hill Neolithic enclosure identified by K. D. Thomas.

Species

Sample
15/21 (18?)

Pomatias elegans (Miiller)
Carychium tridentatum (Risso)

Cochlicopa sp.

Pupilla muscorum (Linn.)

Vallonia cf. pulchella (Miller)
Discus rotundatus (Miiller)
Vitrea contracta (Westerlund)

Oxychilus sp.
Limacidae

Clausilia bidentata (Strom)

Trichia hispida (Linn.)

Helicigona lapicida (Linn.)

Cepaea sp.
Cepaea/Arianta

Total specimens:
Number of taxa:

5

—_—— N = DN =]

I w w |

+

w

22

10

Sample 18/21

o= = N | =% %

+

N~

Table 3. Representation of ecological groups of molluscs in Sample 15/21 (?18) from Combe Hill.

Ecological Group
Shade-loving
Pomatias elegans
Catholic
Open-country

Percentage
36.4
22.7
318

9.1

Table 4. Radiocarbon dates from causewayed enclosures in Sussex.

Location

Trundle

1. Primary silt (Ditch 2)
2. Primary silt (Ditch 2)
3. Secondary silt (Ditch 2)
4. Secondary silt (Ditch 1)
Whitehawk

1. Primary silt (Ditch 3)
2. Primary silt (Ditch 4)
Bury Hill

1. Primary silt (Ditch)

2. Primary silt (Ditch)
Offham

1. Primary silt (Ditch 2)
2. Secondary silt (Ditch 2)
Combe Hill

1. Secondary silt (Ditch 2)

No. of Taxa

S

1
3
1

Radiocarbon date (bc)

3290+140

3090£170

2910£100
289595

2750£130
2695495

2730+80
2620+80

2975480
2790+60

2640£110

Calibrated date (BC)

4320-4010
4190-3900
3690
3690

3500-3410
3500-3410

3500-3410
3450

3710
3650-3540

3400

Lab. No.

I-11615
I-11616
[-11612
I-11614

[-11846
1-11847

HAR 3596
HAR 3595

BM 1414
BM 1415

I-11613
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shells are dominated by shade-preferring species. The assemblage
from sample 15/21 (18?) contains only two specimens of an
open-country taxon (Pupilla muscorum) and is otherwise
composed of shade-loving elements with compatible catholic
elements plus Pomatias elegans. A few cheek teeth of the bank
vole Clethrionomys glareolus (Schreber) were recovered from this
latter sample; this mammal has a strong preference for woodland

and similarly shaded microhabitats.

Although the data from this site are rather sparse, it appears
that the enclosure may have been constructed in shaded
conditions or in an area which had only recently been cleared
of woodland. Similar and more detailed environmental
interpretations have been made for other Neolithic enclosures
in Sussex (Thomas 1977).

THE ROLE OF NEOLITHIC ENCLOSURES
IN SUSSEX

Six enclosures in Sussex may be dated with certainty
to the 4th millennium sc by Carbon 14 dating or
pottery styles. They are the Trundle, Whitehawk,
Barkhale, Bury Hill, Offham and Combe Hill.
Limited excavations at Court Hill (Bedwin 1984) also
suggest a Neolithic date, while excavations at
Halnaker Hill (Bedwin 1992) were inconclusive. This
discussion is based only on the six certain sites,
although Court Hill is almost certainly similar to
Combe Hill and Offham.

Carbon 14 dates have been obtained for all the
sites other than Barkhale where excavations
produced no suitable material (Leach 1983). These
dates are shown in Table 4. The dates show clearly
that the enclosures are broadly contemporary, but
with the possibility that the enclosures were
constructed from the west to the east of Sussex. This
may relate to the direction of the introduction of
Neolithic ideas. Clearly the Trundle was constructed
well before Combe Hill.

I have argued elsewhere, based on site location
and the total archaeological evidence from each site
(Table 5), that it is possible to divide Sussex enclosures
in their final phase into two types (Drewett, in Drewett
et al. 1988). The Trundle and Whitehawk are
constructed on hill-tops (Fig. 14) with multidirectional
views (Fig. 15). They both appear to have been
constructed in areas of open country, and both have
some evidence of defence. Both have some internal
features and a wide range of artefactual and
ecofactual material, suggesting mixed farming and
craft activities took place in and around the
enclosures. These enclosures I referred to as ‘fortified
settlement enclosures’. In contrast Barkhale, Bury
Hill, Offham and Combe Hill have single-directional
views (Fig. 15), were constructed in woodland or areas
only recently cleared, have no evidence for defence,
no internal features, and only a limited artefactual
assemblage. They appeared to have a specialized
function, apparently away from areas of farming and
settlement. I originally suggested that they were areas

perhaps set aside for exposure burial (Drewett 1977),
but later widened the interpretation slightly by
referring to them as ‘unfortified ceremonial/ritual
enclosures’ (Drewett, in Drewett et al. 1988).

This division is based on the state of the
monuments at about 3500 sc. It did not consider how
the monuments may have changed in use over time.
The importance of ‘shifting meanings’ in the Neolithic
has recently been stressed by Julian Thomas in his seminal
work on Rethinking the Neolithic (Thomas 1991). He also
stressed the significance of the use of space, both
the location of the monument within landscape and
the use of space within the monument itself.

A case could be made that all enclosures in Sussex
started as small non-defended enclosures with a
ceremonial/ritual function. The inner circles at the
Trundle, Whitehawk, Offham and Combe Hill are
all about the same size as the single-ditched
enclosure at Bury Hill, that is some 100 m in
diameter. Barkhale is a little larger. A possible
territorial model published in Drewett et al. (1988)
suggested that the Ceremonial/Ritual Enclosures
were located on the edges of territories, whereas the
Fortified Settlement Enclosures may have been more
centrally placed. If, however, the Fortified Settlement
Enclosures developed out of earlier Ceremonial/
Ritual Enclosures, then these enclosures may have
originally been on the edges of former territories
but incorporated into new territories as the Neolithic
shifted from west to east across Sussex. Combe Hill, as
the last enclosure in this sequence, may hold the key
to their primary use, as here the original function may
not be confused by later activity of a different nature.

If we assume Combe Hill was originally constructed
on the edge of a territory, it may be assumed that as
Neolithic ideas came in from the west and the
monument is located with minimal views to the east
(Fig. 15), then the site was perhaps on the western
boundary of a territory. Monuments may be seen as
a way of ordering the existence of peoples (Thomas
1991) while artefacts may be seen as symbols.
Axes, for example, have been argued to represent
a singularly potent symbol in the Neolithic
(Hodder & Lane 1982). In this context the range
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LOCATION OF NEOLITHIC ENCLOSURES

FtO.D. Enclosure
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: Enclosu'ra
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ES EDGE SOILS
A ALLUVIUM

S GREENSAND
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Fig. 14. Location of enclosures in Sussex.
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Table S. Fourth-millennium enclosures in Sussex.

Enclosure Trundle Whitehawk Barkhale Bury Hill Offham Combe Hill
Trait

Location:

Hilitop +

Saddle + +
False crested F ¥ +

Visibility:

Multidirectional + +

One directional + + + +

Environmental evidence:

Open country + +

Woodland + + + 4
Construction:

Pit dug ditch + + + + + 4
Many causeways left + + + + e
One entrance causeway +

left

Dump bank + + + + +
Revetted bank -

Gate structure + +

Internal Features:
Pits ? +
Post-holes g 4

Construction Tools:
Antler picks + + + +

Construction By-Product

Industries:

Core preparation + + + + 4 +
Lithic Tool-Kits:

Wood cutting tools + + + + ¥
Tools for killing animals + + + + + +
Food/skin preparation tools + + + + + +
Fire making tools +

Lithic tool making tools + + *

Wood/bone working tools + + + +

Agricultural tools +

% of Tools to Waste:

>2% + § S
<2% .+

Pottery fabrics (see Drewett 1980):

I + + + + + +
Il + i %+ +

111 +

IV &

v - + +

VI M
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Table S. (cont.)

Enclosure Trundle Whitehawk Barkhale Bury Hill Offham Combe Hill

Trait

Pottery Forms:

Carinated bowls +
Open bowls
Necked bowls +
Cups

+

Other Artefacts:
Pointed bone tools +
Antler combs
Hour glass perforated chalk
(i) small with central hole
(ii) large with off-centre hole
Chalk cups
Incised chalk blocks
Sandstone grinding stones

+ 4+ + + +

Ecofacts
Seed impressions:

(i) Naked barley (Hordeum sp.)
Animal bones:

(i) cattle
(ii) pig
(iii) sheep/goat
(iv) roe deer
(v) red deer
(vi) dog

(vii) beaver
Marine Molluscs:

(i) winkle (Littorina littorea)
(ii) cockle (Cardium edule)
(iii) mussel (Mytilus edulis)
(iv) oyster (Ostrea edulis)

Hazel nuts

+ 4+ + +

Post 4th-Millennium Use:
3rd-millenium pottery in ditches
2nd-millennium pottery in ditches
1st-millennium pottery in ditches +
Round barrows constructed

adjacent to enclosures
Enclosure replaced by hillfort +

Human Skeletal Remains:
(i) articulated burials (in ditch) +
(ii) articulated burials (elsewhere)
(iii) skulls
(iv) jaws
(v) long bones
(vi) other bones

+ + + +

+ +

+ + + + o+

+

+ + + + + +

+ 4+ + + +

+ + + + + + +

+

+
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and location of objects within Combe Hill may be
important. Although only limited areas of Combe
Hill have been excavated, a pattern does appear to
be emerging. The western ditches (represented by
Musson’s 1949 excavations) contain symbols of
domestic activity, the tamed landscape, cleared,
farmed and grazed. Musson recovered a dump of
912 sherds of Ebbsfleet Ware, associated with
charcoal, domesticated ox and pig, and sandstone
rubbing stones perhaps used in food preparation.
In contrast on the eastern side, perhaps facing an
uncleared landscape or wildwood, domestic debris
was largely absent. Three polished flint axes were
carefully placed in the ditch on the eastern side,
perhaps symbolizing the limit of clearance or the
limit of human control of the landscape. Flint
knapping on an eastern causeway, represented by
278 pieces of struck flint from Area C, may have
significance in relation to the manufacture of tools
used in the clearance of woodland. Similarly
excavations at Offham produced symbols of the
wild, e.g. a beaver tooth buried in a small pit in the
outer ditch, and woodland clearance in the form of
a polished flint axe (Drewett 1977).

Those enclosures that remained on the edge of

cleared and wild landscape remained as Ceremonial/
Ritual Enclosures, a role perhaps enhanced by their
use as exposure burial areas (Drewett 1977). The role
of these, like the Trundle and Whitehawk, changed
as Neolithic ideas spread east, and they became
inside cleared areas rather than peripheral. The ritual
power of these sites perhaps remained as the sites
developed into Fortified Settlement Enclosures.
Indeed, this ritual significance perhaps became part
of the physical expression of the power of the ruling
¢lite who constructed the Fortified Settlement
Enclosure around the former Ceremonial/Ritual
Enclosure.
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Cissbury Ring
A SURVEY BY THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON THE HISTORICAL
MONUMENTS OF ENGLAND

by J. D. Donachie & D. J. Field A recent earthwork survey of Cissbury Ring by the Royal Commission on
the Historical Monuments of England (RCHME) is the first analytical
examination of the site since the pioneering work of Herbert and Christine
Toms in 1926. This paper describes the results of the RCHME survey
which, building on the work of the Toms, has produced the first detailed
plan of the extensive Neolithic flint mining complex set within the context
of the hillfort. A number of important points of detail were recorded
concerning the morphology and organization of space within the flint
mining area and its stratigraphic relationship to the hillfort. New
information concerning the earthworks within the interior of the hillfort
has also been recorded.

INTRODUCTION

survey of Cissbury Ring hillfort and flint
A mines was undertaken by the RCHME in

the Autumn of 1993 in response to a
request by the National Trust, the owners of the
site. The site, centred on TQ 13950805, occupies
a prominent flat-topped promontory which rises
to 183 m OD, on the edge of the South Downs, some
3 km north of Worthing. The main components
comprise a large univallate hillfort with counterscarp
bank, enclosing some 24 ha which contain evidence
of occupation and cultivation extending into the
Romano-British period. Most of the western half
of the hillfort interior is occupied by the remains
of shafts and spoilheaps from earlier, Neolithic
flint mines.

The site dominates the surrounding downland,
commanding extensive views south and eastwards
across the coastal plain as far as Beachy Head,
westwards to the Isle of Wight and northwards and
eastwards across the undulating chalk escarpments
towards the Weald. The underlying geology is
Cretaceous Sussex White Chalk overlain by a Clay-
with-Flints capping, which covers most of the site.
Present land use is restricted to permanent grassland
and rough grazing with hawthorn scrub occupying
the area of the flint mines.

HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL
BACKGROUND

The first known depiction of Cissbury appears on
Budgen’s Map of 1724 (West Sussex Record Office
(hereafter WSRO), PM 249) showing the hillfort
ramparts only. The 17th-century historian, John
Aubrey, had previously mentioned the site only
briefly in connection with a beacon, although he
gave no details as to its position (Aubrey undated,
332). In 1802 the site was surveyed by T. W. Huggins
who depicted the fort in simplified form, showing
only the defences and some interior earthworks,
although he did try and depict some of the larger
flint mine hollows (Huggins 1802). Huggins’ map
also shows a road from Steyning to Broadwater
running from the southern entrance of the hillfort,
across the interior and exiting via the break in the
rampart to the north. Huggins returned in 1815 and
surveyed two profiles across the fort from north to
south and north-west to south-east, but added
nothing further to his plan of the interior (WSRO
Add MS 18, 429).

During the Napoleonic Wars Cissbury appears
to have been one of a number of advanced infantry
posts deployed on the south coast (Victoria County
History 1905, 533). The Broadwater Tithe Map of
1848 shows the hillfort under pasture, with the
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defences to the north and south-west forming the
parish boundary between Findon and Broadwater
(WSRO, Add MS 24, 653). The Tithe Map also shows
under pasture the triangular area of land containing
flint mines which extends beyond the defences to
the south and is depicted as ‘No Mans Land’.

The hillfort also seems to have been utilised
during the 1939-45 war for the positioning of anti-
aircraft guns, as a memo regarding war damage from
Worthing Museum archives makes reference to
‘several gun pits on top of the camp’, including one
‘sunk through the floor of a Romano-British enclosure
on the N side of the camp’ (Worthing Museum Records,
memo from K. J. Barton). This evidence is
substantiated by an aerial photograph from 1946
which clearly shows several circular structures
constructed in chalk, clustered below the crest of
the hill on the north side (RCHME VAP 1946, 3081).
The remains of at least three of these still survive as
sharply-defined circular banks (Fig. 1, n).

The history of archaeological research at
Cissbury began with investigations which took place
during the latter half of the 19th century. A number
of the larger hollows were investigated in 1856 by
G. V. Irving, who interpreted them as reservoirs
(Irving 1857). In 1867-8, General Pitt Rivers (then
Colonel A. Lane Fox) undertook his first major
excavation at the site which was primarily aimed at
determining the chronological sequence of the fort
and the hollows (Lane Fox 1876, 378-9). He
excavated approximately 30 hollows to a depth of
about 1 m, concluding that they were used for
procuring flint, and suggested that they were earlier
than the fort. Unfortunately no records survive of
these explorations and it is now impossible to
determine either from surface or documentary
evidence which shafts were excavated. Pitt Rivers
also recorded and excavated three enclosures in the
interior (Lane Fox 1869a, 62-4) and he appears to
have been the first to draw attention to scoop-like
excavations inside the eastern entrance (Lane Fox
1869, 32, fig. 14).

In 1870 Canon Greenwell excavated at Grimes
Graves in East Anglia and demonstrated that
depressions similar to those at Cissbury were in fact
mineshafts. This prompted Pitt Rivers and others to
return to Cissbury to carry out further research. In
1873 Plumpton Tindall excavated below the hard,
compacted chalk fill of a shaft which Pitt Rivers had
mistaken for the bottom in 1867-8 and found that

the hollow was indeed the top of a filled-in
mineshaft. The death of Tindall prevented publication
of this discovery, although his colleague, E. H. Willett,
excavated another shaft in 1874 (Willett 1875) and
found that it had up to eight radiating galleries.

By 1875 Pitt Rivers had discovered that the
hillfort ditch cut through a mineshaft with galleries
running under the Iron Age rampart and further
excavations were directed on shafts both inside and
outside the ramparts (Lane Fox 1876). Pitt Rivers’
colleague, Park Harrison, excavated further shafts
in the years 1876-7 to add to the body of evidence
(Park Harrison 1877; 1878). No further work was
carried out at Cissbury until the early years of this
century when Hadrian Allcroft produced a plan of
the hillfort ramparts (Allcroft undated). However,
it was not until 1926 that the first detailed
archaeological survey of the surface remains was
published jointly by Herbert and Christine Toms.
The survey showed how much information Pitt
Rivers had overlooked, despite the fact that he had
worked at the site on two separate occasions. The
Toms linked their surface observations to the
stratigraphic sequence recorded by Pitt Rivers. This
suggested three main phases for the hillfort,
including a post-Roman refortification of the site
which was later confirmed by excavation (Curwen
& Ross Williamson 1931).

The excavation evidence indicated an original
univallate rampart and ditch of middle Iron Age
date. By the late Iron Age most of the interior was
being cultivated with the result that plough-soil was
building up against the inner edge of the rampart;
late Iron Age pottery was found in the lower section
of the accumulated material, with Roman potsherds
higher in the profile (Curwen & Ross Williamson
1931, 23 & pl. 4, section B). The excavation evidence
also confirmed the Toms’ observations that the
rampart was heightened and the ditch widened
adjacent to the entrances after this agricultural
phase, probably at some late Roman or post-Roman
date (Curwen & Ross Williamson 1931, 33).

Interest in the site then waned for nearly 20 years
until the 1950s when J. Pull and the Worthing
Archaeological Society excavated two mineshafts on
a spur to the south of the hillfort rampart. They also
excavated one of the mounds surrounding the shafts
which proved to be a manufacturing work-floor
comprising a solid mass of struck flint flakes (Pull,
undated).




DESCRIPTION OF EARTHWORKS
The letters in brackets refer to the letters on the plan (Fig. 1).

FLINT MINES

The earliest features recorded are those of the
extensive complex of Neolithic flint mines that lie
both inside and outside the hillfort on the western
slopes of the hill. These appear as a series of hollows,
ranging from 3 m to 36 m in diameter, the best
preserved examples lying on the north-western
slopes of the hill within the hillfort rampart. The
shafts clearly underlie the hillfort defences,
extending some 220 m to the south and 30 m to
the west of the ramparts. At certain points the slight
counterscarp bank of the hillfort overlies former
mineshafts and spoil dumps derived from this
activity are visible beside the bank. Around the lip
of many of the shafts lie a series of mounds, some
reaching to over 3 m in height. These have almost
certainly been formed from spoil extracted from the
shafts. A number of smaller mounds, up to 0.5 m in
height, are likely to be former chipping floors, and
a series of shallow hollows in them, for example
(a), could point to the position of shafthead working
areas. However, to understand these features more
fully, further excavation and research will need to
take place. An eroding area adjacent to one shaft
(b) was recorded by the RCHME during the survey
and consisted of a concentration of struck flint flakes
of various sizes ranging from large cores to minute
spalls.

A number of the spoil heaps within the hillfort
appear to be arranged in a linear fashion, often
following the contours. On the south side, for
instance, a well-defined linear spoilheap (c), 85 m
long and 0.8 m high, underlies and extends out from
the counterscarp bank, while traces of similar
underlying spoilheaps are also present outside the
main rampart on the western side. Some of the
mineshafts too appear to follow the contours,
especially those on the north-west slopes. From this
it seems reasonable to postulate that mining started
on the north-western side of the hill, probably in
the area now obscured by the hillfort ditch. Here
the hillside is extremely steep and soilcreep, which
would periodically expose the flint seam at the
surface, has been considerable.

Owing to the effects of later cultivation, it is
difficult to reconstruct the full extent of the mined
area. However, shallow hollows, undoubtedly
mineshafts reduced by ancient ploughing, can be
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traced over much of the southern part of the hillfort.
Excavations of two pits in the eastern part of the
hillfort in 1930 recovered flint-knapping debris
which indicated that activity related to the mines
extended over a considerable area (Curwen & Ross
Williamson 1931, 20). Further confusion over the
full extent of mining is caused by the numerous Iron
Age pits and Romano-British hut sites that cover the
north-eastern part of the hillfort interior. Despite
this later activity, the survey suggests that mining
covered a minimum of 9 ha and consisted of at least
270 mineshafts.

THE HILLFORT

Defences

The roughly pear-shaped defensive circuit of the
hillfort, the long axis of which is orientated north-
east to south-west, comprises a closely set rampart
and external ditch, supplemented by a small but
well-defined counterscarp bank on the outer lip of
the ditch. The rampart is clearly defined for most of
its circuit and on the north, west and south-east
where the hillside falls steeply, its inner face averages
1.3 m in height. On the gentler approaches from
the south and east, the rampart increases in height,
rising to 3.9 m above the interior. In the area of the
flint mines the rampart is irregular and it is very
likely that its course here was influenced by the
presence of spoilheaps associated with the Neolithic
mines. Elsewhere it is generally flat-topped,
averaging 3 m to 4 m in width, with occasional rises
and troughs perhaps representing a constructional
feature.

The outer face of the rampart is extremely steep
in places, especially on the west. Here it rises 8.6 m
above the bottom of the ditch. For most of its circuit
the rampart face is interrupted by a break in slope,
which in places, becomes a narrow ledge averaging
1 m in width. Other slight breaks of slope are evident
and these may well represent episodes of localised
collapse of rampart material.

The surrounding ditch is flat-bottomed and
narrow, with an average depth of 1.9 m. It generally
measures up to 5 m in width, but is 9 m wide at the
castern and southern entrances. A number of
undulations are clearly visible in the ditch bottom
throughout its circuit. On the south-western side
some of these scoops are well-pronounced, being
up to 13 m wide and 0.7 m deep and appear to
represent the sites of underlying flint mine shafts.
Elsewhere, the depressions are smaller and probably
represent quarry scoops dug to gain material for the
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rampart. A partially exposed concrete building
foundation, 4 m by 4 m, located in the bottom of
the ditch on the north-west is likely to have been
associated with the 20th-century war-time activity
that is known to have taken place on the hilltop.

The counterscarp bank survives up to 3 m wide
and 1.5 m high. For most of its circuit it is a
substantial bank, especially on the north and east,
although on the western side of the hill it is badly
mutilated. On the south-west the counterscarp bank
mirrors the irregular nature of the rampart, due to
the underlying flint mines.

Entrances

The main rampart is broken in four places, but only
the gaps on the east and south represent original
entrances. At both, the rampart terminals are
considerably widened and raised, particularly so at
the eastern entrance, thereby giving the impression
of a slight inturn. Here there is a gap of 1.5 m
between the two terminals, leaving only a narrow
entrance that leads to a well-defined causeway across
the outer ditch. At the southern entrance, the
rampart ends are correspondingly thickened and
rounded off and rise to a height of 2 m. Here, the
inturn on the terminals is well-pronounced and a
narrow gap 4 m wide is fronted by a well-defined
causeway across the ditch. The ground between the
rampart terminals at both entrances has been raised,
which suggests that deliberate blocking has occurred
at some time.

The counterscarp bank is absent in the vicinity
of the entrances and it was suggested by the Toms
that it formerly ran up to the entrance causeways,
but had been entirely removed in order to refortify
the main rampart at the entrances (Toms & Toms
1926, 63).

The interior

Much of the earthwork evidence for occupation and
early land use in the interior of the hillfort has been
considerably reduced, probably as a result of
ploughing during or after World War Two. Most of
the central and eastern portions are covered by the
remains of a ‘Celtic’ field system consisting of a series
of lynchets up to 2 m high, defining sub-rectangular
plots 0.2 to 0.5 ha in extent. These are mostly
orientated on an alignment parallel with the main
axis of the hillfort, but also radially placed within
the north-western end. Towards the west end of the
interior the lynchets are much more irregular in
appearance where the earlier industrial landscape
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was in the process of being reclaimed for agricultural
use. Shorter, less clearly defined lengths of
lynchetting running between the plots on both the
eastern and western sides of the hillfort interior may
be the result of later ploughing. These are, in turn,
masked by traces of medieval ridge-and-furrow.

A double-lynchetted track (d), up to 9 m in
width, originates from beneath the east terminal of
the southern entrance and runs intermittently in a
north-east to south-west direction for some 250 m
before being truncated by circular hollows. There is
a possible continuation of the trackway curving
round towards the eastern gateway. The track
appears to be integral with the prehistoric field
system as lynchets are present on either side of its
line. The course of the track has also been utilized
as the route from the southern entrance through
the interior to the later northern break, as depicted
by Huggins in 1802 and subsequently (OS 1879; OS
1898; OS 1899 and OS 1974).

The central and eastern portions of the hillfort
interior are honeycombed with circular depressions,
varying in diameter from 0.8 m to 10 m, which
extend eastwards from the flint mines in the south
and west. On the crest of the hill there is a distinct
grouping of larger, more rectilinear pits and platforms
which range in diameter from 8 m to 10 m. The pits
are, however, very shallow, averaging only 0.3 m
deep. The grouping appears to post-date the latest
phase of field system, with the exception of a
rectangular hollow (e) which clearly pre-dates a
lynchet; the latter alters direction in order to avoid
the hollow. Several of the hollows also appear to
overlie the line of the trackway.

There is a further distinct grouping of at least 11
closely spaced sub-rectangular depressions cut into
the two prominent lynchets which run parallel to
the rampart on the southeast. Each hollow measures
about 11 m by § m and up to 1 m in depth and the
grouping stretches for at least 300 m, up to the eastern
entrance. Although no direct dating evidence is
available, the form of these depressions is similar to
that of Romano-British settlements recorded in
Wessex, such as at Chisenbury Warren, Enford
(Bowen & Fowler 1966, 52). A number of smaller
sub-circular depressions to the south may be
associated storage pits.

Two sub-rectangular enclosures were recorded
just below the brow of the hill in the northern
section of the fort. The largest of these (g) (Toms &
Toms 1926, 56, fig. 1, IlI) is a double embanked
enclosure, 50 m by 38 m in extent, with a medial
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ditch up to 0.3 m in depth. There are at least five
clearly defined rectangular subdivisions within the
enclosure, with a possible causewayed entrance 3 m
wide, on the southern side. The eastern side has been
mutilated by two circular earthworks and a 6 m wide
circular depression which cuts the north side (n) is
almost certainly the remains of a 1939-45 gun pit
(Worthing Museum Records, memo from K. J.
Barton). The ditch on the west side clearly cuts a
transverse lynchet. Although partially excavated by
Pitt Rivers without any definite results (Lane Fox
1869a, 63), a Romano-British occupation date has
been suggested for the enclosure, based on an
assessment of surface ceramic assemblages (Toms &
Toms 1926, 71).

The second enclosure (h) (Toms & Toms 1926,
56, fig. 1, 1I) lies some 50 m to the west of (g) and
comprises a sub-rectangular ditch, 0.6 m deep which
encloses an area measuring 18 m by 28 m. On the
outer lip of the ditch is a bank, 3.5 m wide and 0.6 m
high, which is badly denuded on its south-western
side where it is cut by a number of pits. A break in
the ditch on the north-west may possibly represent
the original entrance. Within the centre of the
enclosure is a sub-circular hollow, 1.1 m deep. The
enclosure is certainly earlier than the field system
as a field bank abuts it. However, it is uncertain
whether it is of Neolithic date as suggested by Pitt
Rivers (Lane Fox 1869a, 63).

Two further rectangular enclosures (f), up to 30 m
in length and defined by banks 2 m wide by 0.4 m
high, are situated between lynchets towards the
western end of the Romano-British settlement
complex. These are likely to represent a more
substantial building than those of the hut scoops
nearby.

Two parallel banks (i) lie just inside the eastern
entrance; at best they are 0.4 m high and 3 m wide,
separated by a shallow ditch 0.3 m deep. The Toms
interpreted them as representing an enclosure which
had been largely destroyed during the refurbishing of
the main rampart (Toms & Toms 1926, 56, fig. 1, X).

Three possible ponds have been identified. The
largest (j) is a deep circular pit 12 m in diameter and
1.3 m deep, with a surrounding low spread bank up
to 3 m in width. Its dimensions and position suggest
that it may be a reused flint mine shaft. Another
flint mine shaft (k), 2 m deep, which may have been
reused as a pond, lies 35 m to the northeast, while a
much smaller rectangular embanked pond (1), 0.8 m
deep with surrounding bank, is located just below
the brow of the hill on the north.

A circular feature (m) in the south-western sector
of the interior, 21 m in overall diameter, comprises
a circular bank up to 3 m wide and 0.4 m high,
surrounding an internal ditch 0.5 m deep. The
feature clearly overlies a ‘Celtic’ field boundary, and
a pit-like depression on the western side is indicative
of an underlying flint mine. Previous interpretations
have included a barrow or hut-platform (Aldsworth
1983, 198), although the sharp nature of the
earthworks suggests much later use. The position of
the earthwork on the west brow of the hill may be
an indication of its former use, possibly as the site
of the beacon mentioned by John Aubrey (see
Historical and Archaeological Background), since it
commands extensive views along the coastal plain.

THE ENVIRONS

The remnants of a ‘Celtic’ field system are
represented by at least three lynchets running for
up to SO m on a south-west to north-east alignment
outside the eastern gate of the hillfort. These are
cut obliquely by a shallow ditch running from the
outer defences in a south-easterly direction. Traces
of lynchets or cultivation terraces were also observed
on the slope of Vineyard Hill immediately to the
east, below the southern rampart.

A very denuded bowl barrow (p), lying
approximately 130 m southeast of the eastern
entrance, measures 13 m in diameter by 0.1 m high.
Its north-eastern corner has been obliterated by a
farm track and a small circular depression at its
centre is characteristic of early barrow investigation.
The barrow appears to lie slightly below the
projected line of the most easterly lynchet, although
a definite stratigraphic relationship between the two
features could not be established. A second bowl
barrow, surveyed by the RCHME but immediately
west of the area illustrated, was recorded at TQ
13360783. It is possible that two Early Bronze Age
beakers known from Cissbury (Clarke 1970, 499)
may have come from one or even from both
barrows; their exact findspots are, however,
unknown.

A section of holloway (q) was surveyed. It was
depicted in 1808 as running from Sompting to
Findon via the ridge (WSRO Add MS 407). Although
it is now partially destroyed by an encroaching field,
the route is clearly later than the adjacent lynchets,
probably being of medieval or later date. A sub-
circular feature similar in size to the Second World
War gun-emplacements in the interior, lies close-by
to the east.
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CONCLUSION

The similarities in the key relationships identified
by Herbert Toms and the recent RCHME survey is
testimony to Toms’ ability to analyse relationships
on the basis of surface evidence alone. The RCHME
survey confirms and builds on these observations
by depicting the landscape of Cissbury as a whole.
It illustrates for the first time the extent of flint
mining activity on the hilltop, where in excess of
270 shafts are now recorded and provides an
indication of the extent of post-extraction processing
which took place in situ. In addition, the survey
depicts how the Neolithic industrial landscape was
reclaimed for agricultural use in later prehistory,
as well as portraying the extent of Iron Age and
Romano-British activity within the interior.

There is also numismatic evidence for the hillfort
being used as a refuge mint under Aethelred II (Bell
1978, 66). Although current opinion still favours
associating the coins with Cissbury (M. M. Archibald,
pers. comm.), there is no conclusive evidence for
this being identified with the post-Roman remodelling
of the gateways.

SURVEY METHOD

The survey was carried out using a Wild TC 2000
Total Station theodolite and a GRE3 data logger.
Main control points were established as a closed

traverse around the main rampart of the hillfort and
secondary control points added. Data was computed
using RCHME Mathshop survey software out-putting
to a Calcomp wide-bed plotter. Measurements of
archaeological detail were then added to the survey
framework, from the secondary control, by taped
offsets.
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Archaeological excavations at America
Wood, Ashington, West Sussex

by Greg Priestley-Bell

Excavations in advance of road construction at Ashington in West Sussex in

1993 produced evidence for Late Bronze Age and medieval activity. The earliest
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remains date from the 9th century sc and include a small pit containing four
LBA pottery vessels, a quern and a hammer stone. A large semi-circle of post-
holes dated to this period may represent an associated enclosure. There is no

evidence for subsequent activity on the site before the 12th century Ap when a

Sue Hamilton
Wendy Wood

boundary ditch was dug, followed by further division of the area and possible
quarrying. A substantial medieval building was constructed during the 12th century

and stood on the site until its destruction in the late 13th or early 14th century.

London) was commissioned in June 1993 by

West Sussex County Council to undertake an
excavation in advance of road construction within
the designated route corridor of the A24 Ashington
by pass. Remains of Bronze Age and medieval date
had been identified during archaeological assessment
undertaken by the Unit the previous month. The
purpose of the excavation was to record the
archaeology within the area to be destroyed by the
road construction.

The site is located within the historic parish of
Washington, the present parish of Ashington. It is
situated to the east of the village on a small round-
topped hill at about 44 m OD within an area of
rough pasture immediately north-west of America
Wood (TQ 134164) (Fig. 1). The underlying strata
consisted of Weald Clay containing bands of sandstone
and Paludina limestone. Two periods of activity were
differentiated, late Bronze Age and medieval, and
the latter was sub-divided into three phases.

T he Field Archaeology Unit (University College

PERIOD 1: LATE BRONZE AGE (Figs 3 & 6)

Features from this period comprised seven post-
holes, one stake-hole, a small depression, a small
pit, two short sections of possible truncated gully
or ditch and a layer, possibly representing a buried
former land surface. Post-holes 117, 123, 124, 351
and 358 lay in a curving pattern approximately 5 m
apart and all had similar diameters of between 60
mm and 80 mm, though with depths varying
between 90 mm and 380 mm. Late Bronze Age (LBA)

pottery was found in all of these, except 351 which
contained fire-cracked flint. One struck flint flake
was recovered from both the post-holes 117 and 124.
Pottery and/or flintwork was found in post-holes
87 and 197, and stake-hole 68.

Two broken halves of a block of heavily burnt
Paludina limestone were discovered within a small
depression (190) with a maximum diameter of 400
mm and a depth of 160 mm. A sandstone saddle
quern and a quartzite hammer stone were found in
pit 188 which had a maximum diameter of 1000
mm and a depth of 220 mm. The two fills of that
feature also contained large quantities of LBA pottery
representing four distinct, though incomplete
vessels: a large jar or urn, two smaller jars and a bowl.

Alayer (218) containing 5% fire-cracked flint and
5% burnt clay was located in one area of the
excavation. It extended over an area of approximately
5 sq.m and had a depth of 20-30 mm. The layer
produced one sherd of LBA pottery and a total of 42
pieces of struck flint, including 10 retouched tools,
a core and a flint hammer stone. One small sherd
of medieval pottery was also recovered. The material
from this layer did not appear to be in situ and had
apparently accumulated in slight depressions,
probably through the action of surface run-off.
Although the sherd of LBA pottery was abraded, the
flintwork was predominantly in fairly fresh
condition, suggesting that it had not been moved
far. The survival of this layer may have been due to
its position beneath a broad, low bank, identified
in earlier fieldwork, which may have protected it
from ploughing. The small sherd of medieval pottery
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may have been introduced by worm action.

DISCUSSION

The arc of post-holes 117, 123, 124, 351 and possibly
358 resembles one side of a circular or oval enclosure.
Unphased feature 116 (Fig. 4), a small depression, is
possibly part of this arrangement, and though
undated, post-holes 143 and 147 similarly may be
related. The site had been truncated to a greater degree
towards the south-east corner and further features in
this area had almost certainly been destroyed.

The burnt limestone block from the small
depression 190 has been identified as a probable
rubber stone used in conjunction with the quern
for processing food. The dimensions of the abraded
surfaces of the block and the saddle quern from the
nearby pit 188 correspond so closely that they
suggest that they had been used together. Pit 188
may have had a domestic function; it may have been
a cooking or rubbish pit.

Evidence of Bronze Age activity within the Weald
is sparse and previously recorded prehistoric sites
have usually been in the form of surface scatters of
flintwork or barrows (burial mounds). Although LBA
assemblages of pottery have come from elsewhere

in Sussex, for example Yapton and Heathy Brow (see
Bronze Age pottery report below), the Ashington
assemblage is the first from the Weald. The results
of studies of valley fill deposits and pollen suggest
extensive use of the Weald in the Bronze Age
involving the widespread clearance of woodland and
the establishment of farmsteads and areas of arable
agriculture (Gardiner 1990a, 42-3). Direct evidence
for this however is completely lacking, giving
particular significance to the results of the
excavation at Ashington.

PERIOD 2: MEDIEVAL (Figs 4, 5 & 6)

PHASE 1 (12th century ap)

The earliest phase of medieval activity is represented
by a ditch, an earthen layer and a single post-hole.
An area of cobbling in the form of a spread of small
pieces of Paludina limestone (164) probably dates
from the end of the phase.

A ditch (8) of average width of 1.5 m and depth
0.5 m ran east-west across the excavated area. It
contained a large quantity of mainly unabraded
pottery suggesting that it may have been close to a
settlement. It may be significant that the ditch ran
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Fig. 2. Site plan. All features, phased and unphased. Arrows show the positions of illustrated sections.
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parallel with, and a few metres north of, a straight
boundary shown on the Washington tithe map of
1839 (West Sussex Record Office TD/W137).

Layer 178 contained 12th-century pottery and
possibly represents an earthen floor within a building.
The spread of Paludina limestone cobbling may lie
outside a doorway of the supposed building. The
character of the building is considered further below.

PHASE 2 (13th century)
The features of the second phase of medieval activity
are identified from the ceramic and stratigraphic

Fig. 3. Site plan. Period 1:
Bronze Age. Overlying
earthworks are shown by

open hachures.

10m

evidence. Two parallel ditches of similar dimensions
(115, 186) (Fig. 6) were dug. They lay at right angles
to the earlier ditch (8), and one respected it and the
other crossed it. These enclosed two large unphased
medieval features (10, 219). These pits may have
been dug as quarry workings: the Washington tithe
map of 1839 gives the name ‘Stone Pit Field’ to the
area in the eastern part of the site. The pits were
subsequently allowed to silt up or were perhaps
deliberately lined to create ponds. One purpose of
the described ditches and unphased medieval
ditches 184 and 206 (Fig. 6) may have been to
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Fig. 4. Site plan. Period 2:
medieval period.
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channel water to the pond 219.

Two gullies (36, 165) and a shallow pit (121) (Fig.
6) also belong to this phase. They contained a large
quantity of mainly unabraded pottery.

PHASE 3 (13th-14th century)

This phase is chiefly represented by contexts
associated with the destruction of the building. The
features comprise three probable robber trenches,
five surface spreads of fragments of Paludina

limestone or sandstone, and a discontinuous soil
layer. Other, possibly unrelated, features consist of
a large pit, a small pit and four post-holes.

The three robber trenches (220, 258, 290)
measured between 850 and 1200 mm wide with
depths varying between 120 and 240 mm and met
at right angles (Fig. 5). Ditch 258 contained medieval
pottery and appeared to be contemporary with ditch
220 with a fill containing 13th- to early 14th-century
pottery. Ditch 290 was below context 177, a spread
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Fig. 6. Ditch and ponds sections, and plan and section of Bronze Age pit.

of limestone that produced 13th- to perhaps early
14th-century pottery.

Two spreads of Paludina limestone pieces (177,
244) produced late medieval pottery. Context 244
was a band of fragments running parallel with a line
of unphased double post impressions. A spread of
broken sandstone (276) was found above a patch of
broken limestone fragments 176. The size of the
stone fragments ranged between 30 and 200 mm,
though much of the sandstone had been broken in
situ and had originally been from larger pieces.

Two pits were found which could be securely
dated to Phase 3. The large pit 230 had a diameter of
between 4 m and 5 m and was 0.5 m deep. It had
possibly been formed, like pits 10 and 219, by

quarrying and contained a similar primary fill
suggesting that it had been left open and had become
a pond either by accident or intention. The other pit
(245) lay within the building.

Discussion

The pattern of the three coeval trenches 220, 258
and 290 suggests that they were robber trenches that
had followed the lines of two convergent walls and
the outshut of a building. The spreads of limestone
(176, 177) and the area of broken sandstone (276)
were above or partially within the fill of the robber
trenches and probably represented discarded
building material. The linear spread of limestone
244 also marks the line of a robbed wall.
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UNPHASED MEDIEVAL FEATURES
The large sub-rectangular pit (10) measuring
approximately 7 m by 14 m had a maximum depth of
940 mm. The uppermost fill produced a few sherds of
12th- to 13th-century pottery, but these may have been
residual. A second pit (219) was of similar size and
measured 8 m by 17 m with a depth of 510 mm. It
contained medieval pottery in its secondary fill (222).
Medieval pottery was found in the ditches 64
and 184, in the small gully 293 and in the small
truncated ditch 286, though always in insufficient
quantities to allow secure dating. Ditch 202 was not
excavated, and no finds were discovered in the
section cut across ditch 255. The ditch found in the
north of the site (332) was 1.6 m wide, broader than
many of the others. A flint scraper and a struck flint
flake were found in the upper fill.

Discussion

The unphased ditches 64, 184, 202, 206, and 255
invariably intersect or meet the early and middle
medieval ditches 8, 115 and 186 at near right angles.
This may suggest that they were all related to the
division of the area.

THE BUILDING (Fig. 5)

Elements of the building have been discussed under
the phased description above and the evidence for
its character may now be considered as a whole.

The evidence for the presence of a building in
the first phase is inferential. The cobbled area (164)
and the earthen floor (178) broadly fit the plan of
the later structure. The unphased, paired post
impressions (279, 280, 260, 264, 262, 267) may
indicate the character of the early structure. These
were between 30 mm and 80 mm deep and were
formed by downward pressure of posts set at ground
level. The diameters of the posts suggested by the
depressions were between 180 mm and 330 mm.

The northern half of the building is marked by
a band of Paludina limestone (244).

The absence of post-holes within the band
suggests the use of a sill beam packed under with
stone and not interrupted by principal posts. The
feature dated to Phase 3 runs parallel to, and
immediately north of, the unphased post depressions
279 etc.. The relationship, if any, between the linear
spread of limestone 244 and the double post
alignment 279 etc. is unclear. The post impressions
may represent a lightly built internal wall from an
early phase of construction subsequently replaced
or augmented by a sill wall beside it on the same
alignment. Alternatively, the line of post impressions

could be associated with some form of fixture such
as a fixed bench set against the southern face of the
E-W wall represented by linear stone alignment 244.

The character of the rest of the northern part of
the building is unclear. An unphased ditch (332)
may indicate the northern limit of the structure.
The areas of cobbling (164, 172) apparently mark
the position of an entrance.

The gullies 220, 258 and 290 were formed by
robbing out building stone on the southern half of
the building and on the outshut to the west. The
width of these, which exceeded 850 mm, suggests
that that part of the building was constructed of
Paludina limestone, numerous unworked fragments
of which were discovered nearby. The double-post
wall may have been retained within the building.
Ceramic ridge and roof tiles, and fragments of a
chimney pot were found in Phase 3 contexts
associated with the dismantling of the building. A
patch of burnt clay and sand marked the position
of an unphased hearth (243), close to which lay a
tumble of burnt stone (242).

The unphased alignment of double posts (279
etc.) and the two longest sections of robber trench
form a rectangle measuring approximately 11 m by
at least 8 m and, to judge by the length of robber
trench 220, probably more. East of the cobbled area,
and north of the post alignment, is an unphased
area 174 of possible earthen floor measuring
approximately 6 m by 9 m or more. The northern
extent of context 174 is marked by a group of
unphased post-holes 288, 313, 315, 339, 341 and
343 with no discernible alignment.

The likely overall dimensions of the building
would have been approximately 17 m by at least
8 m on the assumption that trench 220 marks the
southern extent of the building and that no lightly
built structure existed beyond. The building was
divided into two internal areas, one of 11 m by at
least 8 m with an outshut to the west, and the other
6 m by at least 9 m with an access to the west across
an exterior cobbled area. If correctly interpreted, the
hearth (243) would have been within the larger
enclosed area, 2 m south of the postulated internal
wall, which might imply that the larger room was
an open hall.

CONCLUSIONS

The evidence suggests therefore that a substantial
building with a minimum width of 8 m was
constructed in the 12th century. Having probably
undergone one or more phases of rebuilding, the
building was finally destroyed or dismantled in the
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Fig. 7. Prehistoric
flintwork: 1, 2 scrapers; 3,
4 side scrapers; 5-8 end
scrapers; 9 possible
projectile point; 10
double-notched flake; 11
hammer stone (X '/2).

late 13th or perhaps early 14th century. The width
indicates a structure of above vernacular status: later
surviving vernacular 15th-century dwellings rarely
exceed 6.5 m in width and are normally considered
narrower. That inference is supported by the

apparent use of stone for the wall construction.
Unfortunately, the evidence is so fragmentary that
it is impossible to make more detailed assumptions
concerning the original lay-out and extent of the
building.

THE FINDS

FLINTWORK (Fig. 7)
Three distinct types of flint are present within the assemblage
as a whole:

1. A dark blue-grey/black very fine grained material with very
few inclusions composing approximately 60% of the artefacts.

2. A mottled light grey/mid grey fine to slightly coarse grained
material with many small and a few large inclusions composing
approximately 30%.

3. A honey coloured slightly coarse grained flint with no
inclusions making up the final 10%.

Less than 10% of the total assemblage is patinated. Some iron
staining is present on the damaged dorsal ridges and edges of
some of the material from context 1, the top-soil, and probably
represents plough damage. With the exception of the patinated
and the damaged material, the assemblage as a whole is in
fairly fresh but not mint condition.

The worked flint is markedly different from the very cherty
variety naturally present within the soil matrix and had

apparently been brought on to the site from a source on the
Downs. The absence of thermal fracture surfaces on the
artefacts suggests that the raw material had been collected from
fresh exposures in the chalk.

Waste flakes

The waste flakes are predominately of hard-hammer
manufacture (see Table 2), with broad, unprepared and
sometimes crushed platforms, and represent debitage
associated with a flaking industry. Owing to the absence of
blades and thinning flakes, and the lack of associated platform
preparation, the small amount of soft-hammer material appears
to be part of the same or a similar industry.

Scrapers

The scrapers consist of end-scrapers, side-scrapers and discoidal
scrapers (included under Tool Type heading OS in Table 1), all
three varieties being represented approximately equally. Both
shallow and steep retouch is used on the distal and/or along
one lateral edge; the one exception being the scraper from
context 126 which has a very steep retouch on both the
proximal and distal ends as well as shallow retouch on both
lateral edges (Fig. 7:1).
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Utilized flakes

The utilized flakes (see UF in Table 1), showed non-deliberate
use-wear retouch on either one lateral edge or the distal end.
Although only four examples of utilized flakes with no
deliberate retouch were recovered, in many cases it can be
difficult to identify positively use-wear and a higher proportion
of waste flakes than has been identified may have been
employed to fill other tool type requirements.

Projectile points

The possible projectile point from context 336 (see PP in Table
1), is a modified flake with dorsal surface retouch on the lateral
edges and distal end (Fig. 7:9). The modification is limited to
the margins and no thinning pressure-flaking is evident. Some
modern damage to the proximal end is present.

Notched flakes

In two cases the notches have been produced by blows to the
ventral surface margins and one to the dorsal. On one piece
(Fig. 7:10), two notches have been used to isolate a section of
working edge that shows signs of subsequently use-wear (see
context 9, Table 3). Further deliberate retouch is present on
only one notched flake (see context 60, Table 3).

Core

One small (25 mm by 30 mm) worked-out core was recovered
from context 218. Flaking had been carried out in three
directions; the final sequence would have produced hard-
hammer flakes not larger that 18 mm by 14 mm. The unflaked
surfaces are heavily patinated and suggest by their appearance
that the core is a reworked older artefact. Considering the large
quantity of fire-cracked flint present in some contexts, the
apparent lack of worked-out cores might be explained by their
re-use as ‘pot-boilers’.

Hammer stone and hammer-stone fragments

The single hammer stone from context 218 is a broken flint
fragment, the original surfaces of which are thermal fracture
planes with a creamy white rind. Heavy battering and crushing,
with associated flake scars, is present on three crests. The
hammer-stone fragments (see HSF in Table 1), are struck flakes
of rolled flint beach pebbles that have been produced
spontaneously during knapping.

Conclusions
A comparison of the ratios of hard-hammer to soft-hammer
within the waste flake and flake tool assemblages (9.8:1 and
6.7:1 respectively), produces sufficiently similar results to
suggest that the soft hammer debitage is part of the same
flaking industry as the hard hammer material. The low ratio
of debitage to tools (4.55:1), and the lack of cores in any
quantity, may be a consequence of some stage of the initial
core reduction having taken place off-site and only selected
flakes having been brought in. The assemblage, taken as a
whole, therefore, seems to represent certain stages of a flaking
industry producing for the most part short, thick hard-hammer
flakes and a small proportion of soft hammer flakes as blanks
for scrapers and for use as retouched tools.

The flintwork from stratified contexts 63 (also called 206),
68, 119, 124, 188, 199 and most interestingly 218 (Tables 1 &
3), was associated with Late Bronze Age pottery. The general
nature of the industry represented in the assemblage and the
range of tool types is not inconsistent with a Late Bronze Age
date.

STONE ARTEFACTS (NON-FLINT)

Hammer stone (Fig. 7:11)

A quartzite beach pebble (86 by 74 by 28 mm) was recovered
from the lower fill, context 229, of a small pit (188), which
also contained Late Bronze Age pottery and struck flint (Table
1). Battering and pecking damage is present on all of its
circumferential edge and is apparently a non-deliberate
modification consistent with its use as a hard hammer stone
for knapping flint. The term ‘hard hammer stone’ is used here
to describe a percussor made of a material harder than flint.
Quartzite beach pebbles are not naturally present within the
soil matrix and this artefact therefore, would have been brought
onto the site from perhaps a coeval or fossil beach exposure.

Rubber stone

A piece of Paludina limestone (225 by 120 by 110 mm), a
variety of gastropod shelly limestone composed of a species of
Viviparus, also known as Sussex marble, was recovered from
the fill, context 191, of a small depression. A band of Paludina
limestone occurs naturally within the substrata and the
material may have been collected locally. The stone is heavily
burnt and is broken into two refitting halves. Two of the broad
faces are worn smooth by apparent abrasion, the maximum
dimension of the affected areas being approximately 170 mm.

Saddle quern

A block of calcareous ripple-marked sandstone (383 by 202 by
68 mm), possibly Horsham Stone, was recovered from the lower
fill (229), of a small pit (188). Some sandstones are present
within the Weald Clay in the particular locality of the site and
this block of material may have a local origin. One face of the
artefact shows heavy abrasion that has produced the concave
saddle-shaped profile characteristic of a quern of this type.

Conclusions

The hammer stone and saddle quern were both recovered from
a sealed context (229) which also contained Late Bronze Age
pottery. The rubber stone was from the fill of a small depression
(190) less than 1 m away. The average width of the abraded
surface of the quern is approximately 185 mm, which matches
the maximum dimension, 170 mm, of the abraded areas of
the rubber stone suggesting they were used in the same food-
processing activity. Thus all three stone artefacts described
above are likely to be part of the same assemblage and can be
attributed to the Late Bronze Age period.

BRONZE AGE POTTERY By Sue Hamilton (Figs 8 & 9)
Introduction: The nature of the assemblage and its
stratigraphic context

The prehistoric pottery from Ashington consisted of 109 sherds
weighing 1.78 kg. This pottery comprises a single assemblage
dating to the Late Bronze Age (LBA). The majority of sherds
belong to a group of four vessels found together in a pit (188).
The sherds from this pit are large, uneroded and conjoining
across the two contexts comprising the pit fill (189, 229). This
suggests that the group of vessels was placed or used together
in the pit and subsequently fragmented in situ, rather than
being a secondary deposit cleared into the pit after breakage
and/or primary disposal elsewhere. The Bronze Age sherds
recovered from two post-holes (132 (fill of 117), 124, 211 (fill
of 197)), a stake-hole (68), a shallow circular feature (120),
two lengths of ditch (63 (also called 206), 293) and two natural
gullies (119, 240) are of the same fabrics as the pit group. These
sherds are smaller and more eroded than those of the pit group,
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indicating secondary deposition of pottery after breakage.
These additional pit, post-hole and ditch features probably date
to the same phase of site activity as that relating to the pit
pottery group, since they lack other earlier or later sherds/
artefactual material.

A small quantity of burnt clay was additionally recovered
from context 12 (see above). Burnt clay, one sherd of prehistoric
pottery and one medieval sherd were recovered from context
218 (‘the old land surface’). The dating of this old land surface
is problematic since the presence of one small and abraded
medieval sherd could indicate a medieval date, but the
probability of ‘contamination’ cannot be excluded. A small
quantity of residual BA pottery was also recovered from context
9, a ditch containing more substantial quantities of medieval
pottery.

Ashington Bronze Age pottery is an interesting assemblage
in its own right. This is the first LBA to be recovered from the
Weald. Finds-spots for Sussex LBA have been restricted to the
Downs and the West Sussex coastal plains but the fabrics
associated with these assemblages indicate exploitation of the
Weald for potting clays and temper (Hamilton 1993, chapter
13). The pit group is particularly important because it can be
regarded as a ‘closed’ group of associated pottery (Collis 1977,
30). Such contexts remain rare for LBA pottery (Hamilton 1987,
53). The pit group is notable in having LBA pottery types in
association with one large vessel more characteristic of Middle
Bronze Age (MBA) assemblages.

Methodology

The pottery was analysed using the pottery recording system
recommended by the Prehistoric Ceramics Research Group
(1992). All sherds were assigned a fabric type, after macroscopic
examination and the use of a binocular microscope (x20
power), and then counted and weighed to the nearest whole
gram. Despite the fact that the majority of sherds related to
virtually complete vessel profiles, for the purposes of
quantification (Table 3) each diagnostic sherd was assigned
a form type (Prehistoric Ceramics Research Group 1992, 16—
18).

Fabric types

All inclusions/temper sizes given below are classified using the
Wentworth sedimentary scale and descriptive terms (Krumbein
& Pettijohn 1938, 30; Prehistoric Ceramics Research Group
1992, appendix 3) were used to standardize assessment of the
quantity of inclusion/temper present in fabric matrices.

Fabric F1: coarse flint

Fabric F1 is tempered with coarse c. 2-5 mm calcined flint
(pebble and granule size categories) fragments. This flint has a
very common presence (5% density on sherd surfaces).
Scattered medium sand grade (c. 0.25-0.5 mm) quartz is also
present. The smallness of the quartz presence suggest that it is
natural to the potting clay. Surfaces and cores are light orange
to dark orange/red surface in colour, suggesting a patchy flow
of air within generally oxidising firing conditions. The use of
coil-building is evident, as is the use of finger pressing to bind
the coils together. Sherd cross-sections measure c. 9 mm.

Fabric F2: scattered coarse flint

Rare (1% surface density) pebble size (c. 5 mm diameter)
calcined flint inclusions are present together with occasional
impressions/dark streaks from burnt out vegetation. Vessel
fabrics are either light orange throughout or light grey

throughout, suggesting that firing took place in a free-flowing
oxidizing atmosphere. Vessels are coil-built, with the coil-joints
still visible. One of the vessels has a grass wiped finish. Sherd
cross-sections measure ¢. 8 mm.

Fabric F3: medium and fine flint

This fabric has a common presence of calcined flint inclusions
(20% surface density). The flint falls within granule and very
coarse sand size categories (mostly measuring c. 2 mm diameter
but with a proportion measuring ¢. 1 mm diameter and under).
Sherd exterior surfaces are oxidized dark red in colour, while
sherd cores and interior surfaces are black. No evidence of
forming technology remains. Sherd cross-sections measure c.
12 mm.

Fabric F4: fine flint

A moderate abundance (15% surface density) of fine (very
coarse and medium sand size) calcined flint temper is present,
with the majority of this measuring between 0.5 mm and 1
mm diameter. Moderately abundant fine sand size (< c. 0.25
mm diameter) dark mica flecks are also present and are natural
to the potting clay. Evidence of coil-construction is present.
Interior and exterior surfaces have been well smoothed such
that none of the flint tempering protrudes above sherd wall
surfaces. Sherd surfaces and cores are coloured an even dark
grey suggesting kiln conditions in which the air flow was
consistent and restricted. Sherd cross-sections measure c. 8 mm
across.

Fabric G1: medium coarse grog

The fabric is dominated with moderately abundant (15%
surface density) grog tempering. This grog occurs in pebble,
granule and very coarse sand size categories, measuring
between ¢. 4 mm and 1 mm in diameter. Very occasional
calcined flint temper (c. 2 mm diameter) and shell inclusions
(c. 5 mm diameter) are also present. Coil-joins and finger-
pressing are evident. Exterior surfaces are lightly burnished.
Sherd surfaces and cores are dark orange/red throughout,
indicating an even flow of air during firing. Sherd cross-sections
measure ¢. 11 mm across.

Fabric V1: vegetable inclusions

The fabric is silty with signs of moderately abundant (10%
surface density) fired-out vegetable temper (grass and twigs).
The fired-out matter has left impressions c¢. 4 mm long. Sherd
surfaces and cores are light orange throughout. The vessel walls
have been finger-pressed into shape. Sherd cross-sections
measure ¢. 8 mm across.

Baked clay
Twenty-six pieces of baked clay were recovered from context
218 and one small pieces from context 124.

Clay/Temper sources

The flint tempering which dominates the majority of the
Ashington fabrics would have been readily available from the
Downs. The Weald Clay, the Gault Clay and the clays derived
from the Lower Greeensand are all possible sources of the
potting clay. The presence of mica flecks in Fabrics F4 and V1
suggests the use of clays derived from the mica-rich Lower
Greensand. The other fabrics most likely relate to the exploitation
of the more proximate Weald Clay. These suggested sources are
of note in indicating coeval utilization of both Downland and
Wealden zones for resource procurement.




Forms, decoration and technology

Introduction

Deliberate decoration is almost absent from the Ashington
assemblage and jars rather than bowls are the main vessel form.
The Ashington assemblage is essentially a LBA plain ware
assemblage comprising straight-sided jars, convex-sided jars,
one round-shouldered jar and one shouldered bowl with a
flaring rim. In typology and lack of decoration there are
similarities with the LBA Sussex assemblages from Yapton
(Hamilton 1987), Bishopstone (Hamilton 1977), Heathy Brow
(Hamilton 1982) and Thundersbarrow Hill (Rudling 1985
excavations, unpubl.). In Lowland Britain as a whole, post-
Deverel Rimbury LBA plain ware assemblages have a date range
of 1400-800 cal. sc (e.g. Rams Hill, Berkshire: Barrett 1975,
fig. 3: 5, 13, 14; Cadbury Castle, Somerset phase 4: Alcock 1980,
664, fig. 5: 126A1, 2; Aldermaston Wharf, Berkshire: Bradley
et al. 1980, pits 6 and 8, fig. 12: 18-24, fig. 14: 67-70; Coombe
Hay, Bath: Barrett 1975, 103).

Quantification of form, decoration and technology elements

The elements of form, decoration and technology present in
the LBA assemblage are listed in Table 5. Tabulation (Table 6)
was based on the presence of diagnostic sherds. In tabulating
both forming and finishing technology, and decoration, some
sherds received more than one count due to the multiple
presence of diagnostic elements.

Forming technology

All the vessel forms identified at Ashington have clear evidence
of coil-joins and ‘finger-dimpling’ resulting from the use of
finger pressing to bind coils and manipulate the vessel walls
into shape. These forming processes are characteristic of MBA
and earlier assemblages and continue to be used through the
LBA. During the LBA, slab construction methods are
additionally used (Hamilton 1987, §8), but there is no evidence
for the use of slab construction at Ashington.

Straight-sided jars
Two straight-sided jars were recovered from Pit 188. One is a
small, near-complete straight-sided jar with rounded rim,
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scattered coarse flint grits and a grass-wiped finish (Fig. 8: 12).
The second is coarse flint-gritted and has a flat-topped, squared
rim (Fig. 8: 13). This second jar is less complete and its size is
difficult to determine. Straight-sided jars with flat-topped
squared rims, and rounded rims are occasionally present in
Sussex LBA assemblages by the beginning of the first
millennium sc (e.g. Itford Hill settlement Deverel Rimbury
settlement assemblage: Burstow & Holleyman 1957, fig. 22: A
and Itford Hill cemetery assemblage: Hawkes 1935, figs 5:B,
9:E, F; Bishopstone LBA assemblage: Hamilton 1977, fig. 41:
8, 11, 12, 13). The Itford Hill settlement assemblage is
associated with a 12th-century cal. sc date (Burstow and
Holleyman 1957, 206-9), while the Plumpton Plain assemblage
is associated with an 11th-century sc median winged axe
(Barrett 1980, 311). At Bishopstone, straight-sided, flat-topped
jars are associated with convex-sided jars which have a 1250-
650 sc thermoluminescence date. Straight-sided jars are
particularly characteristic of the East Sussex Heathy Brow coarse
ware assemblage with a suggested 9/8th-century sc date
(Hamilton 1993).

Grass-wiped finish: a distinctive feature of the near
complete small jar is the grass-wiped finish (Fig. 8:12). Grass
wiping is an occasional feature of LBA assemblages from
Lowland Britain, for example at Knight’s Farm, Berkshire
(Bradley et al. 1980, 268). Grass wiping occurs in a limited
number of Sussex LBA assemblages, namely the Bishopstone
assemblage in association with flint-gritted fabrics (Hamilton
1977, fig. 40: 6), and similarly at Heathy Brow (Hamilton 1982,
fig. 35: 61) and Highdown Hill (M. Gardiner 1988 excavations,
unpubl.).

Convex jars with rounded rims
A very large grog-tempered convex urn/jar with a rounded,
internally bevelled, slightly expanded rim (Fig. 8:15) was part
of the Pit 188 group. In size it has comparisons with the large
MBA Deverel Rimbury bucket urns. Additionally, one flint-
gritted rim sherd from context 218 (Fig. 9:19) and one much
eroded vegetable-tempered rim sherd from context 189 may
belong to convex-sided jars (Fig. 9:16).

Ellison (1972, 112-13) recognized ‘bag shaped profiles of

Fig. 9. Bronze Age pottery
from pit 188 and other
contexts (all X '/,).

Pit 188
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more or less convex profile’ as a Sussex variant within the
Deverel Rimbury complex. These forms, together with round-
shouldered forms, comprise the LBA post Deverel assemblage
at Plumpton Plain B (Hawkes 1935, figs 8-10, 13). Plain convex
jars, some with bevelled rims, occur alongside straight-sided
jars in the Bishopstone LBA assemblage (Hamilton 1977, fig.
40: 1, 2, 6; see above). Plain convex jars, together with plain
round-shouldered jars and plain shouldered bowls, occur at
Yapton associated with a 9th-8th-century cal sc date (HAR-
7038, Rudling 1987, 67). Given that small capacity vessels such
as the associated straight-sided, small jar from Pit 188 are not
a recognized component of Deverel Rimbury assemblages
(Barrett 1980, fig. 2), the convex jars from Ashington are
considered to be indicative of an early 1st-millennium sc date.

Finger-impressed sherds: two sherds in the same grog-
tempered fabric as the jar (Fig. 8:15) each have a single finger
impression (Fig. 8:14). A single row of finger-impressed
decoration is characteristic of some of the later MBA Deverel
Rimbury bucket urns (Ellison 1978, 34). The small number of
sherds bearing finger impressions is not however great enough
to clearly indicate decoration, as opposed to accidental
impressions produced during the forming and finishing of the
vessel.

Round-shouldered jar with up-turned rounded rim

Three small flint-gritted sherds from what appears to be a squat
round-shouldered jar were recovered from context 124 (Fig.
9:18). In Lowland Britain this form emerges late within the
2nd millennium sc (e.g. South Cadbury, Somerset, phase 4:
see above). In Sussex, the unstratified, mixed assemblages from
Kingston Buci (Curwen 1931, figs 7-9) and Selsey (White 1934,
fig. 2) include plain round-shouldered jars. The Yapton LBA
assemblage provides a 9th- or 8th-century cal sc date (see
above) for the Sussex occurrence of the form.

Angular bowl with flaring rounded rim

A single fine ware vessel was associated with the pottery group
from Pit 188 (Fig. 9:17). The vessel is a burnished, fine flint-
gritted shouldered bowl with a slightly flaring rim. Such finer
ware bowls are present amongst the Kingston Buci LBA
undecorated wares (Curwen 1931, figs 19, 22, 23) and in the
Heathy Brow assemblage (Hamilton 1982, fig. 34: 51), but
absent from the LBA plain wares from Highdown Hill (Wilson
1940; 1950) and Selsey (White 1934). In the Thames valley
undecorated shouldered bowls with slightly flaring rims occur
in assemblages which, on the basis of metalwork associations
and radiocarbon dates, have 10th-8th century sc dates
(Hamilton 1993). The Thames valley examples include Coombe
Warren, Kingston Hill, Surrey (Field & Needham 1986, fig. 3:
9) and Beddington, Surrey (Adkins & Adkins 1983, 329).

Conclusions

Although the Ashington assemblage is small, it is an important
assemblage because it contains a range of associated forms and
is our first LBA group from the Weald. The very large straight-
sided jar from Pit 188 suggests a partial continuance of MBA
Deverel-Rimbury traditions. The combination of forms present
is, however, characteristic of LBA plain ware assemblages
throughout Lowland Britain. The most closely comparable
assemblages are those from Yapton and Heathy Brow, although
the hemispherical bowls in the Yapton assemblage are absent.
The inclusions and tempers present in the Ashington pottery
indicate an exploitation of both Downland (flint-tempering)
and Wealden (Upper Greensand micaeous clays) resources.

MEDIEVAL POTTERY By Mark Gardiner (Fig. 10)
Introduction

Excavations in the Adur valley have enabled the identification
of a provisional fabric-series for central Sussex medieval pottery
(Barton & Holden 1977; Gardiner 1990b; Gardiner 1993). Much
of the pottery from Ashington, though 7 km to the north-
west of Steyning and Bramber has, however, few similarities
with the ceramics from those towns. A re-examination of
pottery from Bramber Castle, which extends from the 11th to
15th century, suggests that the contrast in ceramics is not a
function of chronology: the settlement at Ashington was
evidently drawing upon different sources for its supply of
pottery.

There are few major sites in the central Sussex Weald with
which the Ashington pottery might be compared. Only
Stretham moated site (Henfield) has provided a large body of
medieval ceramics. Though this material is unpublished, a
preliminary examination by Dr Anthony Streeten has identified
26 fabrics. Sherds from this series were compared with pottery
from Ashington, and some of the fabrics were grouped together
and others added to create a provisional ceramic typology. For
ease of reference Streeten’s preliminary numbering of fabrics
has been retained and, where necessary, augmented. The extent
of the distribution of these fabrics has yet to be investigated,
but the series is prefixed by the initials CSW, central Sussex
Weald, to identify its initial find spots and possible area of
manufacture. A total of 19 different fabrics were recognized at
Ashington.

In the absence of external dating evidence, the pottery
has been ordered using information that may be derived from
the site itself. Few datable finds were discovered and few
features were inter-cut. All the pottery from closed contexts
(n=61) was classified by weight, sherd number and rim
estimated vessel equivalent (rim eve) and the information
entered into a database. The percentage by weight of each fabric
was calculated for the whole assemblage. Pottery from the
larger contexts was examined in detail and the representation
of fabrics in each of these compared with the complete
assemblage. The results are shown in Table 7.

The analysis is a crude form of seriation allowing the
identification of a simple ceramic chronology. Fabrics CSW 2
and 26 have been placed at the beginning of the sequence,
because of their similarity to the Saxo-Norman Adur Valley
categories DH and DB respectively. Fabrics used for glazed jugs
(CSW 12, 16, 17) are placed at the end. The remainder have
been placed in general order between. Fabrics CSW 7, 28 and
29 show no clear trend. CSW 3 and 6 occur towards early part
of the sequence and CSW 10 seems to be better represented in
the middle.

The earliest medieval fabrics at Ashington are likely to date
to the 12th century. Although both CSW 2 and 26 may extend
back to the 10th century, they are found in conjunction with
other sherds which cannot be so early. Adur Valley DB, which
is very similar to CSW 26, is found at Bramber Castle in
probable 12th-century layers in the trench KB2. This, the
simple rim forms and the absence of glazed wares all support a
12th-century date. The rims are of two main types: simple club
and underscored club. A category of middle medieval
assemblages were identified which did not contain CSW 2 and
26 and these are a tentatively attributed to the later 12th and
early 13th centuries. Finally, a group of contexts with a good
proportion of glazed jugs of West Sussex Ware type were
recognized and these are ascribed to the 13th century, though
might continue into the subsequent century.
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Fig. 10. Medieval pottery (20-24) and chimney pot (25) (all X '/4).

Fabric descriptions

These broadly follow the descriptions given by Streeten in
unpublished notes on the pottery from Stretham moated site.
They have been elaborated and altered where necessary. The
descriptions of fabrics not present at Ashington have been
omitted.

Fabric 1 — Grey core with red-brown or grey surfaces. Soft,
harsh texture with hackly fracture. Coarse angular white flint

0.5%, sparse sand and some mica.

Fabric 2 — Red or grey core, red-brown or grey surfaces. Soft,
harsh texture with rough or hackly fracture. Coarse sub-angular
sand 10%, sub-angular multi-coloured flint <0.5% mostly less
than 1 mm. across. Same as Adur Valley DH.

Fabric 3 — Red or grey core with red or red-brown surfaces.
Soft, harsh texture with rough fracture. Coarse sub-angular
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sand 10-20%, sub-angular multi-coloured flint <0.1% up to 1
mm across.

Fabric 5 — Red-brown core and surfaces. Hard, harsh texture
with rough fracture. Coarse sub-angular sand 10%, broken shell
fragments 0.1-0.5%.

Fabric 6 — Grey core and red to red-brown surfaces. Some with
sparse green glaze. Hard, harsh texture with rough fracture.
Coarse sub-rounded sand 10-20%, some larger quartz
inclusions up to 1.5 mm across, some mica.

20. Small, squat cooking pot with sooting externally on
the base and half way up sides and internally at base.
Context 9.

Fabric 7 — Grey core with buff pink surfaces. Hard, harsh
texture with rough fracture. Coarse sub-rounded sand 10-20%,
some larger quartz inclusions up to 1.5 mm across, no mica.

Fabric 8 — Grey core with red-brown surface and margins.
Hard, harsh texture with rough fracture. Medium sand 2%,
occasional iron ore pieces up to 3 mm across, occasional mica.

Fabric 9 — Grey core and margins with red surfaces. Sherds
commonly bear green glaze. Hard, smooth texture with rough
fracture. Fine grey or translucent sand 20%-+.

Fabric 10 — Grey core and grey surfaces. Fairly hard, harsh
texture with rough fracture. Sub-rounded clear, coarse sand
>10%. Similar to or same as Adur Valley EC. Subsumes Streeten’s
fabric 11.

Fabric 12 — Pale grey core with pay grey or light buff surfaces.
Hard, fairly smooth texture with rough fracture. Abundant grey
medium sand.

Fabric 13 — Buff or pale grey core with light buff surface. Hard,
fairly smooth texture with rough fracture. Abundant sub-
angular fine sand, occasional grog flecks.

Fabric 14 — Pale grey or buff core, pale buff surfaces. Hard,
slightly smooth surface with rough fracture. Fine to medium
grey sand 10%, angular ironstone 0.1%, occasional grog.

Fabric 16 — Pale grey or buff core, pale buff surfaces. Hard,
slightly harsh surface with rough fracture. Fine to medium grey
sand 5%. Subsumes Streeten’s fabrics 15 and 17.

24. Face-on-front jug. The exact relationship of the face
and rim to the body of the pot cannot be established from
the surviving pieces. This falls into Barton’s ‘Face-on-
Collar’ category, which he notes is the most common and
occurs on West Sussex ware. He illustrates a similar piece
from Selbourne Priory (Hants.). Both have eyes formed
from horizontally slashed pellets and a moulded nose and
chin (Barton 1979, 114).

Fabric 26 — Grey core with red-brown surfaces. Soft, fairly
harsh texture with rough fracture. Sub-rounded limestone
fragments 0.5-2% up to 2 mm across, frequent fine sand,
occasional sub-angular flint, some mica dust.

Fabric 28 — Grey core with red-brown surfaces. Soft, harsh

texture with rough fracture. Coarse sub-angular sand 10%-+,
common mica.

21. Storage vessel with applied horizontal band on
shoulder. Context 1.

22. Bowl with faceted rim. Two holes have been drilled in
the side of the pot, apparently after firing. Context 1.

23. Skillet with faceted rim and cylindrical handle. The
body of the skillet is stabbed below the hand, presumably
to ensure good firing at a point on the vessel which takes
particular strain. The interior of the base and lower sides
has a thin green glaze. Context 126.

Fabric 29 — Grey core with red-brown surfaces. Soft, harsh
texture with rough fracture. Coarse sub-angular sand 10%+,
grog up to 0.5 mm across 0.1%, some mica.

Fabric 30 — Grey core and surfaces. Soft, harsh texture with
rough fracture. Medium to coarse sub-angular sand 10%+ with
larger white sub-angular quartz inclusions up to 4 mm across.

Fabric 31 — Light orange-brown core and pale red-brown
surfaces. Hard, slightly smooth texture with harsh fracture.
Fine grey sand 20%+ with occasional larger quartz grains.

ROOFING MATERIALS By Mark Gardiner

The small quantities of roofing material recovered from the
buildings at Ashington suggest that the site had been
thoroughly stripped after it fell out of use. Broken fragments
of Horsham Stone roofing slate were found across the line of
the south wall of the hall and pieces of a glazed ridge tile were
discovered in a gully (293) which ran across the line of the
building. A fragment of ridge tile found in an assessment trench
near Broadbridge Farm to the south of the excavation site was
decorated with a coxcomb or ‘crenellated’ crest. Insufficient
remains to show whether the stratified piece from the
excavation was similarly finished. The two ridge tile pieces
and the chimney pot (below) are the same light brown sandy
fabric and are likely to come from a similar source.

CHIMNEY POT By Mark Gardiner (Fig. 10, no. 25)
Joining sherds from the upper part of a chimney pot were found
towards the south end of the hall (context 192). The pot is in
a sandy fabric similar, but slightly less coarse than CSW 29.
The pot is of particular interest, because it does not fall into
Dunning’s Sussex type: fustrum-shaped pots narrowing to the
top with small holes at the top and sides (Dunning 1961). The
sides of the pot are nearly vertical, but widen slightly towards
the top. Vertical applied bands with thumb impressions divide
the side of the pot into eight parts. The top angle of the pot is
faceted to emphasize the divisions and the whole surface was
covered by stab-marks which penetrated the thickness of the
walls. The aperture at the top was unusually large, measuring
about 100 mm in diameter and had carefully shaped edges
which sloped inwards. There is no sooting on the interior.

Though insufficient of the profile survives, the chimney
pot may have been hour-glass shaped. This form is known from
Bramber, Chichester and Pleshey Castle (Essex) (Barton 1971,
67, nos 9-11; Dunning 1970, 88). The top aperture on pots of
this form is much wider for they lack the side vents common
in the Sussex type (Dunning 1970, 88).

The Ashington pot is an important addition to the corpus
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Fig. 11. Metalwork (26-8, X !/2: scale A; 29-31, X!/, scale B).
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of medieval chimney pots. Unlike most chimney pots which
were purely utilitarian items, the pot shows a considerable
element of design. The elements of the pot have been
integrated into a clear form and, like finials and louvres; it
was clearly intended for display.

METALWORK By Luke Barber (Fig. 11)

Iron objects

The excavations at Ashington produced 16 pieces of ironwork.
most of these consisted of either nails or unidentifiable
fragments from unstratified contexts. Of the 12 nails recovered,
all have square- or rectangular-sectioned shanks with either
rectangular or circular heads. All can be assigned tentatively
to the medieval or early post-medieval periods. A full, detailed
list of the ironwork forms part of the archive.

26. A knife blade of triangular section in three conjoining
parts. The tip of the blade and tang have broken off. The
overall surviving length of the blade is c. 84 mm. A similar
example from the medieval village at Hangleton is dated
to the 13th to 14th centuries (Holden 1963, fig. 36, no.
18). Context 157.

27, 28. Hinge pivot and hinge plate. The hinge pivot has
parallels at both Bayham Abbey (Goodall 1983, fig. 45,
nos. 17-18) and the 13th- to 14th-century sub-manor
house at Alsted, Surrey (Goodall 1976, fig. 34, nos 2-3).
The hinge plate is formed from a single piece of flat
rectangular iron (now broken) bent upwards and narrowed
at one end to form the hinge socket. Context 241.

Copper alloy

A full list of the seven objects and fragments of copper alloy
found during the excavations forms part of the archive. Only
selected pieces are described here.

29. Horse bridle decoration or heraldic pendent in the form
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of a shield, Museum of London Type I (Museum of London
1940, 118). Although the pendent has suffered severe
corrosion during burial, the circular hole of the suspension
loop is relatively unworn. The face of the pendent has the
remains of a chequer board design (checquy) of azure
enamelled squares. The spaces between have no signs of
enamelling, inlay or gold and merely show the surface of
the copper alloy below. If they were unfilled the pendent
would have originally have appeared azure and or cheques,
the arms of the Warenne family. 13th to 14th century.
Context 1.

30. Part of a buckle plate or strap-end in sheet metal with
traces of two iron attachment rivets. Context 164.

31. Oval buckle of the double-loop type with central bar.
The loop/frame has an undecorated convex face. Although
the pin is missing, the buckle plate with its aperture for
the pin is present, though now splayed or bent out of
shape. The plate has the remains of two 2 mm-diameter
rivet holes to attach it to the leather strap. Mid 17th-
century (Reid 1988, Fig. 36, no. 22). Context 244.

32. (Not illustrated.) Fragments of 1 mm-thick sheet from
a metal vessel. The interior surface is smooth while the
exterior face is rough, not having been finished to the
same standard. A raised band or cordon 1 mm high and 3
mm wide runs around the exterior surface. Context 311.

SKELETAL MATERIAL By Wendy Wood

The bone assemblage from Ashington was sparse, numbering
only 26 fragments in all. Many of these were small, eroded
fragments of long bones less than 5 gms in weight, which could
not be positively identified. The nature of this assemblage
suggests poor preservation due to the acidic nature of the soil
matrix. Bones were recovered by hand. Further details are
preserved in the site archive.

excavation for the County Council. The site archive
(1995.2) will be stored in Horsham Museum. The
place of deposition of the finds has yet to be
determined.

Author: Greg Priestley-Bell, Field Archaeology Unit, Institute of Archaeology, 31-34 Gordon Square, London

WC1H OPY.
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The Hassocks cemetery

by M. A. B. Lyne

A Roman and Early Saxon cemetery was destroyed by sand extraction at
Stonepound, Hassocks during the last years of the 19th and the early years of
this century. A large number of pots and other artifacts were recovered and
many dispersed into private hands before ]. R. Couchman intervened and
arranged with the landowner for subsequent finds to go to the Sussex
Archaeological Society. Couchman published some of the recovered items in
1925, but without drawings or significant discussion of the coarse pottery.

All known surviving vessels from the cemetery are reported on here, within
Roman and Saxon fabric series, and sources and parallels discussed. The 153
Roman burial pots are subdivided and quantified under three successive dated
groupings, in order to determine changes in pottery supply to the Hassocks
area. The Roman coinage is also analysed and its pattern shown to support
the Antonine/Early 3rd-century date arrived at for most of the pots.

Pottery from a pre-Flavian ?cremation hearth excavated in 1908 is also
published for the first time, as is the Antonine pottery assemblage from a
building on the west side of the cemetery. The form and fabric make-up of this
assemblage is compared with that of the contemporary burial vessels and
differences discussed.

The Saxon pots and ironwork are also described and discussed and some
spearheads, now disintegrated, and a knife are drawn from an old photograph
and classified for the first time.

INTRODUCTION

last decade of the 19th century, when a sand-

pit was opened on the west side of the road
from Clayton to Burgess Hill, just south of the
Stonepound crossroads (Fig. 1). Most of the
discoveries from the earlier period of excavation,
1890-190S, were given to local collectors; some of
them eventually found their way to Brighton
museum as the Cunliffe, Griffiths and Campion
bequests. They consisted almost entirely of Early
Saxon cremation pots, but also include spearheads,
shield-bosses, an axe and a scramasax knife from
inhumations.

A few Roman vessels came to light during the
following decade, but large numbers began to be
discovered as the sand workers dug their way
through the heart of the cemetery between 1914
and the late 1920s. This indicates that the main
concentration of Roman burials lay immediately to
the west of the Saxon cemetery. The rate of discovery
declined after the 1920s, although vessels and
fragments from shattered pots were still being

T he cemetery was first discovered during the

discovered as late as the 1950s.

During the early years of sand extraction many
of the more fragmentary pots were discarded by the
workmen and others sold or given to local people.
This practice largely ceased when J. E. Couchman, a
member of the Sussex Archaeological Society, made
an arrangement with Colonel W. H. Campion, the
local landowner, for the Society to have authority
to collect all finds and exhibit them at Barbican
House museum in Lewes (Couchman 1925).

Most of the pots continued to be recovered by
the workmen in an unscientific manner, but some
more controlled excavation was carried out in
December 1916 at a point described in the Barbican
House accessions register as being ‘about 70 yards
(63 metres) south of the Hurstpierpoint road and
10 yds east of Ham Farmhouse’. This work uncovered
12 pots of mainly Antonine and early 3rd-century
date, including three groups of more than one vessel.
Other burial groups were discovered on other
occasions and were recovered and kept together.

As the sandpit was progressively enlarged, it
passed beyond the limits of the cemetery into areas
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of Roman settlement to the west and north. Chance
discoveries of pottery and other artifacts in the
gardens of houses, as well as more recent excavations
by the Field Archaeology Unit, have shown this
occupation to be quite extensive. It took the form
of a settlement at the intersection of the north/south
Clayton Wickham-Portslade Roman road (Margary
1955, Road 154) and the east/west Sussex Greensand
Way (Road 140), just west of the cemetery. Roadside
occupation extended south and east from this

intersection. The Sussex Greensand Way was
exposed in the north face of the sandpit, as a 100
mm thick layer of stones overlain by 2nd- to 4th-
century occupation debris from this ribbon
development and was sectioned twice (Margary
1935, sections 21 & 22). Some of the pottery from
the sandpit is very fragmentary and is perceived as
coming from this occupation rather than from
burials. As a result, it is disregarded in the catalogue
of burial vessels.

THE ROMAN CEMETERY

THE POTTERY VESSELS

A total of 153 complete or partially complete Roman pots are
known from the cemetery. They indicate that the bulk of the
burials were of Antonine/early 3rd-century date, with just a
few earlier and later ones being present. None of the burial
vessels need be later than 350 in date. One hundred and
twenty-seven of them are isolated pots, some of which are from
dispersed grave groups and others from single pot burials. The
other 28 pots are in the surviving 11 burial groups. Ten of the
burial groups represent cremations, while the other probably
comes from a late 3rd-century inhumation destroyed by acidic
soil conditions.

Although most of these vessels were found under adverse

conditions and in grave groups dispersed without record, they
give valuable archaeological information as to the sources of
pottery supply to the area at different phases of the Roman
occupation. The following pottery fabrics were distinguished:
1A. Handmade East Sussex Ware with brown fired-clay grog,
limonite, ironstone, chert and flint-grit inclusions (Green
1980). Some vessels have sparse surface vesicles where calcite
and organic inclusions have been leached or burnt out. No
production centres have been identified for certain, but wares
of this type appeared shortly before the Roman invasion and
were dominant on both downland occupation and Wealden
iron-working sites east of the Adur until the mid-3rd century.
From the mid-3rd century to the mid-4th century, the
manufacture of East Sussex Ware was on a smaller scale, but
there was a revival in the tradition after 370.
1B. Handmade fabric tempered with large, angular, up to 5
mm crushed red ironstone filler, and fired brown-black. The
one pot in this fabric is very poorly potted and may be an
example of household production.
1C. Tournette finished ‘porridgy’ fabric with chalk and up to
3 mm angular crushed tile inclusions. Pots in this fabric are
rare and may have been made by the local tile/makers to serve
specific requirements.
1D. Wheel-turned fabric with up to 1 mm orange grog filler.
This corresponds with Monaghan'’s fabric G1/4 and has an
Upchurch source in North Kent (Monaghan 1987).
2. Wheel-turned grey, sandy fabric with profuse black ironstone
grits and colourless quartz sand. This is the main Hardham
coarse fabric and can be subdivided into a coarse version with
up to 2.00 mm grits (2A) and a fine one with up to 0.50 mm
grits (2B). The presence of pot wasters or seconds at Hassocks
may either indicate that local kilns were making pots in the
Hardham tradition, or that trade in pot seconds for burial
purposes came by road from Hardham.

3. Wheel-turned off-white/buff fabric with similar inclusions
to those in Fabric 2. Vessels in this fabric usually have a blue-
grey or blue-black surface wash and sherds can look very similar
to sherds of Terra Nigra. As with Fabric 2, this fabric comes in
a coarse version (3A), and a fine one (3B). It emanates, in part
at least, from late 2nd-/early 3rd-century kilns recently
discovered on the Chailey parish boundary, just south of the
Sussex Greensand Way and only ten kilometres east of Hassocks

) (TQ390152). Fabric 3B was mainly used for beakers and other

fine-ware forms.

4. Wheel-turned maroon to grey fabric fired polished black-
brown. It is exceptionally fine, with very few visible inclusions,
and the surface is often mica-dusted. This Hardham fabric was
used mainly on necked and carinated bowls and comb-and-
compass decorated ‘London’ ware Dr.37 bowl copies.

SA. Wheel-turned very fine orange fabric with minute black
inclusions and a brown to maroon colour coat. This is the
oxidized version of Fabric 4 and is mainly associated with
rouletted copies of South Gaulish Samian forms (Winbolt
1927).

5B. Wheel-turned oxidized red fabric with a little coarse black
and red ironstone and polished surfaces. This was used to make
Samian copies and other fine-ware forms during the late 3rd
and early 4th centuries and may originate at a kiln at Findon
near Worthing. A large unpublished pottery assemblage from
a deep well at Findon, dug by Dr Ratcliffe-Densham in 1971,
includes a number of vessels in this and related fabrics as well
as wasters and a lump of prepared potters’ clay.

6. Very fine-sanded, wheel-turned grey ware with up to 0.30 mm.
quartz sand and black or white slipped bands. Post-270 Alice
Holt ware (Lyne & Jefferies 1979).

7. Thameside fine grey wares (Monaghan 1987).

8A. Dorset Black Burnished Ware (hereafter BB1). A black, soot-
soaked and handmade fabric with profuse white quartz and
occasional shale, gypsum and grog inclusions (Farrar 1973).
8B. Handmade imitation BB1 with brown flint-sand filler and
occasional fired clay grog. This differs from genuine BB1 in its
lack of white quartz sand and its tendency to fire brown.
Quantities have been found at Beddingham and West
Blatchington and indicate local production between c. 250 and
350 (Lyne forthcoming A).

9. Rough cream fabric with brown/black grits and sparse red
inclusions. Probably a Wiggonholt fabric and used for flagons.
10. New Forest purple colour-coated grey fabric (Fulford 1975,
Fabric 1A).

11. Nene Valley white-ware with brown-black colour-coat.
12. Trier dark colour-coated wares (Moselkeramik).

13. Colchester colour-coated wares (Hull 1963).

14. Miscellaneous grey-wares.
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Fig. 2. Grave groups 1 to 4. Scale 1:4.
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THE GRAVE GROUPS

All pot descriptions are followed by a museum accession
number. These numbers refer to the Barbican House collections
unless otherwise indicated.

Group 1 (Fig. 2)

1. Large, bulbous BB1 jar with obtuse lattice decoration on its
girth. The scored line above the latticed band has been shown
by Farrar to have appeared by ap 240 (Farrar 1981), whereas
vessels with a girth diameter greater than that of the rim
disappeared around ap 280 in favour of a more attenuated body
form. Contained a cremation. (A008.1.201)

2. Large, straight-sided dish in tournette-finished black fabric
burnished all over internally, and in irregular external bands.
It is described as having been found inverted over the jar.
(A008.1.283 in error for AO08.1.201A)

Date. Mid-late 3rd century.

Group 2

3. Small, handmade jar of globular form with a constricted
neck and with six simple lug-handles evenly spaced around
its shoulder over the upper of two burnished zig-zag decorated
bands. In Fabric 1C fired patchy orange-buff-black. (A008.1.269)
4. Small Central Gaulish Samian beaker of Dechelette 72 form.
(A008.1.55)

5. Very worn Central Gaulish Samian Dr.31 platter from the
Lezoux kilns, with nearly illegible stamp C..PV... Late Antonine.
(A008.1.56)

Date. Late 2nd-early 3rd century.

This group of vessels was found in January 1915 and is
significant because the unusual jar is dated by the accompanying
Samian to the late 2nd century at the earliest, whereas had it
had not been so accompanied, it would probably have been
dated as immediately pre-Roman Iron Age.

Group 3
6. Large necked-and-cordoned storage jar in rough-surfaced
grey Fabric 2A with perfunctory smoothing on its lower half.
The form is similar to that of late 1st- and early 2nd-century
Alice Holt Class 1A vessels (Lyne & Jefferies 1979) and suggests
that this Hassocks pot is of similar date. (A008.1.272)
7.Small Nene Valley bag-beaker with brown-black colour-coat
on white Fabric 11 (Howe et al. 1980, Type 44). Late 2nd
century. (A008.1.270)
8. Central Gaulish Samian platter of Walters form 79 and
stamped BORILLIOFFE. Borillus is known to have worked at
Lezoux between 150 and sometime after 170. (A008.1.54).
The platter contained a coin of Hadrian. Obv. HADRIANVS
AVGVSTVS. Bust laureate and draped Rev. COS.III P.P. Fortuna
seated 1. with rudder on r., resting on globe before her feet,
and cornucopia on 1.
Date. Late 2nd century. (Found in 1915)

Group 4

9. Small, handmade jar in dirty-grey-brown Fabric 1A, fired
patchy buff-grey/brown-black. (A008.1.276)

10. Small necked bowl in brownish-grey Fabric 2A, fired patchy
pale to medium grey-black with rough surfaces and two grooves
around girth. 2nd century. (A008.1.276.1)

Date. 2nd century. (Found in December 1916)

Group 5 (Fig. 3)
11. Large, handmade jar with a weak cavetto rim in grey-black
Fabric 1A, fired black over the top of the vessel and base and

orange-brown elsewhere. The shoulder and lower portion of
the jar are horizontally facet burnished with vertical surface
brushing in between. (A008.1.279)

12. Small, handmade jar with stubby everted rim, in dirty-
grey Fabric 1A fired patchy orange-brown-black. (A008.1.279A).
This small jar was found inside the larger one, together with
cremated bone. It was recorded by Couchman as the only
instance of this practice encountered by him in the cemetery.
Date. ?3rd century. (Found in December 1916).

Group 6

13. Necked bowl in white Fabric 3B, fired flecky blue-grey
with rough surface and watery-off-white slip bands on rim
and body as shown. Contained cremation. (A008.1.292)
Smaller vessels of this type are known from the early 3rd-
century fills of the Beddingham villa cold plunge bath (Lyne
forthcoming A).

14. Large East Gaulish Samian platter of Walters form 79 with
central stamp consisting of concentric rings. Described as
having been placed as a lid over the bowl. (A008.1.70)

15. Kimmeridge shale armlet of simple semi-circular cross-
section. (A007.8.3) (Lawson 1976, Type 18. Dated 150-350)
16. Portion of copper alloy armlet with simple oval cross-
section. (A007.8.2)

17. Copper alloy armlet of simple oval cross-section. (A007.8.1)
Date. Late 2nd-early 3rd century.

Group 7
18. Handmade necked jar in dirty-grey-brown Fabric 1A with
three grooves roughly scored round its girth before firing. The
jar is rather badly formed and has a weak upright rim. (40.3/1)
19. Small everted rim beaker in patchy grey-brown Fabric 2B
with slightly pimply exterior. The form is similar to Upchurch
form 3JG1 dated 130-200 (Monaghan 1987). (40.3/2)
20. Central Gaulish Dr.18/31 platter. The interior of the vessel
is very scratched and worn and has an illegible central stamp.
(40.3/3)
Date. Late 2nd-early 3rd century.

This burial group was found in the garden of Sandpit
Cottage adjoining the sandpit, and given to the Sussex
Archaeological Society in May 1940.

Group 8

21. Small handmade jar with everted rim, in patchy grey/
black/ brown Fabric 1A and with degenerate pedestal base.
(51.13.2)

22. Tournette-finished biconical vessel in patchy pale/dark grey
Fabric 2A with triple girth cordon and pedestal base. The rim
was knocked off in antiquity. (51.13.1)

Date. Late 1st century.

This pot group was found by one of the sandpit labourers
in 1921 and was given to the gardener at Hurstpierpoint
College. It was described as having been found covered by part
of a hypocaust tile.

Group 9 (Fig. 4)

23. Handmade necked jar with bead rim in dirty grey Fabric
1B fired patchy brown/black. The vessel is lopsided, has a
vertical crack up one side and appears to be a waster. (Marlipins
museum, Shoreham)

24 & 25. Two C.G. Samian platters of Walters form 79/80,
showing considerable wear. Antonine. (Marlipins museum)
26. Oval copper alloy brooch of Glass Centre Boss type and
lacking the pin. The central stone is missing but four smaller
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settings arranged around it still contain traces of blue frit. This
is a particularly fine example of its genre and can be dated to
the period 200-330. (Marlipins museum)
Date. Early 3rd century.

This grave group was handed in to Marlipins museum in
1988 by D. Sherborne ES.A., having been given to his father
by workmen many years previously.

Group 10 (Fig. 4)
27. Bag shaped poppy-head beaker with shoulder cordon and
barbotine panels arranged herringbone style. In Fabric 3B with
black surfaces. This pot contained charcoal and some cremated
bone.
28. Small ring-necked flagon in very fine buff fabric with red
grog inclusions and traces of red colour coat. With triple- reeded
strap handle.
29. C.G. Samian Dr. 33 cup with CLA ISAV stamp. Late 2nd
century.
30. Poor quality E.G. Samian Dr.18/31 platter in very pink
fabric. Late 2nd-early 3rd century.
Date. Early 3rd century.

The pots are in private hands and have not been seen by
the author, but were examined by C. Butler and O. Gilkes.

Group 11
31. New Forest purple colour-coat beaker of Fulford’s type 27
(3rd grouping) and dated by him to c¢. 270-340 (Fulford 1975).
(Brighton museum R.1588/1)
32. Findon kiln copy in Fabric 5B of Fulford’s New Forest bottle
type 8 or 9 (Fulford 1975). The New Forest version is dated
300-330. (R.1588/2)
Date. Early 4th century.

These vessels were found in February 1915. Their late date
and lack of an accompanying cinerary urn suggests that they
were probably associated with an inhumation.

MISCELLANEOUS POTS FROM UNRECORDED
BURIAL GROUPS

Fabric 1A (Fig. 5)

Early forms

1. Large barrel-shaped jar with three finger-impressed cordons
separating bands of scored arcaded decoration. Fired blotchy
brown/grey. (A008.1.295) It is difficult to find parallels for this
extraordinary vessel, but it may be a local version of the
Cam.115D butt-beaker with the addition of finger-jabbed
decoration characteristic of East Sussex Ware girth-cordoned
jars.

Date. Latest Iron Age/Pre-Flavian.

2. Large pedestalled vessel fired patchy black/orange/grey.
(47.2/3) A somewhat similar wheel-turned type was associated
with the Neronian kilns at Chapel Street, Chichester (Down
1978, fig. 10-4, 8.10).

Date. Pre-Flavian.

Asham and derived jar forms

3. Large jar in ‘porridgy’ fabric, fired patchy grey/brown with
herringbone burnished decoration around the neck.
(A008.1.2100) This vessel was found with a Samian Dr.33 cup
sitting in its mouth. The cup was stolen at the time of finding,
later recovered, but is no longer extant in the museum
collection.

Date. The Samian cup suggests a 2nd-century date.

4. Smaller vessel fired patchy black/buff-brown/grey with soapy

texture. Stabbed girth cordon above burnished zig-zag line and
diagonal line burnished cordon around neck. (A008.1.253)
Date. 1st/2nd century.

Probable Asham pot but lacking its rim. In soapy grey-
black fabric with double neck cordon and slashed herringbone
decoration around the girth. Contained a cremation.
(A008.1.2121)

Date. 1st/2nd century.

5. Tiny Asham pot fired patchy orange/grey/black. (A008.1.220)
Date. 1st/2nd century.

6. Asham-derived form in grey-brown soapy fabric, fired patchy
black/brown/grey with facet burnishing above girth and
burnished lattice below. Contained cremation. (A008.1.2122)
Date. 2nd century.

7. Similar form in similar fabric. (A008.1.2120)

Date. 2nd century.

Everted and Cavetto-rimmed jar forms (Fig. 6)

8. Misshapen everted rim jar fired patchy black/brown with
scratches on polished black exterior and cut graffito ..ARAIA..
on shoulder. (A008.1.208)

Date. The developed rim suggests an early to mid-3rd-century
date.

9. Large cavetto-rimmed jar fired dirty-grey-black. There are
two horizontal grooves around the girth and sand embedded
in the underside of the base. Contained cremation.
(A008.1.202)

Date. 180-300.

10. Similar, but smaller, vessel with four girth grooves. In dirty
grey fabric fired patchy grey-black/brown/orange/buff.
Contained cremation. (A008.1.212)

Date. 180-300.

The girth grooves on the above two vessels and 40.3/1 in
Group 9 appear to be copying the girth cordons found on Alice
Holt Class 1 jars and their Hardham/Wiggonholt imitations
from the late 2nd century onwards.

11. Necked bowl/jar with spread foot, fired dark grey internally
and patchy buff-brown/black externally. Acute lattice
decoration around girth between horizontally burnished
bands. (A008.1.281)

Date. 2nd century. (Found December 1916)

12. Pear-shaped jar with everted rim and burnished acute lattice
below burnished band on shoulder. Fired patchy buff-orange/
black. (A008.1.211/1)

Date. 100-270.

13. Small everted-rim jar fired buff/brown/black with traces of
burnished lattice. (57.16/2)

14. Small necked bowl/jar with everted rim, fired patchy buff/
black on exterior. (34.2.5) Found in a garden on the edge of
the sandpit.

15. Small everted-rim jar in ‘porridgy’, black fabric.
(A008.1.298)

Date. Small jars like the three above are very difficult to date
and could belong to any time between ap 100 and 400.

16. Plain necked bowl in dirty-grey-black fabric fired patchy
black/buff/brown. Contained cremation. (A008.1.280)

Date. 100-270. (Found December 1916)

Dishes

17. Imitation Gallo-Belgic platter in black fabric with orange
blotches. (A008.1.215)

Date. 43-120.

18. Dish with offset on the exterior of its wall in the manner
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Fig. 5. Roman pots 1 to 7 from the cemetery. Scale 1:4.
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Fig. 7. Roman pots 20 to 31 from the cemetery. Scale 1:4.
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of Alice Holt Class S5 Atrebatic bowls (Lyne & Jefferies 1979)
and fired patchy buff/brown/black. (A008.1.226)
Date. 43-150.

Lids

19. Small lid in dirty grey-black fabric fired patchy orange/
black. (A008.1.274)

Date. 1st-2nd century. (Found in 1914)

Necked storage jars (Fig. 7)

20. Large vessel, fired patchy brown-grey/buff-black with
burnished multiple acute lattice and scrolling. (A008.1.2154)
Date. 2nd century.

Fabric 1C

21. Pear-shaped jar in rather gritty version of the fabric with
up to 2 mm angular black ironstone grits. Dirty-grey fabric
fired patchy black-grey/buff-orange. (A008.1.204)

Date. 2nd century.

Fabric 1D

22. Multiple-cordoned bowl in very fine buff fabric fired buff/
grey/black with polished exterior. Monaghan's vessel type 4]1
(Monaghan 1987). (A008.1.244)

Date. 43/50-110/120.

Fabric 2

Necked and cordoned jars

23. Jar in gritty medium-grey Fabric 2A with rough surfaces.
Contained cremation. This Belgic-derived form was also
manufactured at Alice Holt, Highgate and other centres in
lowland Britain. (A008.1.273)

Date. 70-150.

24. Jar with carinated shoulder, in Fabric 2A with surface
smoothing. This form was also manufactured at Alice Holt
simultaneously with form 23. (A008.1.211)

Another, smaller example in orange-buff Fabric 2B fired
patchy grey/buff/black. External rim diameter 140 mm.
Contained cremation. (A008.1.284) Found in December 1916.
Another example in Fabric 2A is in Group 1 from Meeching
School, Newhaven, and is there given a Neronian/Flavian date
(Green 1976, figs 23-36).

25. Jar in rough-surfaced grey Fabric 2A with comb decorated
neck and girth cordons and knife-trimmed lower half.
Contained cremation. (A008.1.282)

Date. 150-250. (Found in December 1916)

26. Cordoned and necked jar in medium grey Fabric 2A with
rough surfaces and triple girth cordon. Contained cremation.
(A008.1.203)

27. Larger version of the same but with lid-seating.
(A008.1.206)

Date. These two vessels are the Hardham equivalent of Alice
Holt jar form 1.31, which is there dated 180-270 (Lyne &
Jefferies 1979).

Necked bowl forms

28. Simple necked bowl in dirty-grey Fabric 2A. Paralleled at
Meeching School, Newhaven in an Antonine context (Green
1976, fig. 32.204). (A008.1.218)

Date. 150-200.

29. Small necked-and-carinated bowl in grey Fabric 2B fired
patchy buff /grey. (A008.1.275)

Date. 70-150. (Found in December 1916)

30. Small necked-bowl with girth cordon and in brownish-
black Fabric 2B, with vesicular exterior surface caused by knife-
trimming when in the leather-hard state. (A008.1.2157)
Date. 150-200.

31. Small necked-bowl with girth cordoning and in grey Fabric
2B with surface smoothing. (A008.1.217)

Date. 180-270.

Everted-rim jars (Fig. 8)

32. Large jar with everted and lid-seated rim, knife-trimmed
carination below the girth and pairs of diagonal, burnished
lines on the body above. In rough-surfaced grey-brown Fabric
2A. (A008.1.233)

33. Similar vessel in similar fabric, but lacking the lid-seating
groove on the rim. Contained cremation. (A008.1.205)

34. Jar similar to the above, but lacking knife trimming over
the lower portion. An extreme waster in over-fired grey Fabric
2A — oval in cross-section and split down one side.
(A008.1.207)

Date. The jar type represented by the three vessels above is a
Hardham one although the waster suggests that there may have
been a satellite kiln or kilns of that industry at Hassocks itself.
A small version of the vessel type came from Grave 228 in the
St Pancras cemetery at Chichester, in a burial which also had
Antonine Samian (Down & Rule 1971, fig. 5.26-228a). This
suggests a date of c. 150-200 for the type. A variant with a
splayed foot and no knife-trimming came from Newhaven and
was dated Neronian/Flavian (Green 1976, figs 23-34). That
form is probably an earlier version of this jar type.

35. Small pot with similarly knife-trimmed underside to that
of A008.1.233 and in rough-surfaced buff-grey Fabric 2B.
(A008.1.216).

Date. ?150-200.

36. Everted-rim jar in over-fired blue-grey Fabric 2B with
pimply surfaces and external burnished bands. An extreme
waster. (A008.1.268)

Date. ?150-200.

37. Small everted rim jar in high-fired patchy black/brown/
grey Fabric 2B with burnished acute lattice decoration. There
is a hole in the base surrounded by black discolouration. Waster.
(A008.1.214.1)

Date. 2nd century.

Pedestalled beakers

38. In grey-brown Fabric 2B fired patchy dark grey/brown with
polished exterior. Spalling on the exterior surface indicates that
the vessel is a kiln second. (A008.1.259)

Date. 43-80+.

Smaller version in dirty brown-grey fabric fired grey-buff/

orange/ black. (A008.1.257)

Date. 43-80+.

39. In patchy pale-grey/grey Fabric 2B. (A008.1.2139)

Date. 43-80+.

40. In medium-grey Fabric 2A with rough surfaces.
(A008.1.256)

Date. 43-80+.

These four beakers copy a Gallo-Belgic form. Similar
vessels, in similar fabric, were found in the Phase 1 occupation
at Wiggonholt and were probably manufactured there (Evans
1974, figs 13-81 & 82).

Poppy-head beakers
41. In rather patchy pale to dark grey Fabric 2B with polished
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exterior and knife-trimmed facetting on girth. No barbotine
panels. (A008.1.2124)

Date. 150-250.

42. Bag-shaped poppy-head beaker in slightly pimply, grey-
brown Fabric 2B with five barbotine panels and a cordon
around the neck. Similar to Thameside form 2A4-4. Paralleled
at St Pancras cemetery Chichester in Grave Group 14 (Down
& Rule 1971, fig. 5.19-14a).

Date. 80/90-120.

Miscellaneous beakers

43. Hole-mouthed bag-beaker with multiple cordoning. In
pimply-grey -buff Fabric 2B with surface polish. (A008.1.262).
Date. ?late 1st century. (Found in 1914.)

Carinated, necked and pedestalled bowls

44. In pale/medium-grey Fabric 2B with two rouletted bands
on the shoulder. Contained cremation. (A008.1.214.2)

Date. 70-150.

45. In hard, pimply Fabric 2A fired dirty-buff-grey with rough
external smoothing and undercut carination. Contained
cremation. Distorted kiln second. (A008.1.2118).

46. Waster or second in similar fabric to the above.
(A008.1.2119)

Date. Similar carinated vessels from the same source come from
Grave groups 59 and 63 at the St Pancras cemetery in
Chichester and in the former burial were associated with a
Hadrianic Samian platter (Down & Rule 1971, fig. 5.21). 70-
150.

Beaded-and-flanged bowls (Fig. 9)

47. Incipient beaded form in dark-grey, slightly pimply fabric
with fettling scratches and knife-trimmed base. (A008.1.2158)
Date. Early/mid 3rd century.

48. Tournette-finished developed form in grey-black Fabric 2B
with surface polish and copying Alice Holt type 5B.8 (Lyne &
Jefferies 1979). (A008.1.2123)

Date. 270-400.

Dishes

49. Gallo-Belgic platter imitation in grey-brown Fabric 2A with
rough surfaces. (A008.1.224)

Date. 43-120.

50. Another example with more convex sides and similarly
rough surfaces, fired grey with orange patches. (A008.1.2128)
Date. 43-120.

51. Bead-rimmed dish in hard, bluish-grey fabric with wobbly
rim. ?Waster or second. Similar to form 5C4.1 from Cliffe in
Kent (Monaghan 1987). (A008.1.225)

Date. 150/180-250.

52. Another example in dirty buff Fabric 2A fired grey-black
externally and grey-brown internally. (A008.1.229)

Date. 150-200.

Mortaria

53. In grey Fabric 2A with sparse up to 3.00 mm crushed flint
trituration grits on interior surface, which also has three
concentric grooves. Heavy internal wear. This looks like a
Hardham copy of Gillam’s form 255 (Gillam 1970), normally
produced in a pinkish-buff fabric with flint trituration grit.
The Gillam form 255 is thought to have been produced
somewhere in Southern Britain, and possibly at Colchester
(Hartley 1978).

Date. 170-230. (For buff version and probably this grey-ware
example as well.)

Bottles and flagons

54. Bottle in leaden-grey Fabric 2B with polished surfaces.
(A008.1.213)

Date. 150-250.

55. Single-handled flagon in medium-grey Fabric 2B with blue-
grey surface slip. The rim is undercut and lid-seated in the
manner of late 2nd-/early 3rd-century Alice Holt Class 1B flasks
(Lyne & Jefferies 1979). Bilobate handle. (A008.1.258)

Date. 180-270.

Fabric 3

Necked bowls

56. Vessel in Fabric 3B with polished blue-grey surfaces.
(A008.1.209)

Date. 150-250.

Latticed beakers and small jars

57. Small example in Fabric 3B fired patchy blue-grey/white.
(A008.1.219)

58. Similar jar in Fabric 3B fired grey with off-white patches.
(A008.1.215)

Date. The two vessels above are similar to Thameside form
3J1.3, which is dated 110/120-150/190 (Monaghan 1987).

Poppy-head beakers

59. Lower half of beaker in Fabric 3B, fired blue-black with
barbotine SOSOSO decoration of similar colour. Another
example, but with Ss only came from Wiggonholt (Evans 1974,
fig. 15-140), and yet another, with Ss alternating with dot-
barbotine panels, came from an Antonine context at
Beddingham (Lyne forthcoming A). (A008.1.234)

Date. 150-200.

60. Cornice-rimmed bag-beaker in Fabric 3B with polished blue-
grey surface wash and diamond-shaped barbotine panels above
rouletted band. (A008.1.263)

Date. 150-250 (Found in 1914.)

61. Pear-shaped beaker with five rectangular panels of
barbotine dots above four rouletted bands. In Fabric 3B with
patchy blue-black to pale-grey wash. The underside of the base
appears to have been ground down. (A008.1.2132)

Date. 150-250.

62. Beaker in Fabric 3B with blue-grey wash and decorated
with five rectangular barbotine panels. Similar to Upchurch
form 2A3-2 but squatter (Monaghan 1987). (A008.1.297).
Date. 100-150. (Found in 1920.)

63. Similar vessel but with four barbotine panels. (A008.1.223)
Date. 100-150.

64. Similar vessel but with five barbotine panels. (A008.1.2156)
Date. 100-150.

Indented beakers

65. Slender vessel with five indentations and spread foot. In
Fabric 3B with polished blue-grey wash and slightly pimply
surfaces. (A008.1.260)

66. Upper portion of beaker with six indentations and in Fabric
3B fired patchy blue-black. (A008.1.231)

Date. 250-300+.

Miscellaneous beakers
67. Vessel with carinated shoulder and flaring rim. In Fabric
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3B fired pale bluish-grey. Similar to Thameside form 212.2
(Monaghan 1987). (A008.1.261)
Date. 80-140.

Dishes (Fig. 10)

68. Form with undercut rim in Fabric 3A, with rough blue-
grey exterior surface. (A008.1.230)

Date. 150-250.

Lids

69. In Fabric 3A fired white with patchy grey/buff micaceous
surfaces. Irregular and probably handmade. (57.16/2)

Date. 1st/2nd century.

Fabric 4

Bowls

70. ‘London’ ware bowl variant fired grey-brown with
micaceous polished surfaces and combed decoration.
(A008.1.236)

Date. 70-150.

71. Another such bowl, but with rouletted external decoration.
Paralleled at Wiggonholt (Evans 1974, fig. 15-124) (A005.1.2105)
Date. 70-150.

72. Necked-and-carinated bowl fired black with surface
spalling. Decorated bands below and above carination,
executed with a tiny triangular section stamp. A similar vessel
came from Meeching School, Newhaven, where it was dated
Neronian-Flavian (Green 1976, fig. 24-57). The spalling
indicates that the vessel is a second. (A008.1.2129)

Date. 70-150.

73. Squat necked bowl fired silky-grey with rouletted band on
its girth. (A008.1.285)

Date. 150-200+.

Similar but smaller vessel fired glossy black with rouletted
band around the girth. Paralleled at St Pancras cemetery,
Chichester in Grave Groups 235B and 250A, in both cases
accompanied by Antonine Samian (Down & Rule 1971).
External rim diameter 135 mm. (A008.1.2104)

Date. 150-200.

Beakers

74. Corniced beaker in polished, slightly-micaceous, black-
surfaced fabric with diamond-shaped barbotine panels above
rouletted band. (A008.1.265)

Date. 2nd century.

75. Rouletted beaker with micaceous grey-black surfaces.
Similar to Symonds Group 29-434 from Alsace (Symonds 1992).
(A008.1.221)

Date. 150-250.

Bottles

76. Lower part of bottle, fired micaceous black/honey-brown.
(LEWSA 1991,25/59).

Date. 70-150.

Fabric 5A

77. Carinated vessel fragments from a ‘Stamped London Ware’
pedestalled beaker which has block-stamped bands between
cordons. Similar sherds are known from Wiggonholt (Evans
1974, fig. 15-143). Such wares were manufactured at Highgate
(Group 1), in the Lower Thames Valley (Group 2), North Essex
(Group 3) and at West Stow in Suffolk (Group 4) (Rodwell
1978). The first two industries shared stamps and those used

on the Wiggonholt and Hassocks sherds are very similar, but
not exactly the same as some used by the North Essex potters.
These similar Group 3 stamps are considered by Rodwell to be
of early 2nd-century date. (A008.1.231)

Date. 100-150.

78. Beaker with all-over chocolate brown colour-coat. The
vessel depicts two barbotine scenes separated by stylized trees.
They represent a stag and a man leaning on a knobbly stick
with a bow and arrow pointed at him. The scene appears to be
a naive copy of ‘la chasse au brame’ found on similar Mid-
Gaulish beakers from Jaulges-Villiers-Vineux (Symonds 1992,
Gp.18, pl. 14-17), although the figure leaning on the stick has
small horns and appears to be trying to avert the arrow with
one hand. He may be the god Cernunnos and the scene may
have mythological significance. (A008.1.286)

Date. 2nd century.

Fabric 5B

79. Imitation Dr. 38 bowl with brown colour-coat and all over
polish (A008.1.2135)

Date. 250-350.

Fabric 6

80. Small, everted-rim jar of Type 3B.10 with black slip bands
on shoulder and top of rim (Lyne & Jefferies 1979). (33.40)
Date. 270-400.

Fabric 7

81. Everted-rim jar in very fine sanded grey-black fabric, fired
buff with polished black surfaces and burnished acute-lattice.
Monaghan’s type 3]J1 (Monaghan 1987). (A008.1.277)

Date. 110/120-150/190.

82. Biconical beaker fired glossy black. Monaghan'’s type 2G2-
3 (Monaghan 1987). (A008.1.2103)

Date. 50-100.

Fabric 8B

83. Small, bead-rimmed beaker fired black up to the girth and
grey above. Copying BB1 form. (A008.1.222)

Date. 100-270.

84. Small straight-sided dish in patchy black/buff/brown fabric
with burnished overlapping arcading on the exterior and
random scrolling on the underside. Copying BB1 form.
(A008.1.228)

Date. 220-270 (Based on decorative style)

Fabric 9 (Fig. 11)

85. Screw-necked flagon with double-reeded handle.
(A008.1.2101)

Date. 43-200.

86. Similar flagon but with triple-reeded handle. (A008.1.2130)
Date. 43-200.

87. Upper part of double-handled lagena fired cream externally.
(A008.1.2133)

Date. 43-200. Flagons of similar type were manufactured in
the early 2nd-century kiln at Wiggonholt (Evans 1974, fig.
10.26).

Fabric 10

88. Indented beaker of Fulford’s type 27.1-10 (1975) with
chocolate brown colour-coat and 6 indentations. (A008.1.232)
Date. 260/70-340.

89. Indented beaker of Fulford’s type 27.13 (1975) with patchy
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purple colour-coat. (A008.1.214.1)

Date. 260/70-340.

90. Small beaker of Fulford’s type 44.4 (1975) with purple
colour-coat. (1991.25/56)

Date. 260/70-350.

Fabric 11

91. Lower part of beaker of Howe, Perrin and MacKreth type
26 or 27 (1980), with barbotine stag-hunting scene.
(A008.1.2106)

Date. 150-250.

92. Small beaker of Howe, Perrin and MacKreth type 46 (1980).
(A008.1.2099)

Date. 150-200.

93. Beaker with rough-cast brown-black colour-coat.
(A008.1.286)

Date. 150-250.

Fabric 12

94. Beaker with 14 indentations and metallic-brown colour-
coat, of Symonds Group 33 (1992). (1991.25/58)

Date. 200-276+.

95. Beaker with five or six indentations, rouletted band and
metallic-brown colour-coat, of Symonds Group 33 (1992).
(Lewes non-accessioned)

Date. 200-276+.

Fabric 13

96. Beaker fired matt reddish-brown grading into grey, with
barbotine dolphins. (A008.1.2107)

Date. 150-250.

MISCELLANEOUS MORTARIA Identifications by K. Hartley
Mortaria are rarely found as grave goods but Figure 11.98 and
100 are largely complete and probably from burials.

97. In sandy, pinkish-cream ‘parchment’ ware type fabric with
white and brown trituration grits and occasional red inclusions
in the fabric. Stamped CERFI (Germanus fecit) retrograde. A
Verulamium kilns product. (A008.1.271 and 2112)

Date. 70-110.

98. In fine sanded creamy fabric with minute brown and black
sand inclusions and slightly pinkish core. No trituration grits.
Two stamps reading MARI[NVS] and FECIT on either side of
the spout. A Brockley Hill product. (57.16/2) Other stamps of
Marinus are known from Hartfield and Great Cansiron.

Date. Within period 70-120 (Optimum date 75-110).

99. Small mortarium in hard very fine orange fabric with blue-
grey core and darker, smooth maroon-orange surfaces and
multi-coloured quartz trituration grits. Stamp has MAGVONNVS
twice. (A008.1.2012).

Only one other (fragmentary) stamp is known, from
Garden Hill, Hartfield, on a similar rim. Probably a local
product.

Date. 100-250.

100. In brown/orange fine-sanded fabric with black and white
flint trituration grits. Two similar DOINV stamps on either
side of spout. A Brockley Hill product. (A008.1.137)

Date. 70-110.

101. In rough buff-grey fabric with profuse fine black and
brown grit, fired orange with sparse calcined flint and ironstone
trituration grits. External rim diameter 200 mm. (57.16/2)
Date. Late 1st/2nd century.

102. Collared mortarium in creamy fabric with up to 2.00 mm.

orange, black and brown inclusions and pimply surfaces.
Trituration grits include black flint and large, subangular, white
and pink quartz.

A Rhineland import of Gillam Form 272. External rim
diameter 260 mm. (57.16/2)
Date. 140-300.

Oxfordshire white-ware mortarium with multicoloured
trituration grits. Young’s form M22 (Young 1977). External rim
diameter 240 mm. (A008.1.266)

THE PLAIN SAMIAN

A great deal of Samian pottery came from the sandpit. Much
of it takes the form of small sherds and the high ratio of
stamped basal fragments to other sherds suggests that there
was a bias towards their retention by the labourers. Some pieces
may, however, come from occupation deposits. Complete or
reconstructed vessels almost certainly come from burials and
are prefixed by an asterisk.

South Gaulish

*Dish formed by removing the sides of a Dr.29 bowl and
covering over the break with reddish pigment. In brownish-
red fabric with reddish-brown surface. External rim diameter
160 mm. (A008.1.50)

Date. Flavian.

Base of ?Dr.18 in hard dull-red-brown fabric fired maroon-
orange with a good gloss. Not worn. Stamped ANTICVM.
(A008.1.61)

Date. Pre-Flavian.

*Complete Dr.18 with high orange-red gloss but very worn.
Stamped OFPONTI. La Graufesenque. External rim diameter
155 mm. Three stamps of Pontus are known from Fishbourne
on a dish, and cup form Dr.27 (Dannell 1971, 313). (A008.1.48)
Date. 70-100.

Base of Dr.18 in hard-orange-brown fabric fired deep orange-
brown. Stamped QVAR.... La Graufesenque. (A008.1.62)
Date. Neronian.

*Complete Dr.18 with high orange-red gloss and slightly worn.
Stamped OFSEVERN. La Graufesenque. External rim diameter
130 mm. (A008.1.51)

Date. 70-90.

Base of Dr.27 cup in orange-pink fabric with rather matt dark-
orange-brown slip. Stamped OFNIGRI. La Graufesenque. There
are three examples of this stamp from Fishbourne, on forms
27 and 29 (Dannell 1971, 311). (A008.1.13)

Date. 43-70.

Central Gaulish

2 basal fragments from Dr.18 (40.25)

Date. Antonine.

Base from Dr.18/31 in hard orange-brown fabric with a high
gloss. Stamped GONGIVS. Lezoux. (A008.1.14)

Date. 120-200.

*Complete Dr.18/31 in pale-orange-pink fabric with orange-
red gloss. Stamped CASVAOI. Lezoux. (A008.1.84)

Date. 100-150.

Dr.18/31 base in slightly micaceous orange-pink fabric with
matt orange-red slip. Stamped ...CATOR (Mercator) Lezoux.
(A008.1.137)

Date. Late Antonine.

Dr.18/31 fragment in hard, pink fabric with orange-red gloss.
External rim diameter 180 mm. (59.4/1)

Date. 2nd century.
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Dr.31 basal fragment in hard, dull-orange fabric with high-
orange-brown gloss. Stamped MACRIN VS. Lezoux. (A008.1.59)
Date. 150-200.

Dr.31 basal fragment in slightly micaceous orange-brown fabric
with rather matt orange surfaces and tiny white inclusions.
Stamped PATRI... Lezoux. (A008.1.37)

Date. 150-200.

Dr.31 base in buff-pink fabric with matt-orange-brown slip.
Scarcely worn. Stamped MERCVSSEM. Lezoux. (A008.1.76)
Date. ¢. 150.

Dr.31 fragment in orange-pink fabric with orange-red gloss.
External rim diameter 280 mm. (59.4/1)

Date. Antonine.

Base from Dr.31 in pale orange fabric with minute white
inclusions and orange-brown gloss. Stamped TE.....F. Lezoux.
(A008.1.15)

Date. Late Antonine.

Dr.31 base in pale orange fabric with deep-orange-red internal
gloss and slightly less red exterior. Worn footring. Stamped
SVOBNI[LLI]M. Martres de Veyre. (A008.1.25)

Date. Early Antonine.

Dr.31 base in micaceous orange-pink fabric with orange gloss.
Stamped DRIPI... Terre-Franche. (A008.1.66)

Date. Antonine.

*Complete Dr.33 cup in slightly micaceous orange fabric with
darker orange gloss and heavy wear in the interior and on the
foot-ring. Any potter’s stamp has been worn away. External
rim diameter 90 mm. Lezoux. (A008.1.4)

Date. Antonine.

*Complete Dr.33 in soft-light-orange-pink fabric with a little
mica and minute white inclusions. Orange-brown glossy
surfaces. Very worn with no stamp remaining. Lezoux.
(A008.1.77)

Date. Antonine

*Complete Dr.33 cup in light-orange fabric with deep-red-
brown gloss and worn on both footring and rim. Stamped
ASIATICV.M Asiaticus was based at both Lezoux and Terre
Franche. External rim diameter 105 mm. (A008.1.9)

Date. 150-200.

Dr.33 base in orange-pink fabric with deep-orange-red gloss.
Stamped ASIATICO Lezoux or Terre Franche. (A008.1.21)
Date. 150-200.

Dr.33 base in pale-orange-pink fabric with blotchy orange gloss.
Stamped AVENTINI.M. Lezoux. (A008.1.13)

Date. 150-200.

Dr.33 base in highly micaceous orange fabric fired darker, rather
blotchy matt orange with surface vesicles. Stamped CACASIM.
Lezoux. (A008.1.42)

Date. Late Antonine.

*Complete Dr.33 in pale pinkish fabric with matt orange-red
surface. Fairly worn on both the rim and footring but little on
the interior. Stamped CAVI NII retrograde. External rim
diameter 150 mm. At Richborough on Form 33 (Dickenson et
al. 1968, 129). (A008.1.74)

Date. Antonine.

Dr.33 base in soft pink-orange fabric with minute white
inclusions and rather matt surface. Stamped CAVPIRIVFCT.
Lezoux. (A008.1.18)

Date. 140-150.

*Complete Dr.33 in soft, dull-orange fabric with minute white
inclusions and deep-orange-brown gloss. Worn on rim and
foot-ring with some internal wear. Stamped IVLLINIS. Lezoux.
External rim diameter 105 mm. (A008.1.41)

Date. Late Antonine.

*Complete Dr.33 in orange-pink fabric with deep-red-orange
gloss. Stamped L.ADN.ADGENI. External rim diameter 110
mm. Lezoux. Example of this rare stamp from Fishbourne
(Dannell 1971, 300). (A008.1.39)

Date. Late Antonine.

Lower half of Dr.33 in deep-orange-pink fabric with matt
orange-brown surface. Some wear in the base and on the foot
and cut graffito O.N.F.. Stamped MCRINVS.F. Lezoux.
(A008.1.35)

Date. Mid-late Antonine.

Base of Dr.33 in pale orange-pink fabric with worn orange-red
gloss. Stamped MALLEDV. Lezoux. (A008.1.73)

Date. Antonine.

Dr.33 base in pink-orange fabric with blotchy reddish-orange
matt surface and worn foot-ring. Stamped PRIMANI with
damaged stamp. Lezoux. Example from Period 3 occupation
at Fishbourne on Form 31 (Dannell 1971, 313). (A008.1.19).
Date. 165-195.

Dr.33 base in light-orange-pink fabric with orange-brown gloss
and little wear on the interior. Stamped SABINIOF. Lezoux.
(A008.1.30)

Date. 155-190.

Dr.36 fragment in highly micaceous orange fabric with deep-
orange matt surface. Worn interior with knife marks. External
rim diameter 170 mm. Lezoux. (A008.1.27)

Date. Antonine.

*Complete Dr.33 in orange-pink fabric with deep-orange gloss.
Very worn. Stamped SOLIN... External rim diameter 100 mm.
Lezoux. (A008.1.68)

Date. 120-170.

Dr.33 base in hard-brownish-orange fabric with minute white
inclusions and orange-brown gloss. Very worn internally and
on foot-ring. Stamped TIBERL.M. Lezoux. (A008.1.67)

Date. Antonine.

Fragmentary Dr.38 in orange-pink fabric with occasional
minute black inclusions and high orange gloss. No stamp.
Lezoux. External rim diameter 200 mm. (A008.1.53)

Date. Antonine.

*Complete Dr.38 in orange-red fabric with high gloss. Worn
inside the base but not on the rim. Stamped CINT[VSM]L.M
Known also from Fishbourne on Dr.33 (Dannell 1971, 304).
External rim diameter 190 mm. (A008.1.52)

Date. 155-190.

*Complete Dechelette 72 beaker in orange fabric with a little
minute grit and good orange gloss. Very worn around the rim
and base. External rim diameter 50 mm. (A008.1.8)

Date. Antonine.

*Complete Walters 79 dish in soft orange-pink fabric with deep-
red slightly matt gloss. Fairly unworn. Stamped CARATILIL.M.
a large plain potter of Lezoux. External rim diameter 250 mm.
This stamp is also known from Richborough, Pudding Pan Rock
and the destruction of the Antonine II fort at Corbridge.
(A008.1.49)

Date. Late Antonine.

*Complete Walters 79 dish in micaceous orange fabric with
small brown inclusions and slightly matt orange-red surface.
Worn internally and over rim. Stamped S...... External rim
diameter 120 mm. (A008.1.9)

Date. Antonine.

*Complete Walters 79 dish in pale-buff-orange, highly
micaceous fabric with deep-red gloss. Stamped NOVIANVSFE.
Lezoux. External rim diameter 95 mm. (A008.1.43)

Date. Antonine.

*Complete Walters 80 dish in soft orange-brown fabric with
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small white inclusions. Very pitted with most of the surface
gone and N graffito. No stamp. External rim diameter 170 mm.
Lezoux. (47.2/4)

Date. Antonine.

Base, form not established. Highly micaceous orange fabric
with very worn deep-orange-red gloss with some surface
vesicles. Stamped ATILIANI.O. Lezoux or Terre-Franche. Also
known from Pudding Pan Rock and Richborough on Form 31
(Dickinson et al. 1968, 127). (A008.1.63)

Date. Late Antonine.

East Gaulish

Base of Dr.31 or Ludowici Sx in light-pinkish-orange fabric with
a few tiny brown inclusions and fired orange-red. Stamped
AVGVSTINVS. Rheinzabern. (A008.1.60)

Date. Antonine.

Base from ?Dr.31 in orange-brown fabric with traces of white
layer beneath orange-brown gloss. Stamped CLEMENS.
Rheinzabern and Westerndorf. Also at Fishbourne on Dr.38
bowl (Dannell 1971, 304). (A008.1.64)

Date. 160-200.

*Complete Dr.31 in deep-orange-pink fabric fired glossy orange-
red. Stamped SIIVIIRVFII. External rim diameter 225 mm.
Similar stamps of Severus, but as SIIVIIRIM, are known from
Richborough, Wroxeter and Silchester (Bushe-Fox 1926, 79).
(A008.1.36)

Date. 160-190.

Dr.32 fragment in orange-brown fabric with deep-orange-red
matt surface. External rim diameter 250 mm. (A008.1.29)
Date. Antonine

*Complete Dr.33 cup in soft, soapy reddish-brown fabric with
sparse brown grit and poor orange gloss with vertical striae
and pock marks. The interior of the base appears to have been
ground flat, which resulted in any original stamp being
obliterated. The rim is very worn and irregular. External rim
diameter 120 mm. (A008.1.6)

Date. 200-250.

*Complete Dr.33 in orange-pink fabric with dull orange gloss
and pocky surface. Worn on both the rim and foot. Stamped
MARTIVSF of Ittenweiler and Rheinzabern. External rim
diameter 150 mm. (A008.1.38)

Date. 130-200.

THE DECORATED SAMIAN All identifications are by
Joanna Bird

Much of the material consists of small sherds and may be from
occupation deposits rather than from burial groups. Vessels
prefixed with an asterisk are largely intact, however, and may
come from cremations.

* Dr 29, South Gaul. The upper zone is decorated with panels
of leaf-tips alternating with dogs chasing hares; the incomplete
lower zone has a central band of pointed leaves. Similar animal
panels were used by a number of Neronian potters: cf. for
examples, (Knorr 1952, Taf. 23, A, stamped by Felix). c. Ap 55—
70. (A008.1.1)

* [Examined from a rubbing] Dr 30, South Gaul. Trident-
tongued ovolo above a frieze of panels, including two with
figures in arcades. Both of these have narrow arches on slender
columns (cf. Hermet 1934, pl. 86, no. 6), flanked by tendrils
above vertical rows of palmettes. The figures — one robed
(Hermet, pl. 20, no. 122B), one a Venus (Hermet, pl. 18, no.
24) — each stand on a row of arrowheads between formal
leaves. The panel between them has a boar (Hermet, pl. 27,
no. 42) above a block of arrowheads and diagonal wavy lines.

The panel at the left apparently has a saltire or similar
arrangement including rods and palmettes (cf. Hermet, pl .86,
nos 5-6). The decorative details and general style indicate a
date c. 85-110. Rivet-holes of uncertain but probable Swallow-
tail form are present. (A008.1.57)

Dr 37, South Gaul. Blurred trident-tongued ovolo above a frieze
of panels: these include one with a hare above an arrangement
of rods and a tall grass-tuft. Similar designs occur on the Samian
from Holt (Grimes 1930) and a date c. 90-110 is likely. A
Swallow-tail rivet-hole is present. (A008.1.2)

Dr 37, probably by X-9 of Les Martres-de-Veyre. The details
are blurred, but the ovolo is probably that on Stanfield and
Simpson 1958, pl. 29, no. 344. The figure of Perseus (Oswald
233) is on several X-9 bowls, and occurs with the festoon on
S&S, pl. 30, nos 355, 356. The wavy line border is a regular
feature. ¢. 110-130. (A008.1.23)

Dr 37 in the style of X-6 of Lezoux. The ovolo, border and
amazon on horseback are on S&S, pl. 76, no. 23, the boar on
pl. 75, no. 20, and the trifid leaf on pl. 76, no. 28. c. 130-155.
(A008.1.33)

Dr 37 in the style of Paullus of Lezoux. The bear, here
incompletely impressed, is on S&S pl. 165, no. 3; the acanthus
motif is probably Rogers K12, recorded for the associated potter
Cinnamus. Cinnamus also used the mask (S&S, pl. 160, no.
35). The medallion above the bear probably contains another
animal. c. 140-170. (No acc. no; ‘sand pit’)

*Dr 37 with the smaller mould-stamp used by Cinnamus of
Lezoux (S&S, pl. 163, no. 66). Freestyle design of animals, with
a small hound (pl. 163, no. 73), seated and running stags (pl.
163, no. 66), a leopardess (pl. 162, no. 60) and a tree (pl. 163,
no. 72). There is also a larger hound. c. 145-175. (A008.1.80).
Dr 37 in the style of the Cinnamus group at Lezoux. The ovolo
is Rogers B143, the crane close to Oswald 2196; the festoon is
not identical with any shown by Rogers. ¢. 145-175.
(A008.1.11)

Dr 37, Central Gaul. The border, terminal and medallion
suggest the work of the Cinnamus group. Antonine.
(A008.1.17)

Dr 37, Central Gaul. Freestyle design, including a leopardess
and a stag. Not certainly attributable, but perhaps by the
Cinnamus group. Antonine. (A008.1.22)

Dr 37 in the style of Censorinus of Lezoux. The ovolo is rather
overlapped, but is probably Rogers B138. A similar saltire, with
the corded rod and the trifid motif, is on S&S, pl. 102, no. 15;
the rosette terminal is on pl. 102, no. 14. c. 160-190. (A008.1.3)
Dr 37 in the style of Paternus II of Lezoux. The fine beaded
border, peacock and scrollery are on S&S, pl. 107, no. 26; the
leaf is probably Rogers H25. The decoration is abraded. c. 160-
195. (A008.1.10 & 20)

Dr 37 in the style of Casurius of Lezoux. A similar saltire of
wavy lines and coarse beads, with this acanthus, is on S&S, pl.
135, no. 38. ¢. 165-200. (A008.1.75)

Dr 37 in the style of Casurius of Lezoux. The bird and medallion
are on S&S, pl. 133, no. 17, the mask on pl. 133, no. 19 and a
similar group of acanthus on pl. 133, no. 18. c. 165-200. (A008.1.5)
Dr 37 in the style of Doeccus of Lezoux. The vase is on S&S,
pl. 149, no. 35, and, with similar medallion and ring motif,
pl. 151, no. 55. Very abraded. c. 165-200. (A008.1.16)

*Dr 37, Central Gaul. The ovolo may be Rogers B159; the
herringbone borders are apparently unparalleled. Sufficient
survives to indicate that the whole design consists of two
alternating panels, one containing the faun, Oswald 717. The
wider panel has a festoon containing a hound (no close parallel
in Oswald) and a smaller bear (cf. Oswald 1626); the bear is
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impressed upside-down at least once. The festoons are flanked
by columns (cf. Rogers P31) and sit above a pair of shell motifs
(fewer spines than Rogers U77). The general style of the bowl
and its shallow rim band suggest a later Antonine potter, and
the ovolo and column may indicate an associate of Banvus. c.
170-200. (A008.1.58)

Dr 37 in the style of Reginus I of Rheinzabern. Gladiator (Ricken
and Fischer 1963, type M220a) between two rosettes (type
0138). Mid- to later Antonine. (No accession number)

Dr 37 in the style of Comitialis III of Rheinzabern. The ovolo

(Ricken & Fischer 1963, type E10), column (type 0220), festoon
(type KB89), large medallion (type K48) and rosette (type O50)
are all recorded in his work, the small medallion (probably
type K33) for Comitialis I and II. First half of 3rd century, on
fabric and moulding. (A008.1.34)

Dr 37 in the style of the Tribunus-Tocca group at Lavoye. The
lion is Ricken 1934, Taf. 12, no. 42, and the leaf is close to Taf.
12, no. 14. The same leaf is certainly on Muller 1968, Taf. 19,
no. 548. For the irregular rhomboid beads, see Oswald 1945,
fig. 8, no. 17. Antonine. (A008.1.24)

THE SAXON CEMETERY

Most of the Saxon burials were found during the
last years of the 19th century and many of the grave
goods, including pots and ironwork, found their way
to Brighton museum in the form of the Griffiths
and Cunliffe collections. These collections were
acquired as bequests in 1904 and 1905 respectively.
Further pots were recovered by Couchman and given
to the Sussex Archaeological Society.

Examination of the various revisions of the 6"
Ordnance Survey map for the area made during the
period 1873-1938 shows the way in which the
sandpit was enlarged and suggests that, although

the Roman and Saxon cemeteries overlapped, the
centre of the latter lay to the east of the Roman one
(Fig. 1). Some of the earliest burials discovered, and
therefore the most easterly ones, appear to have been
warrior inhumations interred with spears and
shields. An axe and a scramasax knife were also
found. The bulk of the burials were, however, single
pot cremations. The grave-goods have been
successively discussed by Myres (1978), Dudley
(1980) and Welch (1983) and the burials dated to
the 6th and early 7th centuries. No certain Sth-
century Saxon burials were found, although some
of the iron objects could have been deposited with
inhumations during that period.

THE GRAVE-GOODS

Ironwork

Most of the spearheads and the knife from the Cunliffe bequest
have disintegrated over the years and are no longer available
for study. An old photograph taken by Professor Baldwin-
Brown (Welch 1983, pl. IV) does, however, show an axe, knife,
five spearheads, a ferrule and a binding ring in a display box,
but by the time Swanton came to prepare his corpus of spear
types in the early 70s only three spearheads could be readily
identified (1973). They have all disintegrated now. Using the
display-card typeface to construct a scale for Baldwin-Brown’s
photograph, the lost spearheads are illustrated here for the
first time.

Spearheads (Fig. 12)
103. Example of Swanton’s Group H1 with a blade 0.14 metres
long. The socket is bent, suggesting that the spear was broken
when put in the grave.
Date. 450-550.
104. Swanton’s Group H2 with a blade 0.14 metres long.
Date. Latest 5th-6th century.
105. Swanton’s Group G1 with a blade 0.15 metres long.
Date. 500-600.
106. Swanton’s Group K1 with a blade 0.12 metres long. The
socket is bent as Fig. 103.
Date. 400-550.

The fifth spearhead was too badly corroded for the form
to be identified for certain, but it looks like another example
of Group H.

Knives
107. Large iron knife of ?scramasax type.

Shield bosses

108. Example of Dickinson and Harke Group 2 (Dickinson &
Harke 1992).

Date. 500-600. (Particularly 500-550.)

109. 2nd example of a shield boss of this type.

Axes

110. Small axe head with rectangular section socket and convex
splayed blade. Parallels from Grave 13 at the Haillot cemetery
in Belgium (Evison 1965, fig. 6) and in Petersfinger Grave 21
(Leeds & Shortt 1953, 16-19 pl. 11).

Date. 400-600.

Pottery vessels

Twenty-nine complete or partially complete Saxon pots are
known from the cemetery. Seven fabrics can be distinguished:
A. Coarse flint-sand gritted some vegetative material and
frequent small surface vesicles.

B. Black fabric tempered with vegetative material, sometimes
with a little fine sand as well.

C.1. Very fine sanded brown-black fabric with occasional small
vesicles.

C.2. Similar but with mica as well.

D. Soapy, polished fabric with pale buff grog, up to 2 mm, and
fine calcite.

E. Fine-sanded hard fabric with 1 mm deep red ironstone sand
grits and occasional larger ironstone lumps.

E. Brown-black ware tempered with crushed, calcined flint.

Fabric A
111. Irregular-shaped pot in patchy grey/black/buff fabric with
a weak, upright rim. Contained a cremation. (A008.1.127)
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Fig. 12. Saxon grave goods 103 to 121. Scale 1:4.
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Fig. 13. Saxon pots 122 to 135 from the cemetery. Scale 1:4.
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112. Biconical jar with rim missing and in ‘porridgy’, grey-
black fabric. (A008.11.208)

113. Small bowl in ‘porridgy’, black fabric with soapy external
surface, polished but lumpy with grass-wiping marks.
Contained a cremation. (A005.11.209)

114. Jar with ill-defined rim in grey-black fabric, fired patchy
black/brown/buff with rough surface smoothing. (Brighton
R595b/1)

118S. Vertical-rimmed bowl in black fabric, fired patchy black/
brown with all-over polish and soapy feel. (Brighton R595b/2)
116. Bowl in black fabric, fired patchy buff/black with
‘porridgy’ polished surfaces. (Brighton R5S95b/3)

117. Bowl in patchy brown/black fabric, grass brushing on the
exterior and with pimply-rough finish. Contained a cremation.
(Brighton 619/1)

118. Necked bowl in dirty-grey-black fabric, fired reddish-
brown with sooty patches and rough surface smoothing.
Contained a cremation. (Brighton 619/2)

119. Jar with ill-defined neck in patchy grey/brown fabric with
numerous surface vesicles. Contained a cremation. (Brighton
619/3)

120. Weakly necked bowl in grey-black ‘porridgy’ fabric with
surface facet burnish and occasional vesicles. Contained a
cremation. (Brighton 619/4)

121. Necked bowl in black fabric with orange blotches on
‘porridgy’ surface. Contained a cremation. (Brighton 675/115A)

Fabric B (Fig. 13)

122. Necked bowl in soapy brown/grey fabric with chaff
impressions. There is a small suspension hole made in the side
of the pot before firing and there may have been another
opposite. External rim diameter 160 mm. (A005.11.112)

123. Globular jar decorated with vertical pairs of burnished
lines on its exterior. In dirty-grey-black fabric, fired patchy buff/
orange/black. (29.147)

Date. 500-599. (Welch 1983, 154)

124. Irregular bowl in black fabric fired patchy buff/black with
grass wiped exterior. Contained a cremation. (A005.11.205)
125. Bowl in soapy, black fabric fired honey-brown with black
external patches. (A005.11.207)

126. Jar in brown/black fabric. (Brighton 675/115A)

Fabric C

127. Jar with stubby, upright rim in black Fabric C.1, fired
patchy buff/black with rosette stamps of Briscoe type A4aiii
on its shoulder. (A005.11.201)

Date. 500-599. (Welch 1983)

128. Biconical jar in brown Fabric C.1, fired black with facet-
burnished exterior surface and profuse stamping on the

shoulder and neck. The stamp types are Briscoe’s G3b, Albi,
ASai and ASgiii. (A005.11.210)

Date. 500-599. (Welch 1983)

129. Biconical jar in brown-black fabric C.1 with polished
exterior. Ring-stamping on neck cordon and rosette stamping
with comb impressed lines on its shoulder. The stamp types
are Briscoe’s Albi, A4ai, B3a and N1. (A005.11.160)

Date. 600-699. (Welch 1983)

130. Squat, necked bowl in brown-black Fabric C.1 with
stabbing around its girth and small surface vesicles. (A005.11.161)
According to an old register, this pot contained a cremation as
well as handmade nails and four fragments from two ivory
pins.

Date. 500-699. A group of Frisian pots with similar ornament
is known and is dated 600-799 (Welch 1983).

131. Small, carinated bowl in dense-black fabric C.2, polished
externally and for a short distance inside the rim. The
carination was created by the knife-trimming of the exterior
of what is a very thick walled vessel. Contained a cremation.
(A005.11.206)

132. Small cup in very crudely finished, patchy buff/black fabric
C.1. Contained a cremation. (A005.11.204)

133. Cup with two opposing vertical lug-handles, in black
fabric C.1 with plant impressions and facet-burnished exterior.
(Brighton R675/115)

Fabric D

134. Pot in soapy fabric, fired patchy black/orange-brown with
scratched cross graffito on its side. (Brighton Ac.16) There is a
possibility that this pot is Roman, but its fabric, profile and
finish are not typical.

Fabric E

135. Pot in hard, reddish-brown fabric. Well-potted with
highly-polished exterior. Regarded by Dudley as being
intermediate in form between the common globular type and
taller, narrow-necked profiles of the later pagan period (Dudley
1980). (Brighton R675/114)

Fabric F (Fig. 14)

136. Small bowl with upright rim in very lumpy black fabric,
fired orange with waxy, grey-brown surface. (A005.11.131)
137. Small pot in black fabric, fired patchy buff/black with the
calcined flint filler concentrated in the pot base and thus
indicating poor clay preparation. (A005.1.200)

138. Small, very crude pot in patchy orange/black fabric with
exterior facet burnish and a few surface vesicles. (A005.11.203)
139. Lower portion of a jar in corky, black fabric fired brown
with rough surfaces. (Brighton 595b/5)

THE SOURCES OF THE POTTERY FROM
THE CEMETERY

Well over 100 pots survive from the Roman cemetery
and span the period between the mid-1st and the
end of the 3rd century or later. They were subdivided
into three date ranges, 43-150, 150-270 and 270+
in an endeavour to determine any changes in
pottery supply. One problem encountered is the
different collection strategies originally used by

Couchman for the coarse pots and Samian/mortaria.
In the case of the coarse wares, nearly all of the
surviving pottery consists of complete or nearly
complete vessels, clearly from burials. The Samian,
however, comprises a mixture of complete or
reconstructed grave-group vessels and a number of
small fragments which could have originated from
occupation deposits around the northern and
western edges of the cemetery. The same mixture
was also evident with the mortaria. This suggests
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136 137 138

Fig. 14. Saxon pots 136 to 139 from the cemetery, and pottery, nos 1 to 6, from the 1908 hearth, nos 7 to 16 from the ‘cemetery
caretaker’s lodge’.
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that the more attractive nature of the sherds from
these two pottery types meant that they were
selectively retained from occupation deposits
encountered by workmen. The smaller Samian and
mortarium sherds have therefore been eliminated
from the following quantifications.

Table 1 indicates that the bulk of the pottery was
of Antonine and early 3rd-century date, confirming
Couchman'’s original conclusion that the cemetery
was in greatest use during that period. The ratio of
ancillary vessels to cinerary urns (3:1) remains fairly
constant during all periods, although the larger
cinerary urns are more likely to have been broken
and discarded by the sand-diggers, thus creating a
bias towards the smaller vessels. The vessels later
than 270 in date are much fewer in number and
may reflect either a decline in cemetery use or the
adoption of a Christian inhumation rite, which
resulted in fewer grave goods.

Table 1. The pots by period.

Tables 2, 3 and 4 show the breakdown of the
three dated groups of pottery as per fabric.
43-150. This collection of late 1st- to early 2nd-
century pots is dominated by the various fabrics
believed to emanate from the Hardham/Wiggonholt
kilns, which together make-up 46.9% of the vessels.
The various fabrics are associated with different
vessel types, the coarse grey-ware fabric 2A being
used for large jars, bowls and dishes, the finer 2B
version for beakers and the gritty cream-ware fabric
9 for bottles and flagons.

Handmade East Sussex Ware is the second most
important pottery fabric and accounts for the
majority of the cinerary urns (reused cooking-pots),
although dishes and a lid are also present. The
earliest pot forms, such as Figures 5:1 and 5:2, 6:17
and 6:18, tend to be in this fabric and suggest that
the supply of East Sussex ware was more significant
during the pre-Flavian period, before pottery

Date Jars Bowls Dishes Beakers Store-jars Others Total %
No. No. No. No. No. No. No.

43-150 9 10 8 14 1 Flagons 4

Lids 1

Mortaria 2 49 32.0
150-270 27 24 16 19 1 Flagons 3

Lids 1

Mortaria 1 92 60.1
270+ 2 2 ]| 6 - Bottles 1. 12 7.9
Total 38 36 25 39 13 153
Table 2. Pots dated c. 43-150.
Fabric Jars Bowls Dishes Beakers Store-jars Others Total

No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %

1A 6 - 2 - 1 Lids 1 10 204
1D - 1 - - - - 1 2.0
2A 3 2 2 i - - 8 16.3
2B 1 6 - - 7 143
3B - - - 6 - - 6 12.2
4 - 3 - - - Flagon 1 4 8.2
SA - 1 - - - - 1 2.0
7 - - - 1 - - 1 2.0
9 = = = = = Flagons 3 3 6.1
S.G. Samian - 2 3 - - - 5§ 102
C.G. Samian = 1 1 2.0
Mortaria - - = - - 2 2 4.3
Total 9 184 10 204 8 163 14 28.6 1 2.0 7 143 49




80 THE HASSOCKS CEMETERY

production became fully established at Hardham.
The predominance of Hardham/Wiggonholt wares
after ap 70 is understandable, as the Hassocks
settlement was directly linked to the production
centres 25 kilometres away by road, and there were
only one or two producers of quality wheel-turned
wares east of the Adur at this time. One of these
may have been in the Chailey area, only ten
kilometres east of Hassocks on the Sussex Greensand
way. The newly discovered kilns there are of early
3rd-century date, but their white-cored fabric differs
little from that of the earlier fabric 3B vessels from
Hassocks.

There was very little pottery from other sources:
a small beaker is of Thameside origin and probably
dates to the latter part of the period. As with the
two Brockley Hill mortaria, it was probably brought
down the road from London to Brighton. It is
unusual to find mortaria being used as grave-goods,
but these two examples are sufficiently complete as
to suggest that they come from burials.

South Gaulish Samian ware accounted for 10.2%
of the pottery and early 2nd-century Central Gaulish
samian for an even smaller 2.0%. Of the South
Gaulish Samian, one of the two figured bowls had
been broken and rivetted in antiquity, and one of
the dishes had been made by grinding down the
base of a similarly figured Dr.30. All of this suggests

Table 3. Pots dated c. 150-270.

Dishes
No. %

Bowls
No. %
2

Fabric Jars
No.

1

%
1A

1B

1C

2A

2B

3A

3B

-+

S5A

7

8B

9

11

12

13

C.G. Samian
E.G. Samian
Total

2

W N =
NN W
—

27 293 24 26.1 16 174

that the vessels were old by the time they were
interred and may belong to burials of the following
phase.

150-270. The pottery of this period indicates
changes in the nature of supply and suggests an
inability by the big manufacturers to cope with local
demand during the early 3rd century. The most
important local supplier was still the Hardham/
Wiggonholt centre, although their share of the total
pottery assemblage (30.4%) is down on that of the
previous period, as is that of East Sussex Ware. Much
of the pottery now came from much further afield,
with Central Gaulish Samian accounting for nearly
a quarter of all the pottery (including most of the
bowls and dishes) and Nene Valley, Colchester and
Moselkeramik fine-wares for many of the beakers.
Fabrics 2A and B wasters present in the cemetery
material could be from local kilns, but may have
been obtained at the Hardham kilns for funerary
purposes, as recent examination of the vessels from
the Ospringe cemetery in Kent by the author has
revealed Thameside wasters and seconds
considerably further away from the kilns of that
industry.

There are three handmade vessels in unusual
fabrics (1B & C). Fabric 1C is characterized by orange,
crushed-tile filler and represented by the globular
jar from Grave Group 2 and another stray example

Beakers Store-jars Others Total
No. % No. % No. % No. %
- - - 16 174
- — - 1 Ll
- - 2 2.2,
- 1 Mortaria 1 12 13.0
2 = Flagons 2 10 109
- - Lids 1. 2 2.2
4 - - 6 6.5
2 - - 4 4.3
1 - - 1 o
- - - 1 1.1
1 2 2.2
- - Flagon 1 1 1.1
4 - - + 4.3
2 — - 2 2.2
1 = - 1 1.1
2 - - 22 239
S 5.4

19 20.7 1 1.1 5 54 92
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Table 4. Pots dated 270+.
Fabric Jars Bowls Dishes Beakers Store-jars Others Total

No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
2B 1 1 8.3
3B - - - 2 - - 2 167
SB - 1 - - - Bottles 1 2 167
6 1 - - - - - 1 8.3
8A 1 - - - - - 1 8.3
10 - - - 4 - - 4 334
14 - - 1 - - - I 8.3
Total 2 16.7 2 16.7 8.3 6 500 - 1 8.3 12

(Figs 2.3 & 4.21). The Samian platter from Grave
Group 2 is of Late Antonine date and had undergone
very considerable wear before deposition. From this
we can conclude that the burial was probably of early
3rd-century date. The fussy decoration on the fabric
1B vessel from that cremation is reminiscent of that
on some Early Saxon pots and suggests production
by someone skilled in the working of clay, but not
involved in commercial pottery manufacture. A tile
maker would be an obvious candidate and such a
kiln was found just to the west of the Hassocks
cemetery (Couchman 1925, 35). Fabric 1B is
tempered with very coarse crushed-ironstone and
the only externally-dated vessel of this type is in
Grave Group IX. It is a split waster of exceptionally
crude manufacture with profuse ironstone fragments
up to 5 mm across and an irregular, rudimentary
rim. This pot was almost certainly a household
product, made by someone with minimal potting
expertise. It can be shown to be approximately
contemporary with the Grave Group 2 pot by
association with two worn Antonine Samian platters
and a 3rd-century Glass Centre Boss brooch. These
two vessels suggest that there was a local coarse-
ware shortage during the early 3rd century, possibly
brought about by a decline in Hardham/Wiggonholt
pottery production levels. This postulated shortage
may also be responsible for the unusual practice of
using worn out mortaria as grave goods.

270+. There are far fewer pots which can be
attributed to this phase of cemetery use. The most
important single source was now the New Forest
kilns, which supplied purple colour-coated beakers
from c. 270 onwards. The nearby Chailey kilns were
responsible for another two folded beakers and a
centre at or near Findon accounted for a polished
red ware Dr.38 bowl and a bottle (Lyne forthcoming

C). The putative Findon kiln supplied small
quantities of copies of Dr.37 and 38 bowls and other
forms to Chichester, Neatham, Otford and other
sites. The production of these wares continued the
Hardham/Wiggonholt tradition of producing good-
quality Samian copies, previously expressed in
rouletted South Gaulish imitations (Winbolt 1927)
and then in the work of the Pulborough/Aldgate
potter using Central Gaulish moulds (Simpson
1952). There is a solitary BB1 cooking-pot but no
East Sussex ware for certain.

There are only 29 pots surviving from the Saxon
cemetery and most of these mainly 6th- and early
7th-century vessels probably originated in local
household production. Fabrics C.1 and 2 are,
however, of superior quality and associated with
stamped and otherwise decorated wares. They may
have been some of the products of a more organized
industry, which had a wider distribution for its
pottery. In sharp contrast, the Fabric F pots are of
exceptionally poor quality and may belong to the
very end of the Saxon fabric series at Hassocks.
Pottery manufacture declined both in quantity and
quality during the Middle Saxon period in southern
England and it has been suggested that this was due
to the demise of the pagan burial rite (Dudley 1980).
The crushed flint filler in these four pots certainly
has more in common with later Saxon potting
traditions than with earlier ones and we may
perhaps attribute these little, undersized vessels to
the late 7th century.

THE ROMAN COINS FROM THE SANDPIT

Couchman (19295) lists 34 legible coins from the
sandpit and another 5 examples found more
recently are in Brighton and Lewes museums. In
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Table 5. The coins by period.

Period No. %
I to ap 41 - =
ITa 41-54 - -
IIb 54-69 - -
111 69-96 3 7.7
v 96-117 1 2.6
\% 117-138 3 7.7
VI 138-161 7 17.9
Vila 161-180 2 S.2
VIIb 180-193 1 2.6
VIII 193-222 - -
IXa 222-238 - -
IXb 238-259 - -

analysing the pattern of this coinage Reece’s system
has been used (1975).

There is a clear peak in numbers of Antonine
issues, of which the traceable coins tend to be rather
or very worn — suggesting that they were deposited,
along with similarly worn-out Central Gaulish
Samian vessels, in early 3rd-century burials. There
was very limited production of base coinage during
the earlier part of the 3rd century and the Antonine
issues tended to remain in circulation until they
were illegible. This first peak in coinage therefore
supports the evidence of the pottery in suggesting a
predominance of late 2nd- to early 3rd-century
burials within the cemetery. The two later peaks in
coin loss or deliberate deposition are less easy to
explain. The first of these was in the late 3rd century
and does not conform with the pottery pattern, in
that only 7.9% of the complete vessels are later than
270. These coins and those of the third peak during
the mid-4th-century account for more than 50% of
all the coinage and could reflect either the former
presence of late and possibly Christian inhumations
with no other grave-goods, or late occupation west
of the cemetery continuing after its disuse. Pottery
of 4th century as well as earlier date was found in
black occupation soil over the Sussex Greensand
Way metalling at the western end of the sandpit
(Margary 1935, sections 21 & 22). 4th-century
pottery has also been found in the gardens of the
houses on the south side of Hurst Road, opposite and
west of Ham Farm. It would appear that occupation
extended from the Roman crossroads along the Sussex
Greensand Way as far as Ham Farm throughout the
Roman period and may have continued after the
adjacent cemetery had ceased to be used.

Period No. %
X 259-275 5 12.8
XI 275-294 8 20.4
XII 294-317 - -
XIlIa 317-330 2 5.2
XIIIb 330-348 2 5.2
X1V 348-364 5 12.7
XVa 364-378 - -
XVb 378-388 - -
XVI 388-402 - -

OTHER FEATURES WITHIN THE CEMETERY

CREMATION PITS AND A HEARTH

Couchman refers to the finding of 50 or more pits,
of which some were relatively modern and used for
the interment of farm cattle. The smaller ones
contained black soil with occasional charcoal and
sherds of Roman pottery, and were thought by
Couchman to have been dug to receive surplus
cremation ashes — only part of which were buried
within the urns. It is more likely that some of the
pits contained entire un-urned cremations and that
others were of a domestic nature, but, unfortunately,
the contents of these features do not survive.

A hearth within the area of the cemetery was,
however, excavated by a Mr Jacobs in 1908 and the
finds given to Brighton Museum. The pottery which
was found is described as including both Roman
and Saxon sherds, but that which survives in the
museum collections consists almost entirely of
Latest Iron Age/pre-Flavian pottery, with just a few
3rd- and 4th-century fragments of probably intrusive
nature. The early pottery was heavily refired and
accompanied by a wing-and-fanbow brooch of mid-
1st-century date. This hearth may well have been
used for cremating the dead, although the recorded
presence of animal bones in association suggests the
possibility of domestic use.

The pottery is particularly interesting in that it
includes large fragments from what must be some
of the earliest examples of East Sussex Ware vessels.

Fig. 14

1. Top of large bead-rimmed jar in patchy orange-brown Fabric
1A with facet-burnished exterior and lumpy, pitted interior.
(R5291/220A)
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2. Top of storage vessel in very coarse fabric with profuse, up
to 3 mm off-white and pink inclusions, and fired grey with
patchy orange/grey surfacing. (R5291/220B)

3. Straight-sided bowl in hard, pale-grey Fabric 1A fired
brownish-grey with burnished latticing. (R5291/220E)

4. Part of lid in five joining fragments. In hard, dirty-grey Fabric
1A fired patchy orange-grey. (Two fragments have been re-fired
darker grey.) The rod handle is so far unique in East Sussex
Ware lids, appears to be slightly off-centre and this suggests
that there may have been more than one such attachment.
(R5291/223)

5. Jar base in grey, micaceous Fabric 2B. (One sherd is grey but
fits on to a buff fragment, suggesting re-firing on the hearth.)
(R5291/221B)

6. Body sherds from a micaceous (?Hardham) ‘London ware’
beaker re-fired patchy orange-black. Six fragments altogether.
(R5291/226)

Apart from the illustrated fragments, the early
material includes fragments from a re-fired East
Sussex Ware jar with acute latticing (226A), a base
from a similar vessel (221D), a triple lobed lagena
handle re-fired orange (224A) and a pottery spindle-
whorl in Hardham grey ware (224B).

THE ‘CEMETERY-CARETAKER’S LODGE’

Couchman refers to the remains of a small building
lying on the west side of the cemetery as the
cemetery-caretaker’s lodge. The reserve collections
of the Sussex Archaeological Society at Barbican
House include a collection of pottery rims and other
sherds acquired in 1960 and described as coming
from this building. They are thought to have come
from an otherwise unrecorded excavation of its site,
now in the grounds of 20 Hurst Road. This pottery
assemblage appears to be a coherent group of late
2nd-/early 3rd-century sherds and is quantified here

using the Estimated Vessel Equivalent method, based
on rim fragments as percentages of entire rim
circumferences (Orton 1975).

The assemblage differs from the broadly
contemporary cemetery group of vessels quantified
in Table 3 in having far less Samian present: 10.9%
compared with 29.3%. This disparity may be due to
a bias towards the salvage of superior quality wares
by the sandpit workers, but the possible practice of
using old, worn out Samian vessels as grave-goods
during the early 3rd century rather than discarding
them in the rubbish could also have contributed to
it. It is known that Samian was prized by its owners,
witness the quantities present at the shore forts of
Portchester and Pevensey (Cunliffe 1975; Lyne
forthcoming B). These establishments were not
founded until ¢. ap 280, 80 years after the last
importation of Central Gaulish Samian. We should,
therefore, expect fairly small percentages of Samian
to appear in domestic rubbish deposits contemporary
with its importation. This is particularly to be
expected on rural sites, where it may not have been
so easily obtained.

Despite the comparative lack of Samian dishes,
the total percentage of this vessel form is up from
17.4 in the cemetery Antonine pottery to 32.6%.
This is due to the presence of quantities of fragments
from ?Chailey Fabric 3B dishes — vessels of inferior
quality to Samian and therefore likely to have had
a shorter life in use. Such products account for 24.0%
of all the pottery in this assemblage; a similar
percentage to that for Hardham fabrics (23.0%).

The caretaker’s house assemblage is striking in

Table 6.
Fabric Jars Bowls Dishes Beakers Store-jars  Others Total
EVES % EVES % EVES % EVES % EVES % EVES % EVES %
1A 1.52 - 0.30 1.82  37.7%
2A 0.66 - 0.12 0.78 16.1
2B 0.15 0.15 3.1
3A 0.26 0.26 5.4
3B 0.86 0.45 1.31 27:1
6 017 0.17 3.5
7 0.34 0.34 7.1
Totalcse 2.50 51.8 - 1.54 31.9 0.79 16.3 4.83 74.4
4 0.44 0.44 6.8
S5A 0.12 0.12 1.9
Samian 0.07 0.57 0.06 0.70 10.9
Mortaria 0:39 0.39 6.0
Tot.all 2.97 45.8 0.19 2.9 2.11 32.6 0.79 12.2 0.45 6.9 6.48
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having very few bowls. This may reflect a specialized
function for the building, but it may also be noted
that the most common Hardham/Wiggonholt late
2nd-century bowl form was of the necked variety,
sometimes with girth carination. Rim sherds from
vessels of this type are often virtually indistinguishable
from jar rim fragments, and may, in fact, be
represented in Table 6 under the heading of jars.

The material acquired in 1960 also included two
small, mortared bricks of the type used in opus
spicatum flooring. Floors of this type are rare, but
one is known in the Lickfold villa, which is only a
short distance to the west along the Sussex Greensand
way and close to the Wiggonholt pottery kilns. The
Lickfold villa floor was dated c¢. 140-180 (Evans 1974,
114) and the pottery suggests that the Hassocks
building is of similar date.

The following vessel types are not represented
in the cemetery material (The mortaria identifications
and comments are by K. Hartley):

Fig. 14

7. Large, girth-cordoned jar in dirty-grey-buff Fabric 1A with
finger jabbed cordon.

8. Handmade jar in dirty-grey East Sussex Ware with some
angular shaly grits and fired buff-brown with black patches.
9. Weak-rimmed jar in handmade Fabric 1A, fired black
externally and over the rim and buff internally.

10. Incipient-beaded-and-flanged bowl in micaceous orange
Fabric S5A with deep-red internal colour-coat.

11. Bead-rimmed dish in brown-black Fabric 1A, fired grey-
buff internally and polished black externally.

12. Flanged dish in off-white/buff Fabric 3A with internal blue-
grey slip extending over the rim. Paralleled at Meeching School,
Newhaven in Antonine assemblage (Green 1976, fig. 32-202).

13. Incipient-beaded-and-flanged dish in buff Fabric 3A with
internal blue-grey slip.

14. Straight-sided dish in pale-grey Fabric 3B, fired blotchy-
brown/black with micaceous external surface polished in
bands.

15. Similar dish in off-white Fabric 3B, fired micaceous black
with internal black slip and with diagonal burnished lines on
its exterior.

16. Upper part of large beaker in hard-grey Fabric 2A with
smoothed exterior.

17. Mortarium of Gillam Type 255, in pinkish cream fabric
with minute brown inclusions and crushed white flint
trituration grits. Import from Gallia Belgica dated 150-200+.
External rim diameter 240 mm.

18. Wall-sided mortarium in cream fabric with profuse brown
and black inclusions and white to grey crushed-flint trituration
grits. Almost identical to an example from Portchester (Fulford
1975A, no. 71) and perhaps made within a triangle between
Fishbourne, Chichester and Winchester, where this form, in
this fabric, mostly appears. ¢. 160-200/250.
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The excavation of a Romano-British site at
Moraunt Drive, Middleton-on-Sea, West

Sussex, 1992

by Luke Barber

Rescue excavations by the Field Archaeology Unit, University College London,

revealed part of a Romano-British farmstead with occupation spanning the
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1st to 4th centuries. One probable rectangular post-hole building was recognized
as well as numerous other post-holes, pits, ditches and stake-holes. Economic
data from the Romano-British features suggest a mixed agricultural regime.

Although no prehistoric features were located, the presence of a little unabraded
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pottery suggests an Iron Age site may lie in the vicinity.

INTRODUCTION

Sussex coastal plain at NGR SU 97010061. It is
located on slightly raised ground at
approximately 5 m OD (Fig. 1). The topographical
setting of the site is similar to that of the nearby Iron
Age settlement at North Bersted (Bedwin & Pitts 1978).
The underlying geology of the immediate area consists
of a typically orange-brown Brickearth (Hodgson
1967), although in some of the original assessment
trenches irregular grey areas with a high organic
content were also noted (for example Trench B: Fig. 2).
The area around the excavations is predominantly
occupied by residential housing. Houses fronting
Moraunt Drive border the site to the west, while
Marlow Close with its associated housing, lies to the
south. The area to the north and east were
undeveloped at the time of the excavations (Fig. 2).
The area in the vicinity of the site is fairly rich
in archaeological remains. Middle Bronze Age
pottery was found in the 1980s prior to residential
development at SU 968005 and a Bronze Age bucket
urn was located during the extension of Priestley
Way at SU 96990047 (Wedmore 1982). When a
number of houses were proposed for the area of the
site, Mark Taylor, County Archaeologist for West
Sussex, required an archaeological assessment to be
undertaken prior to the commencement of this
development. As a result, the Field Archaeology
Unit, University College London, was commissioned
by Beazer Homes (Southern) Ltd to undertake these
and subsequent archaeological works before

T he site at Middleton is situated on the West

construction started. The assessment took the form
of six machine excavated trial trenches giving a 2%
sample of the site. The specification for this work,
and the subsequent larger excavations, was provided
by Mark Taylor. Funding for all the archaeological
work was provided by Beazer Homes (Southern) Ltd.

THE ASSESSMENT EXCAVATIONS

The six trial trenches (Fig. 2 A-F) were dug at the
end of October 1992 in order to ascertain the
presence or absence, character, extent, condition
and date of archaeological remains on the site.
Unfortunately owing to adverse weather conditions,
all the assessment trenches flooded with S0 mm of
water before detailed sample excavation and
recording could take place. It was, however, clear
that archaeological remains were present.

TRENCH A (Fig. 2 only)

This 14 x 1.5 m trench revealed two archaeological
features cutting the Brickearth. The first was a
roughly circular area of dark grey silt clay with a
diameter of ¢. 410 mm (Context 2). This feature,
which may have represented a post-hole or a natural
variation in the Brickearth, was located 300 mm
from the north-west end of the trench. The second
feature consisted of an ill-defined, but steep-sided
ditch (?) running obliquely across the trench in an
east—-west direction (Context 3). It was located
between 9.2 and 10.8 m from the trench’s north-
west end. The fill, of medium to dark grey brown
silt clay, yielded a single sherd of 16th- to 17th-




88 THE EXCAVATION OF A ROMANO-BRITISH SITE AT MIDDLETON-ON-SEA

B

The Site

#

00+

MIDDLETON-ON-SEA

Predominantly built-up area L

0 500m
J

U
sSU g7 o8

Fig. 1. Moraunt Drive, Middleton-on-Sea. Site location.

century pottery. Neither feature in Trench A could
be fully investigated owing to flooding.

TRENCH B (Fig. 2 only)

This 16 x 1.5 m trench revealed a single feature
cutting the Brickearth below 500-600 mm of
overburden. This appeared to be a 530 mm wide ditch
running at a right angle to the trench 1.9 m from its
southern end (Context 3). The fill (Context 2), of
light orange/brown silt clay, was only partly
investigated owing to flooding and yielded no finds.
It is possible that this ditch was of a similar date to
that in Trench A.

TRENCHES C-E (Fig. 2 only)

These trenches revealed natural Brickearth below
400-600 cm of overburden. All were archaeologically
sterile.

TRENCH F (Fig. 2)

Before its extension, Trench F was an east-west
trench measuring 12 x 1.5 metres. The Brickearth
was found to lie between 400-450 mm below the
ground surface at this point. Cutting the Brickearth
were a number of features, mainly consisting of
small post-holes containing small quantities of
Romano-British pottery. Owing to flooding, only an
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initial rough plan could be made of the exposed
features (Contexts 2-15) and few could be sampled
by excavation before the trench was backfilled.

THE AREA EXCAVATION: METHODS

Following the findings in assessment Trench F,
Beazer Homes (Southern) Ltd agreed to fund rescue
excavations of the area likely to produce
archaeological remains. This work was undertaken
by the Field Archaeology Unit over a four-day period
in early November 1992.

Trench F was re-excavated and an area around
the original trench was opened by machine (see Fig.
2 for trench size). After machining, the surface of
the Brickearth was cleaned by hand in order to locate
the archaeological features. Once cleaned, the larger
features were individually numbered and most were
subsequently subjected to a 50% excavated sample
in an attempt to ascertain their nature, retrieve dating
evidence, and where appropriate, environmental
samples (Contexts 118, 128, 131, 145 & 152 see
below). All numbered features (mainly comprising
cuts, fills and cuts and fills) were described on
context record forms which form part of the site
archive. A few of the minor features were also
numbered in the field, particularly if they were
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sampled by excavation (for example stake-holes 16—
19: Fig. 3). Owing to the quantity of small features
and the limited time available, most were not
numbered or investigated. All excavated features had
their section drawn at a scale of 1:10 (a selection of
these appear on Figs 4 & §5). All features (including
unexcavated examples) were planned to a scale of
1:20 (Fig. 3). The finds from the site along with the
archive will be housed at Littlehampton Museum
(Acc. No. A1881).

THE AREA EXCAVATION: RESULTS
(Figs 3, 4 & §)

The removal of the top-soil (Context 1) from the
extended trench exposed a densely-packed area of
well in excess of 200 features (Fig. 3). Most of these
consisted of pits, post-holes, ditches and numerous
stake-holes/root-holes dating to the Romano-British
period. Unfortunately, the relative chronology of
most of these features was almost impossible to
ascertain as even where they inter-cut, their fills were
usually identical. The finds from certain features
helped little in securing phasing as most consisted
of small abraded coarse pottery body-sherds.

Despite the confusing jumble of pits and post-
holes, one probable structure, represented by a
roughly rectangular setting of post-holes, was
located (Fig. 3, Contexts 74-84, 88(?), 91, 92, 95,
97,100, 125, 133, 148 & 159-62). Only some of these
post-holes were excavated (for example Figs 4 & §,
Sections S, 6, 15, 16, 28 & 32), but taken as a whole
appear to represent a timber building measuring some
7.5 by 3 m. Many of the building’s post-holes were
inter-cutting and presumably represent the insertion
of replacement timbers. For example, Context 88 cut
95, but was subsequently cut by 89 (Fig. 3). However,
when others were sectioned (Fig. 4, Sections 6 & 15)
the similarity of their stone-free medium brown grey
silt-clay fills made phasing impossible.

An alternative eastern end to this building, (or
potentially a later extension), was marked by a line
of inter-cutting post-holes (Fig. 3, Contexts 141-4).
If this was the case then the lack of a post-hole in
the south-east corner is somewhat surprising. It is
likely, however, that if a post-hole existed at this
point it was not recognized as it would have been
cut through the fill of 145 (see below) rather than
through the Brickearth.

Post-holes 148 and 159-62 overlay a series of
large inter-cutting pits (Fig. 3, Contexts 146, 149 &
150 and Fig. 5, Section 28). The south and south-
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Fig. 2. Moraunt Drive, Middleton-on-Sea. Trench location
plan.

east sides of these features were not traced with
certainty and it is possible they were related in some
way to another large feature to the south-east (Fig.
3 145/147). The fills of 150 (Contexts 151-§, Fig. §,
Section 28) were generally all of dark grey/brown
silt-clays but varied from each other in lithic and
charcoal inclusions. With the limited time available
it was not possible to trace the southern extent of
these pits or the full plan of the large feature to the
south-east (145). A slot was, however, excavated
through the latter which defined part of its northern
edge (Figs 3 & 5, Section 42). The southern edge to
this feature (145) lay outside the excavated area.

A small test pit, excavated from the base of the
slot, revealed the bottom of 145 (Fig. 5, Section 42).
The fill of dark grey silt-clay contained relatively high
quantities of pottery and Bognor Rock fragments. It is
possible this feature represented an infilled pond.

Although the exact relationship was unclear, the
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Fig. 3. Moraunt Drive, Middleton-on-Sea. Post-excavation plan of Trench F.
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Fig. 4. Trench F: Sections.

lack of post-holes in the central section of the 4, Section 29). Although the central fill (128) was a
rectangular building suggested that a north—south  distinctive dark grey-black charcoal rich silt-clay, the
ditch (Context 126) had subsequently been cut  upper fill (127) consisted of redeposited Brickearth.
through the area, eradicating the earlier post-holes.  This unfortunately prevented the ditch’s entire
The ditch contained three fills (127, 128 & 130, Fig.  course from being traced without full excavation.
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However, it is likely that a feature sectioned to the
south (Fig. 3, Context 138/139 and Fig. 5, Section
33) was part of the same ditch. The relationship of
ditch 126/138 to a further cut (164, Figs 4 & §,
Sections 33 & 34) was not clear. To the south, the
course of ditch 126/138 had been cut by a recent
soil test pit. Beyond this point the ditch’s course
was not traced. It is possible this ditch represented
a field boundary which was connected to an
indistinct and unexcavated east-west ditch which
lay to the west (Fig. 3, Context 45).

Cutting 126 was a narrow steep-sided slot (Fig.
3, Context 37, (fill 38)) which had subsequently
been replaced by a similar feature (Fig. 3, Context
31, (fill 32) and Figs 4 & S5, Sections 24, 26, 29, 33 &
34). Both slots terminated before the southern
trench edge although the earlier of the two (37),
had an off-set slot (36) close to its southern terminal
(Fig. 3). It is possible these features represented
foundation trenches for fence lines which replaced

the earlier ditched boundary.

To the west a number of shallow beam slots/
plank stains were located (Contexts 23, 24, 25, and
to the north, Context 116, Fig. 3). Their exact
function remains unclear.

A number of small pits/large post-holes were also
located during the excavations. For example,
Contexts 71 (fill 72), 117 (fill 118), 89, 114, 115,
and 131. The low quantities of finds from these
features suggests that rubbish disposal may not have
been their primary function. Although most of these
features were sectioned (Fig. 4, Sections 1, 2, 5 &
18), some remained unexcavated (for example
Contexts 44 & 156).

The majority of the remaining features consisted
of numerous small post-holes and stake-holes
conforming to no obvious plan. (For example,
Contexts 26, 28, 50, 51, 66, 87, 93, 94, 110, 114,
123,124, 157 & 158 on Fig. 3 and Sections 3, 4 & 14
on Fig. 4). Stake-holes were found almost exclusively
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to the west of ditch 126. Many of these were not
numbered; they may have been the result of tree-
root activity. However, the few that were excavated

(Fig. 3, Contexts 16-19 & 30) all appeared to be
shallow (most were less than 80 mm deep), straight-
sided, and of probable man-made origin.

THE FINDS

THE POTTERY By Luke Barber (incorporating comments
by Sue Hamilton, Malcolm Lyne and Valery Rigby)
Introduction

The excavations produced a relatively small quantity of pottery:
323 sherds weighing 3520 g. With the exception of a few
prehistoric and post-Roman sherds, the vast majority of the
assemblage is of Romano-British date (97% of the assemblage
by sherd count).

The aim of this report is twofold: firstly to provide a date
range for the excavated features/occupation of the site, and
secondly, to illustrate the range of fabrics and forms present.

Unfortunately, the majority of the sherds are small and
undiagnostic, often having suffered badly in the acidic ground
conditions. Despite the small size of the assemblage, however,
there is a diverse range of fabric types although no large sealed
groups are present. For this reason the assemblage has been
taken as a whole in order to study the ceramic types in use on
the site generally.

The sherds from each context were divided subjectively
into fabric groups based on a visual examination of their
inclusions, texture, hardness and colour. The sherds in each
group were counted and weighed per context and the
information recorded on pottery summary sheets (these form
part of the Archive). The data was fully quantified for both
sherd count and sherd weight. However, owing to the presence
of large sherds of an internally thumbed storage vessel (Fabric
2), sherd weight percentages were found to be misleading. For
this reason all percentages used in this report are based entirely
on sherd count. Where possible, sources of production have
been suggested for the fabric groups, but in most cases a
number of production sites are likely to have produced wares
in each group. Owing to the small quantity of post-Roman
and prehistoric pottery these sherds were not given fabric group
numbers and are treated separately. All sherds, unless otherwise
stated, are from Trench F.

THE PREHISTORIC POTTERY (incorporating comments
by Sue Hamilton)

Only 5 sherds (1.2% of the total assemblage) of prehistoric
pottery were recovered during the excavations. All five sherds
are small and three are abraded. All are residual, although their
presence suggests prehistoric activity/occupation in the near
vicinity.

Two body-sherds are in a fine to medium moderately
tempered flint fabric with black cores and dull orange surfaces
(Contexts 72 & 159). These sherds are attributed to the Late
Bronze Age or Early Iron Age period. The remaining three
sherds are all small rim sherds dating to the Later Mid-Iron
Age or Late Iron Age. Two of these are in a black, fine to
medium, abundantly flint tempered fabric (up to 40%
tempering, with flint up to ¢. 1.5 mm). Both these sherds are
from barrel-shaped saucepan type pots with simple rounded
out-turned rims, and date to the later Middle Iron Age (Contexts
131 & 72). Both show some signs of exterior burnishing. The
remaining sherd (Context 110) is from a Late Iron Age shouldered

bowl. It is handmade in a black fabric tempered with moderate
quantities of medium to coarse quartz sand, with occasional iron
ore and calcined flint inclusions to 1 mm.

THE POST-ROMAN POTTERY
Four sherds of medieval pottery were located (1.2% of the total
assemblage). All were small and abraded and may be seen as
potentially intrusive. Two fabric types are present. The first
(represented by three sherds) is a very coarse multi-gritted ware
with abundant tempering of sub-angular and sub-rounded grits
(quartz sand, haematite, flint) to c. 1 mm (some inclusions are
up to 4 mm). The sherds are either dull orange or grey
depending on firing conditions. A date range of the 11th to
13th centuries is possible, although with no diagnostic sherds
it is difficult to be certain (Contexts 72, 75 & 127). The second
fabric type is represented by a single oxidized fine sand-
tempered ware jug body sherd with external dull green glaze
(Context 1). This is likely to date to the 13th or 14th centuries.
Asingle sherd of internally green glazed earthenware dating
to the 16th or 17th centuries was located in Trench A context 3.

THE ROMANO-BRITISH POTTERY (incorporating
comments by Malcolm Lyne and Valery Rigby)

The Romano-British pottery from the site belongs predominantly
to the 1st and 2nd centuries ap, although some material present
suggests a possible continuance of occupation/activity into the
4th century. Unfortunately, the general lack of fine wares from
the excavations greatly inhibits a more precise dating. Whether
the absence of products from the New Forest and Oxford
industries is indicative of the site’s true date range, or is the
result of the small excavated sample/type of site cannot be
ascertained. The vast majority of sherds are local coarse wares,
which, when coupled with the generally small sherd size, make
precise dating virtually impossible as many of the forms are
standard and continued in use for a long period.

Although a small sample, the fabrics are fairly diverse/
numerous. However, the grey and black sandy wares
predominate. Much of the material appears to have come from
the Hardham area (M. Lyne pers. comm.) and this accounts
for much of the material in Fabric groups 1, 4 and S.
Unfortunately, little has been published on this ‘industry’ and
little is known at present about its forms and fabrics. Hard-
fired sandy grey wares, probably from the Rowlands Castle kiln,
are fairly numerous (Fabric groups 2 & 17), although very little
material attributable to the Alice Holt/Farnham industry is
present (Fabric 3). Sources for the other local material are either
unknown or poorly represented, although products from
Chichester and the Wiggonholt area are likely.

The Fabric Groups

Group 1: Fine to medium sandy grey wares (24.8% of
assemblage)

This is the single largest fabric group. The wares are tempered
with fine and medium sand giving a rough surface. Most sherds
contain occasional to sparse brown/black iron ore inclusions
to 1 mm. A few sherds also contain some off-white clay pellets.
Colours vary from very light grey to dark grey throughout. A
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single sherd (Context 131) has an oxidized orange surface
similar to that found on material from Rowlands Castle. This
sherd may be an unusually low-fired product from this source
or an attempt by more local potters to produce a similar
decorative effect. Undoubtedly, the source for much of the
material in group 1 is the Hardham area.

Forms recognized include jars, dishes and bowls. Catalogue
nos: 1, 3, 4, 15, 16.

Group 2: Hard-fired fine to medium sandy grey wares (16.1% of
assemblage)

This group is distinct from Group 1 due to its high firing
temperature giving a very hard fabric with hacky fracture.
Tempering is similar to that of Group 1 but some calcined flint

/
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inclusions to 3 mm are occasionally present. Surfaces are
slightly rough but generally, unlike Group 1, do not lose surface
sand grains when touched. Colours usually range from off-
white/light grey, to medium grey, occasionally with dull red
margins. Some examples have a very thin orange outer surface
which appears similar to a light wash. This orange decoration
occasionally appears in lines where the surface has been
burnished. Most of this group is attributable to the Rowlands
Castle Kilns.

Forms recognized include storage jars, jars and lids.
Catalogue nos: 5, 7, 9, 13, 14.

Group 3: Lower-fired fine sandy grey wares (1.9% of assemblage)
This group consists of a small number of soft, predominantly
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fine sand-tempered wares. Certainly some, if not all are from
the Alice Holt/Farnham industry. The ware is not usually rough
to the touch and is often slightly powdery with a smooth
fracture. Inclusions of flint and grey clay pellets (?) to 0.5 mm
are occasionally present, but never in any quantity. Colours
vary from light to medium grey.

Of the sherds present, few are diagnostic although jars are
present. Catalogue no.: 17.

Group 4: Oxidized fine to coarse sandy wares (10.5% of
assemblage)
This group is similar to group 1 in respect of the tempering
agent and hardness, although some sherds contain a noticeable
number of coarse milky sub-rounded quartz inclusions to 1.5
mm on their surfaces and there is a tendency for the iron ore
inclusions to reach 3 mm occasionally. Some sherds contain
very occasional flint inclusions. Core colours range from light
grey to black, although some dull orange and buff cores are
present. Surfaces are almost exclusively dull oranges, reds or
browns. Some Hardham products fall within this group.
Recognized forms include jars, lids, bowls/dishes and
flagons(?). Catalogue no.: 6.

Group 5 Black fine to medium sandy wares (18.9% of
assemblage)
This group, which is the second largest, consists of medium-
to hard-fired sandy wares with some sherds containing
occasional brown/black iron ore inclusions to 1 mm (these
are difficult to see in the reduced fabric). Some sherds do not
contain iron ore inclusions and their tempering is exclusively
of milky quartz sand. It is possible these are local imitations of
BB1. Core colours are usually light grey to black. Margins are
occasionally dull orange, but external surfaces are always very
dark grey/black.

Forms recognized include jars and dishes, some with simple
burnished line decoration. Some of the sherds with iron ore
inclusions are Hardham products. Catalogue nos: 2, 8, 11, 12.

Group 6: Fine sandy reduced ware (0.6% of assemblage)

A very small group, probably a sub-group of Group 5.
Tempering is predominantly of fine sand, although a little
medium sand is present with very occasional grog/iron ore
inclusions to 0.5 mm and milky quartz to 1 mm. Of the very
small number of sherds present the fabric is usually dull orange
with black outer surfaces and can be attributed to Hardham.

Form recognized: jars.

Group 7: Very fine grey sandy ware with moderate iron ore
inclusions (0.9% of assemblage)
Another small group of sparse, very fine sand-tempered wares
with moderate brown and dark grey (iron ore?) inclusions to 2
mm. Some sherds contain very occasional white inclusions
(chalk/clay pellets?) and mica. Some of this group are probably
Hardham fine wares. Core colours are usually light grey with
buff grey or light grey surfaces. It seems this group is very
closely linked to Group 9.

Forms recognized include dishes and beakers. Catalogue
no. 19,

Group 8: Gritted silty wares (0.9% of assemblage)

A fairly soft silty/powdery fabric with sparse/moderate angular
to sub-angular clear and opaque quartz inclusions to 2 mm.
These inclusions are mainly on the surface of the sherds. Very
occasional mica flecks and dull red grog/iron ore inclusions

are also present. Core colour is a dull pink orange with buff
margins and surfaces.

Forms recognized: flagons (?), Context 145. Possibly either
a Southern British or North Gaulish fabric.

Group 9: Sparse very fine sand/silty fine wares (8% of
assemblage)
A broad group encompassing many fine ware variants probably
from various sources, although most are likely to be local. Most
of the sherds are small and have suffered badly in the acidic
burial conditions: some of the sherds in this group may
originally have been colour-coated. Sherds are usually medium
fired, thin walled and powdery to the touch. Inclusions include
sparse fine sand, occasionally sparse grog/iron ore (?) to 3 mm
and some mica. Colours are variable but are usually cream,
buff or dull orange. Within this group are 1st-2nd century
Hardham/Wiggonholt flagon sherds (Context 72 & 139). Some
sherds could be of North Gaulish origin.

Unfortunately, no diagnostic rim sherds were located in
this group, but flagons and beakers seem to be present.
Catalogue no.: 18.

Group 10: Samian (4.3% of assemblage)

The excavation yielded a total of 14 sherds of Samian. Virtually
all of this material is too small and eroded to classify with any
certainty. All, however, appear to be of Central Gaulish origin
and of 2nd-century date. Contexts producing Samian: 1, 128,
141, 145 & 151. Of these context 145 produced the largest
group (9 sherds). Forms recognized: Dr 31?, Dr 33 and Dr 37.

Group 11: Colour-coated wares (0.6% of assemblage)

Only two small sherds are present. One is in a very fine off-
white fabric with occasional grog inclusions to 2 mm (most
are less than 0.5 mm) with a dull brown/orange all-over colour
coat. The exterior surface is finely rusticated. It is likely this
sherd is from a Rhenish or Bordeaux region 2nd-century beaker.
The other sherd in this group is possibly a Hardham white
ware (Context 151).

Group 12: Oxidized medium sandy wares with flint and chalk
(4.6% of assemblage)
This is a small but distinctive group similar to group 4.
Tempering consists of fine and medium sand with occasional
chalk inclusions and/or calcined flint to 2 mm. Very
occasionally some sherds show orange/brown iron ore
inclusions between 0.5-2 mm. Core colours are light grey to
dull orange. Surfaces are dull buff to bright orange. Probably a
1st- or 2nd-century fabric.

Forms include jars and dishes.

Group 13: East Sussex Ware (0.6% of assemblage)
Only two sherds of this distinctive grog-tempered fabric are
present. The fabric has been described in detail elsewhere
(Green 1976; 1980).

Forms uncertain.

Group 14: Grog and sand-tempered ware (0.9% of assemblage)

A rather ill-defined group which includes an apparently
handmade vessel. The tempering consists of fine to medium
sand with moderate to abundant inclusions of grog (?) to 2
mm. These inclusions are grey on the interior of the sherds,
but are fired to a dull orange on the surface (it is possible they
are iron ore). Fabric colour is predominantly a dull orange
although light grey patches are also present. This is possibly a
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1st-century fabric.
Recognized forms: jars.

Group 15: Fine sand- and shale-tempered ware (0.9% of
assemblage)

A small but very distinct group of sherds tempered with sparse
fine sand and abundant grey sub-angular to sub-rounded
laminar shale (?) to 2 mm. Fabric colour is light grey
throughout. This fabric is not local and could be from either
Brittany, West Normandy or Devon/Cornwall. The only
distinctive sherds are from jars (one a globular cordoned jar:
Context 72). Catalogue no.: 10.

Group 16: Fine to medium sandy pink/buff ware (0.3% of
assemblage)

Asingle sherd in this fabric is present. Tempering is of abundant
but mainly fine sand with occasional red/orange grog/iron ore
inclusions to 1 mm. Colour is quite distinctive, being a pink
buff. A local fabric, possibly from Wiggonholt or Chichester.

Group 17: Hard fired medium sandy grey ware with moderate
chalk and iron ore inclusions (1.9% of assemblage)

This is without doubt a variant fabric of Group 2 as all details
are identical except that this group has moderate inclusions
of chalk to 3 mm and/or black iron ore (?) inclusions to 2 mm.
Other details as Group 2. Probably a Rowlands Castle product
but a coarser variant.

Group 18: Amphorae (0.3% of assemblage).

A single sherd, possibly from an amphora, was located in
context 139. It is in a medium sand-tempered ware with dull
red pellet inclusions (iron ore?) to 2 mm. Fabric colour is red/
brown throughout.

CATALOGUE (Fig. 6)

1) Small curved walled platter. Fabric group 1. Similar
examples from Fishbourne (cf. Type 3). Probably a Hardham
imitation of a Gallo-Belgic platter. 1st century ap. Context 151.

2) Straight-sided dish with plain rim. Fabric group 5. Exterior
partly burnished. Probably a local imitation of BB1. Context 145.

3) Straight-sided dish with tapering plain rim. Fabric group
1. Probably a Hardham product. 1st to early 3rd century.
Context 145.

4) Small hemispherical bowl. Fabric group 1. Probably a late
Hardham/Findon imitation. Late 3rd to 4th century. Context 145.

5) Bowl with small tapering horizontal rim. Fabric group 2.
Possibly a Rowlands Castle product. Late 1Ist to early 2nd
century. Context 88.

6) Lid with simple rim. Fabric group 4. Possibly a Hardham
product. Context 145.

7) NOT ILLUSTRATED. Several sherds from an internally
thumbed storage jar. Fabric group 2. A well-known form
probably from Rowlands Castle (cf. Fishbourne type 391). 2nd-
4th century. Context 145.

8) Bead rim jar. Fabric group S with very occasional flint
inclusions to 1 mm. A common form (cf. Fishbourne type 166),

this example being probably a pre-Flavian Hardham product.
Context 110.

9) Small jar with simple out-turned rim. Fabric group 2.
Rowlands Castle. Context 145.

10) Small necked jar with thickened out-turned rim. Fabric
group 15. Context 128.

11) Jar with small thickened everted rim. Fabric group 5. A
Hardham product. 1st-2nd century. Context 145.

12) Jar with thickened everted rim. Fabric group 5. A Hardham
product. 1st-2nd century. Context 145.

13) Necked jar with out-turned rim. Fabric group 2. Possibly a
Rowlands Castle product but not highly fired. Context 151.

14) Jar with out-turned rim. Fabric group 2. Rowlands Castle
(?) 1st century. Context 151.

15) Necked jar with thickened out-turned rim. Fabric group
1. Probably a Hardham product. Context 72.

16) Jar with everted rim. Fabric group 1. A Hardham variant.
Late 1st to 2nd century. Context 145.

17) Large necked jar with thickened horizontal rim. Fabric
group 3. An Alice Holt product. 2nd-3rd century. Context 145.

18) NOT ILLUSTRATED. Base sherd from a bowl or platter with
moulded foot-ring. Fabric group 9. Fine grog-tempered ware
with occasional orange inclusions to 1 mm. Light grey core
with remains of dark grey/black surfaces. Rouletted circle of
lines around interior above position of external foot-ring. A
local copy of a Terra Nigra form. 1st-2nd century. Context 131.

19) Barrel-shaped Beaker. Fabric group 7. Possibly a Hardham
product. May originally have been colour-coated. 2nd century.
Context 91.

Tile

The excavations produced five fragments of Romano-British
tile (Contexts 1, 131 & 145) in three fabric types. The quantity
is obviously negligible (weighing a total of 540 g) and full
details are included in the Archive. Tile types present include
tegula and flat (one and three pieces respectively).

Burnt clay

In all, 198 fragments of burnt Brickearth were located during
the excavations. Most were small fragments of fine textured,
powdery clay with colours ranging from black and tan brown
through to orange. All the pieces were irregular and contained
no signs of wattle impressions, suggesting that most at least
are probably not burnt daub. Inclusions of sparse fine sand
and sparse iron oxides were noted in the burnt clay lumps,
but these appeared to occur naturally in the Brickearth. A fully
quantified list of burnt clay forms part of the Archive.

Metalwork

Only two iron nails and a single piece of pewter were found
during the excavations. This lack of metalwork can be seen as
a direct result of the acidic nature of the subsoil: the two nails
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contain virtually no metal, and consist almost entirely of
corrosion products (Contexts 128 & 145).

The pewter object appears to be part of a rectangular (30+
mm x S mm) decorative mount with a semi-circular cross-
section. A circular fixing stud is located at one end on the flat
reverse of the mount; the matching stud has broken off. The
condition of this object is very poor: broken and twisted, with
little of the original surface surviving (Context 139).

THE FLINTWORK By Robin Holgate

Only seven humanly struck flints and a single shattered piece
were located during the excavations (Contexts, 1, 131, 32, 66,
142 & 145). All are undiagnostic hard hammer flakes with no
signs of retouch with the one exception of a possible soft
hammer flake of Mesolithic origin (Context 32). The shattered
piece (Context 66) could be from knapping associated with
flint wall construction.

GEOLOGICAL MATERIAL (incorporating comments by
John Cooper, Booth Museum, Brighton)

The excavations only yielded nine pieces of stone other than
flint (Table 1 microfiche). Of these, most are undoubtedly of
local origin. The most common stone was Bognor Rock which
occurs naturally in the London Clay around Bognor Regis. The
single piece of chert is water-rounded and is likely to have
been collected from the nearby beach. The only quern fragment
located is of Upper Greensand (Context 159/162). The fragment
is unfortunately rather undiagnostic although it appears to be
part of the top stone of a rotary quern with a maximum
thickness of 65 mm.

ANIMAL BONE By Wendy Wood

The bone assemblage from Middleton numbered only 62
fragments in all (Table 2 microfiche), the majority of which
(96%) could be identified according to bone type and species.
The assemblage consisted of a few fragmented weathered bones
of stock farmyard species: Cow (Bos taurus), Sheep/Goat (Ovis
aries/Capra hircus) and Pig (Sus domesticus). The low presence
and fragility of bone is most likely due to the acidic nature of
the subsoil.

The majority of fragments were of Bos (56 in all) with three
fragments of Ovis and one of Sus. All specimens appeared to
be adult, although too fragmentary for sexing.

A phalanx of Bos from context 151 (pit fill) showed the
ossification of a sub-periosteal haematoma — probably the
result of a blow. This specimen also displayed a single knife
score. Similarly a radius of Ovis had been sawn obliquely
through the shaft.

Several bones showed signs of gnawing by dogs (Canis
familiaris). These were the radius of Ovis, phalanx of Bos, and
a scapula of Bos from context 148.

The assemblage is too small to draw any accurate
conclusions about animal husbandry on the site. Indirect
evidence suggests that in addition to Cow, Sheep and Pig, Dog
was also present. Farmyard species would have been exploited
for their primary and secondary products, but on such little
data it is not possible to say whether these animals were
imported as joints of meat or truly present on the site, although
the latter is likely.

CHARRED PLANT REMAINS By Pat Hinton

The samples had been wet-sieved (c. 1 mm mesh) on site and
were received after drying. They were then sorted by stereo-
microscope at 7-40X magnification when charcoal was

removed. The plant remains have been tabulated on Table 3
(microfiche).

The majority of the cereals are undoubtedly wheat but
the incomplete and abraded condition of most makes closer
identification difficult. However, on overall morphology, some
have been identified as probable spelt (Triticum spelta) and
glume bases characteristic of spelt confirm this.

The barley is identified as hulled barley (Hordeum vulgare)
because of the slightly angular outline of most of the grains,
but none is sufficiently well-preserved to study its symmetry
and to consider whether 2- or 6-row forms are present.

The one oat grain is incomplete and retains no surface
although there is a short length of the hilum discernible, but
without the diagnostic floret base it cannot be said whether
this is of a cultivated or wild species (Context 118).

The pea (Pisum sativum) is spherical and measures 4.9 mm
in diameter (Context 128). No part of the testa remains but
there is a slight impression at the position of the hilum. This
is not complete, but the width suggests an oval outline which
confirms the identification. In addition there are three half
pulse seeds, i.e. cotyledons, 4.5, 4.9 and 5.0 mm in diameter,
which could well be peas.

Three other half seeds in the same context (128) measuring
3.2, 3.4 and 3.7 mm, and one in Context 118, measuring 5.1
mm cannot be identified more closely than as vetch or
vetchling (Vicia or Lathyrus spp.).

Pulses are found less frequently than cereals, possibly
because they are less readily retrieved by flotation, possibly
because thay are not exposed to fire prior to cooking. A single
pea has previously been recorded for Sussex, from an Iron Age
pit at Bishopstone (Arthur 1977).

In addition, also in Contexts 118 and 128, are seeds of
smooth tare Vicia tetrasperma, another member of the same
family. This straggling plant has been a very serious cornfield
weed in the past.

The remaining seeds are difficult to classify. The one
goosefoot (Chenopodium sp.) is probably a weed or ruderal,
although the use of these plants as food is possible (Context
152). The probable Sinapis sp. seeds unfortunately are not
firmly identified. Charlock (S. arvensis) has been a troublesome
weed of arable crops but white mustard (S. alba) has a use as a
spice, oil or fodder plant. Rye brome (Bromus sp.) is quite
frequently associated with spelt, and although probably an
impurity of the crop, the grains may well have been tolerated.

The fruit stone fragment of Prunus sp. is small, 5.2 x 3.4 x
2.3 mm, but its apparent slimness and suggestion of tapering
at one end are perhaps more compatible with one of the
primitive plums than with sloe (Context 128).

THE CHARCOAL By David Goode
The Middleton-on-Sea charcoal assemblage was very small; six
contexts were submitted for analysis, representing a total mass
of 10.47 grams. In a situation where such small quantities are
available for interpretation it is difficult to attempt to describe
palaeo-environments. In addition, any attempt to do so is
limited by the lack of corresponding pollen and land molluscan
studies. The charcoal recovered in this situation is best used to
help characterize the condition, or character of each context.
One context (128) had a total mass of 7.55 grams; much of
this was material too small for analysis. It was decided to
subsample this context by randomly removing approximately
15% by mass.

The range of 14 species recovered in the samples includes
pine, maple, alder, birch, box, ash, holly, poplar/willow, oak,
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lime and sweet chestnut and is summarized in Table 4
(microfiche). The variation present at the site is not unusual,
and has been identified in the plant remains from other sites
in Sussex (Cartwright 1985; Smyth & Jennings 1988; Scaife &
Burrin 1985; Drewett 1989).

In addition, there was a total of 0.68 grams of unidentifiable
charcoal recovered from Context 118. The pattern for the entire
site suggests an environment dominated by Fraxinus, Populus/
salix, and Cornus. The species Ilex, Vibernum, and Castanea also
figure significantly in the percent of total mass.

Greater variation is shown in a study of the species
distribution by context. In the summary below, the percentages
given are representative of the percentage of the total context
mass (including the mass of the unidentifiable material). In
the case of Context 128, the percentage recorded represents
the fraction of the sub-sample analysed.

Context 78 ‘Post-hole fill’ (total sample mass = 0.23 grams)

A total of 0.23 grams of charcoal were submitted for analysis.
One hundred percent of the charcoal was from a single species:
Fraxinus excelsior. This supports the interpretation of Context
78 as a post-hole. The charcoal is likely to be the result of
burning the end of the post prior to putting it in the hole.
Charring of wood in this manner would help to prevent rotting
and infestation of the post end. This is supported by the
presence of cork and cork cambium on one charcoal fragment,
suggesting that the bark was not removed from the post.

Context 118 ‘Pit fill’ (total sample mass = 1.95 grams)

The sample was composed of charcoal, bone and mineral
components. The charcoal component had a total mass of 0.54
grams. (The bone and mineral component weighed 1.41
grams.) There were seven identifiable charcoal fragments,
representing three different species. Cornus sanguinea was the
most common species, accounting for 22.2% of the total mass
of charcoal. The other species represented were Pinus sylvestris
(7.4%), and Populus/Salix type (3.7%). The unidentifiable
collection represented 66.7%.

Context 128 ‘Ditch fill’ (total sample mass = 7.55 grams)

The sample from context 128 was the largest presented for
analysis. A sub-sample of 15.8% of the total sample was
removed for identification. A total of eight species were
identified, including sweet-chestnut (Castanea sativa). The
sample was dominated by the presence of Fraxinus which
represent 59.7% of the sub-sample mass. Other species
identified include Acer campestre (4.2%), Buxus sempervirens
(0.8%), Cornus sanguinea (10.9%), Ilex aquifolium (12.6%),
Prunus type (0.8%), Vibernum type (7.6%), and Castanea (3.4%).
The variation presented in this sample is analogous to the
species variation found in the periphery of large woodlands.
All the species recovered are shade intolerant, and most prefer

wet or chalky soils. This would support the context
interpretation as a ditch fill. The sample is likely to be the
result of the collection and burning of wood recovered in, and
around a woodland. Unfortunately, attempts at describing the
site’s contemporary environment based on such a small
amount of charcoal remains are not possible without additional
data from pollen studies and molluscan analysis.

Context 131 Pit fill’ (total sample mass = 0.24 grams)

Four species were recovered from this context. These are Acer
campestre (25%), Alnus glutinosa (20.8%), Buxus sempervirens
(8.3%), and Tillia cordata (4.2%). Approximately 41.6% of the
sample was unidentifiable.

Context 145 ‘Fill of pond or natural hollow’ (total sample mass
= 0.44 grams)

Ten fragments were large enough for identification of six
different species. The total mass of unidentifiable/mineral
component was 0.21 grams (47.7%). The most common
charcoal was the Populus/salix type which represents 40.9% of
the total sample; each of sweet chestnut (Castanea sativa), Pinus
sylvestris, Betula pendula, Fraxinus excelsior and the Quercus type
represent 2.3% of the total sample, respectively. The range of
species recovered from this sample suggests that it is not a
natural hollow. Few of the native trees in Britain contain
enough resin to burn in a forest fire situation. In addition,
much of the ground cover in English forests is too wet to burn
as a ground or brush fire (Rackham 1993, 32). The dominance
of the poplar/willow type would suggest that this hollow may
have been a pond. However, Rackham (1993) implies that very
few of the ponds or depressions in England were made by humans.

Context 152 ‘Fill of large pit’ (total sample mass = 0.06 grams)
Three species were represented, including Buxus sempervirens
(33.3%), Ilex aquifolium (16.7%), Populus/salix type (16.7%).
The unidentifiable charcoal equalled 33.3% of the sample mass.

Discussion

A great deal of species variation is present for such a small
sample. Of particular interest is the quantity of Buxus and Ilex
and the presence of Vibernum. Other charcoal reports for the
West Sussex region show that Populus/salix, Alnus and Quercus
dominate the samples. This is not reflected at the Middleton
site. Differences in the composition of the charcoal samples
may be the result of the small sample size, rather than of a
conscious selection by the site inhabitants. Particular note
should be made of the sweet chestnut charcoal recovered from
two contexts. Castanea sativa was introduced by the Romans
sometime in the 1st or early 2nd century ap. Recovery of sweet
chestnut in Romano-British contexts of a similar age suggests
that the tree was possibly introduced in the 1st century ap,
rather than in the 2nd century.

DISCUSSION

Although a number of Iron Age sites and find spots
are known from the coastal plain, few have been
found in the immediate vicinity of Middleton-on-
Sea (Bedwin & Pitts 1978). Despite the lack of
features dating to this period from the recent

excavations, the presence of small quantities of
unabraded Later Middle and Late Iron Age sherds
suggests that occupation during this period may
have been situated close by. Similar pottery was
found at the site of North Bersted (Bedwin & Pitts
1978). Some earlier activity in the area is suggested
by the few pieces of flintwork and abraded Late
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Bronze Age/Early Iron Age pottery sherds.

With the exception of two Romano-British pots
found in the cliff at Middleton (Pitts 1979), little is
known of this period in the area of the excavations.
However, it is during this period that actual occupation
within the excavated area started. Despite the fact
that the pottery helps little in defining an absolute
chronology of features, it does suggest that the main
occupation spanned the 1st and 2nd centuries ap,
with a continuation, perhaps less intensely, into the
4th century. It is possible that during the 3rd to 4th
centuries a shift in the site’s focus occurred,
rendering the excavated area peripheral to the
settlement. Unfortunately, the full extent of the
occupation is not known, but it is likely the
excavated features form a small part of a much larger
site which probably extended under existing
housing to the west and Marlowe Close to the south.
The extent of the site to the east is unknown,
although the evidence from the original assessment
trenches suggests it did not extend much further to
the north. Without a full plan of the entire
settlement it is difficult to interpret the excavated
features, as it is impossible to ascertain whether the
excavations were at the nucleus or on the periphery
of the overall site.

The clutter of pits, post-holes and stake-holes
within Trench F hinders the identification of
individual structures. One rectangular building,
measuring ¢. 7.5 x 3 m, can be postulated however
(see above). This find is of particular interest
considering the lack of such structures on Romano-
British rural sites in Sussex. The exact form of this
building is impossible to reconstruct, although some
observations may be made. The general lack of stone
suggests that wattle and daub walling was used in
this timber-framed structure. Unfortunately, no
definite pieces of daub were found amongst the
burnt clay. The negligible amount of tile suggests
the roof was thatched. The virtual absence of nails
can be seen as a direct result of the acidity of the
Brickearth rather than as necessarily reflecting actual
construction techniques. Most ironwork is likely to
have decayed completely. The presence of replacement
timber uprights shows the building to have been
maintained for some time. It can probably be
interpreted as either a small domestic farmstead or
an agricultural out-building of some form.

Just as this building replaced earlier features, it
appears that once it went out of use, for whatever
reason, other features were subsequently cut through
its site. The Samian sherds from ditch 126 suggest

the building was abandoned before or during the
2nd century, although there is a danger of these
sherds having been deposited at a later date, perhaps
in the 3rd century. The ditch itself probably
represents a combined field boundary and drainage
ditch. Many such ditches were found at North
Bersted (Bedwin & Pitts 1978, 310), although the
Middleton example is later. After a period of use/
silting, ditch 126 was deliberately backfilled with
Brickearth, possibly with the material initially
excavated during its construction. However, the line
of this boundary was maintained by two sequential
slots, both potentially fence lines. The reason why
this boundary should have had its form changed in
this way is not clear, although it could have been
brought about by a change in land use. For example,
a boundary formed by a shallow drainage ditch
would facilitate arable cultivation, but an above
ground boundary may have been subsequently
needed to retain livestock. The presence of
numerous stake-holes to the west of this boundary
line is interesting, considering the virtual absence
of them to the east. If many of these features were
actually the result of tree-root activity, rather than
being of anthropogenic origin, it is tempting to
suggest that woodland/scrub existed to the west of
ditch 126. Although the charcoal from 126 would
tend to agree with this theory, without further
environmental evidence no conclusive statements
can be made on the area’s vegetational cover.

From the limited data available, the occupation
appears to have generally been of low status. The
pottery assemblage shows a rather utilitarian range
of local forms and fabrics with relatively few imports
or fine wares. A peasant farmstead based on a mixed
farming economy seems. likely. Unfortunately the
acidic subsoil meant few bones survived, although
cattle and sheep are present in the assemblage. The
quern fragment and the evidence from the charred
plant remains strongly suggest the presence of arable
cultivation, with crops including wheat, barley, pea
and possibly oats. Any excess produce is likely to
have found a market at Chichester.
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The excavation of a medieval site at
Muddleswood, near Hurstpierpoint, West

Sussex

by Chris Butler M.L.F.A.

A field survey carried out in advance of the A23 road improvements discovered

a previously unknown medieval house platform. Sampling, and then larger-
scale excavations during 1987 and 1989 revealed evidence for an early medieval
settlement. Evidence for prehistoric activity and for a 19th-century military
encampment was also found.

INTRODUCTION

uring a field survey of the projected route
D of the A23 road improvements south of

Hurstpierpoint, the farmer, Mr Andrew
Nelson, drew my attention to a platform and other
features in a field which were on the road’s line (Fig.
1). During 1986 small-scale excavations were
undertaken (Butler 1986), which confirmed that the
site was medieval in date. In 1987, after carrying
out a resistivity survey, two large trenches (Fig. 2)
were excavated: Trench 8 on the western part of the
platform, and Trench 9 across the ‘hollow way’.
These trenches revealed further evidence for
occupation in the medieval period. During 1989,
with the construction of the new road approaching,
further excavation work was carried out.

A number of trenches (10 to 21: see Fig. 2) were
dug across the site, and expanded as features were
located. The opportunity was also taken to section
the pond (Trench 21) which we hoped to be able to
date to the medieval period, but no diagnostic
material was found. Having completed the
excavations, we were pleased to note that a last-
minute change of route meant that the new road
would miss the site, thus preserving for the future
the parts not investigated.

THE SITE

The site is situated on the Greensand belt that runs
between the north scarp slope of the chalk South
Downs and the Wealden clays to its north. It
comprises a large platform, 47 m x 27 m, divided
into two by a shallow depression running north-

south (Fig. 1c¢). To the north of the platform is a
large ditch-like depression (hollow way?) which also
extends around the west side where it broadens out.
In the south-west corner of the site is a small mound
(17 m x 8 m and 0.8 m high), and near to this a
pond. On the east of the platform is a circular
depression which is marked on a map of 1826 as a
pond (ESRO Dan 228). This has been drained in
more recent times.

The excavation produced extensive evidence for
occupation during the medieval period, but
although flint wall-footings were found, it was not
possible to distinguish the complete plan of any
building(s). The trenches that produced features are
considered below in more detail (Fig. 3).

TRENCH 8

The eastern end of this trench produced no features
and very few finds. Its western end, as finally
excavated, revealed a number of areas of flint (Fig. 3).
Two of these areas may be footings for walls, the
third was an oval spread of flint and sandstone
which was more likely to have been a floor or
‘metalling’ of some sort. The flint and sandstone
pieces making up this floor had a rounded upper
surface, possibly due to wear. A pit (47) contained a
large amount of unabraded medieval pottery and a
second pit (48), only partly excavated, at the edge
of the trench, produced a smaller quantity of pottery.

TRENCH 9

This trench was cut across the hollow way on the
north of the site and revealed a shallow ditch and
an area of flint alongside. This may have been the
metalling of a possible path, or simply flint that had
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Fig. 1. Site location and plan.

accumulated in the bottom of the hollow way. The
shallow depression running across the platform was
seen to be a gully which ran into the ditch.

TRENCH 14

This trench produced a substantial quantity of
medieval pottery in the top-soil, together with some
possible wall-footings comprising sandstone blocks
and flint at a depth of 450 mm.

TRENCH 17
This trench was immediately south-west of Trench

'y
i

8. It produced similar areas of flint, and here it was
possible to propose a sequence. The earliest feature
was a pit (62) which contained medieval pottery and
some animal bone. Above the pit was a layer which
comprised a dark brown/black humic soil with
charcoal, daub and medieval pottery in it. Probably
contemporary with this layer and on its east side was
awall, the flint footings of which survived to a height
of two or three courses in places; this wall was sitting
in a shallow trench (64). At some stage the wall had
collapsed across the humic soil layer sealing below
it, amongst other things, a cut farthing likely to have
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been lost before 1280 (see Rudling, this report). On
the east of the wall were two post-holes, one of which
(58) produced some medieval pottery. On the north
edge of the trench, part of a pit (55) was revealed;
this may be an extension of pit 48 in Trench 8.

TRENCH 18

Two features were revealed in this trench: a shallow
ditch (52) running north-south which contained
some early medieval pottery and also a barbed-and-
tanged arrowhead. The other feature was a small
post-hole to the west of the ditch.

TRENCH 21

This trench was excavated to section the pond (Fig.
2). A sequence of silts and fills was revealed in the
section, although none of these could be dated from
the material found.

None of the other trenches excavated revealed
any features, although they all produced a large
number of abraded medieval pottery sherds. In
addition to the medieval features and finds from
the excavation, a quantity of prehistoric flintwork
was found together with a scattering of post-
medieval material in the top-soil.

THE FINDS

POTTERY

A total of 11,727 sherds of medieval pottery, weighing 61.75
kg was recovered during the excavations, both from the top-
soil and medieval contexts. In addition, small amounts of
earlier pottery together with some post-medieval pottery came
mainly from top-soil contexts, and are described on microfiche.

Medieval pottery

The medieval pottery was sorted into fabrics according to the
type, quantity and size of inclusion, broadly based on Barton
(1979). The five main fabrics, of which the first four are coarse
ware fabrics, and the fifth a fine ware fabric, comprise the
majority of the medieval pottery.

1. Black to buff-red or grey coarse soft fabric with frequent
medium (<1 mm) to large (>1 mm) angular flint, and occasional
chalk inclusions (Saxo-Norman ware).

2. Red or occasionally buff or black soft fabric. Frequent small
(<0.5 mm) round and smooth quartz inclusions with small to
medium angular flint inclusions. Almost always with a reduced
core.

3. Buff, red, brown/black and occasionally grey in colour.
Smooth soft fabric. Quartz inclusions as Fabric 2. Occasional
small angular flint inclusions. Some sherds have a green or
brown glaze. Generally reduced core.

4. Orange-red/buff in colour. Smooth soft fabric. Medium-sized
grog and small quartz inclusions with very occasional small
angular flint inclusions.

5. Grey-buff smooth hard fabric. No inclusions or very
occasional small quartz inclusions. Most have a trace of green

glaze, some have slip present, West Sussex Ware (Barton 1979).

In addition there were three medieval fabrics which were
represented by small quantities of pottery.

6. Hard, grey, sandy fabric. Occasional small quartz inclusions.
Some sherds are glazed.

7. Black fabric. Very frequent small to medium quartz inclusions.

8. Cream to buff hard fabric. Occasional small quartz
inclusions. Thick sherd size.

Although large quantities of medieval pottery were
recovered during the excavations, there were only seven sealed
features which produced assemblages (Figs 4 & S).

Pit 47
This pit contained some of the most interesting pottery, with
examples of Fabrics 2, 3 and 5 present (Table 1 on microfiche).

A number of these sherds could be rejoined.

Fig. 4
1. Rim sherd. Fabric 5.

2. Decorated sherd from jug with yellow-green and light brown
glaze. Fabric 5.

3. Base sherd with traces of a green glaze on underside. Fabric 3.

4. Two sherds from jug with handle. Yellow-green glaze with
the pattern in a brown glaze. Fabric 5.

13. Rim and spout from a jug. White slip under a green glaze.
The slip extends inside the pot. Fabric 3.

14. Base sherd. Yellow-green glaze on outside. Fabric 5.

15. Handle, possibly from same vessel as 14. Trace of green
glaze. Fabric §.

16. Strap handle. Fabric 2.

17. Rim with rod handle. Two rows of slashed decoration on
handle. Fabric 3.

Fig. §
18. Rim from cooking pot. Fabric 3.

19. Rim. Red/brown outer surface and dark brown inner. Not
reduced. Fabric 3.

20. Rim. Fabric 3.

21. Cooking Pot. Buff-orange fabric with slightly reduced core
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Fig. 4. Medieval pottery from sealed contexts.
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Fig. 6. Medieval pottery: jugs (35-40), spouts (41-2), handles (43-52), decorated sherds (53-4), other vessels (55-60).
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in upper part of vessel. Few quartz inclusions and occasional
holes from either burnt out organic, or dissolved calcareous,
material. Stabbed decoration to top of rim and immediately
below rim. Fabric 3.

22. Rim from jug. Fabric 3.

Pit 62

Amongst other sherds, this pit contained a partially complete
cooking pot in Fabric 3.

23. Cooking pot. Blackened, due to sooting, over lower outer
surface. Fabric 3.

Context 64

This wall footing trench contained a small number of sherds
(Table 1).

24. Cooking pot. Fabric 3.

Figs S & 6
25. Cooking pot. Fabric 3.

26. Cooking pot rim. Blackened surface in places (due to
sooting?). Incised decoration around rim. Fabric 3.

27. Cooking pot rim. Fabric 3.

28. Cooking pot or storage jar rim. Very roughly applied strip
on body. Fabric 2.

29. Rim from dish. Black inside and buff outside. Reduced core.
Groove on inside edge of rim. Fabric 2.

30. Cooking pot rim. Fabric 3.
31. Cooking pot rim. Rough surface. Fabric 3.

32. Rim from cooking pot or bowl. Finger impressions on
outside of one sherd. Fabric 2.

33. Dish. Slight trace of glaze on lower inside and base. Fabric
3

34. Jug rim. Green glaze on outside with trace of white slip
under the glaze. Fabric 5.

35. Jug rim. Patchy yellow-green glaze on outside. Fabric 5.

36. Jug rim with part of handle. Roughly made and pock-
marked inside. Fabric 4.

37. Jug rim. Faint trace of white slip on outside. Fabric 3.

38. Jug rim. Dark green glaze on rim and outside. Circular
‘lumps’ on inside below rim. Fabric S.

39. Jug base. Yellow-green speckled glaze on outside, and traces
underneath. Fabric 5.

40. Jug base. Red-brown slip and green glaze. Fabric 5.

41. Spout. Fabric 2.

42. Spout. Fabric 3.

43. Rod handle. Speckled green glaze with parallel line decoration
in a darker green glaze. Handle has incised decoration. Fabric S.

44. Rod handle. Trace of green and brown glaze. Fabric 5.
48. Strap handle. Trace of yellow/brown glaze inside vessel. Fabric 3.
46. Strap handle. Stabbed decoration. Fabric 3.

47. Strap handle. Stabbed decoration to underside of handle.
Fabric 3.

48. Strap handle. Trace of white slip below a yellow /green
glaze. Fabric 3.

49. Rod handle. Rough surface. Fabric 2.

50. Rod handle. Fabric 3.

51. Handle. Stabbed ‘dots’ along back of handle. Fabric 3.
52. Handle/lug. Traces of incised ‘slash’ decoration. Fabric 2.

53. Decorated sherd. Buff inner surface, orange outer surface.
No reduction. Dark green glaze decoration. Fabric 5.

54. Decorated sherd. Applied strips with finger impressions. Green
glaze on body and brown glaze on applied decoration. Fabric S.

55. Rim from bowl. Fabric 2.
56. Cooking pot rim. Top of rim decorated with slashes. Fabric 3.
57. Rim. Band of applied decoration on outside below rim. Fabric 2.
58. Rim from dish. Fabric 3.

59. Cooking pot rim. In addition to the normal quartz
inclusions, this vessel also appears to have had grog added to
the fabric. Fabric 3.

60. Cooking pot rim. Fabric 3.

71. Two fragments probably both from same vessel. Variable
green glaze. Fabric S.

Medieval pottery — discussion
The medieval pottery from Muddleswood is similar to that
found on most 12th- or 13th-century sites in Sussex. The
predominant vessel type is the cooking pot, however, other coarse
ware vessels such as storage jars were undoubtedly also present.
One unusual feature for a site of this date was the large number
of dishes apparently being used at Muddleswood. Dishes are rare
on 12th- and 13th-century sites and only slightly more common
in the late 13th and 14th centuries (Pearce et al. 1985). Most sites
of this date have only one or two examples, whereas at
Muddleswood sherds from a minimum of six dishes were found.
From the number of sherds found that have come from
different jugs it is apparent that a large number of these vessels
were being used at Muddleswood, mostly in the finer fabric
(Fabric 5), although a small number were manufactured in the
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Fig. 7. Small finds: casket key (61), knives (62-3), latch/key (64), barbed-and-tanged arrowhead (65), nails (66-70),

aquamanile fragments (71), lead token (72).

coarse fabrics as well (e.g. Fig. 6, no. 37). There was little
evidence for any other vessel types in the finer fabric, apart
from the two fragments (Fig. 7, no. 71) which may have come
from an aquamanile. Both rod and strap handles were present
on the site, the former generally being in the finer fabric and
therefore associated with jugs.

Although there were only a limited number of sealed
contexts that produced medieval pottery (Table 1), it may be
possible to suggest a relative chronology based on the fabrics
found in each context. The ditch in Trench 18 (Context 52)
could relate to an earlier phase as there was a small quantity
of Fabric 1 present and no Fabric 5. The pit (Context 47) in
Trench 8, however, belongs to a later phase as this contains
no Fabric 1, only a little Fabric 2, and a large quantity of Fabric
5. None of the fabrics can be traced to a known kiln, but there
are some similarities with the fabrics from the Marchants Farm

kiln at Streat and the kilns at Ringmer, in East Sussex (Con
Ainsworth, pers. comm.). It is more likely that there is a closer,
as yet undiscovered, kiln source for the Muddleswood pottery.
One possible location could be at Albourne, a kilometre to the
north of Muddleswood, where a field north of the village is known
as ‘Potters Field’ (O.S. 1:25,000 TQ21/31). However, as yet no
fieldwork has been carried out in this area to investigate this.

COINS AND TOKENS By David Rudling

1. HENRY II or RICHARD 1. Silver cut farthing. Short Cross
Coinage, Class 1-4. Probably Class 1 (c. 1180-9). Reverse:
OSB[ER/N]. Unfortunately the name Osber is common amongst
moneyers during the reign of Henry II, and is recorded for the
mints of London, Exeter, Wilton and Winchester (North 1980,
185). The name Osbern is recorded for the mints of Winchester
and Worcester. This cut farthing is likely to have been lost
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Fig. 8. Foreign stone; querns and whetstones.

before the major recoinage of Edward I, which was embarked
upon in 1279. Round halfpence and farthings were struck at
the end of 1280, ending the previous practice of making these
denominations by cutting a penny into two or four parts (North
1975, 9). Context: 17/54.

2. ELIZABETH L. Third Issue. Silver half-groat. Initial mark: A
(1583-84/5). Reference: North (1975) 2016. Top-soil.

3. WILLIAM III. ¢. 1695-1701, Silver Shilling, very worn,
counter stamped with an ‘S’ and ‘W’ on the obverse and a ‘U’

on the reverse. Top-soil.

4. lllegible. Copper half-penny. Probably George II or George
111, i.e. c. 1729-1775. Extremely worn/eroded. Top-soil.

5. GEORGE III. Copper half-penny. First issue. c. 1770-1775.
Counterstamped with a “T". Top-soil.

6. VICTORIA. 1860 Farthing, pierced at the top and presumably
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re-used as a pendant. Top-soil.
7. GEORGE V. 1932 sixpence. Top-soil.

8. Illegible. Coin or token. ?Silver. 25 mm diameter. Extremely
worn/eroded. Top-soil.

9. Illegible. Probably a jeton. Copper-alloy. 19 mm diameter.
Extremely worn/eroded. Top-soil.

10. Lead Token. 17th/18th century. 19 mm diameter. Obverse:
Cross and pellets. Reverse: Blank. Cf. Dean (1977, pl. 10) no.
51 and Read (1988, 106) nos 1-3. Top-soil.

11. Lead Token. 17th/18th century. 18 mm diameter. Obverse:
Cross and pellets. Reverse: K. Cf. no. 11. Top-soil.

12. Lead Token. 17th/18th century. 20 mm diameter. Obverse:
Cross and pellets. Reverse: K. Cf. no. 11. Top-soil. (Fig. 7, no.
72).
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METAL OBJECTS

Copper-alloy

The only medieval copper-alloy object was a bronze casket key
(Fig. 7, no. 61) which can be dated to the 13th-14th century:
Context 35, Trench 8.

Lead

Small quantities of lead were found both in the top-soil and from
medieval contexts. These comprised two fragments of white lead,
and three fragments of what is probably window lead, together
with an oblong sheet; measuring 105 mm x 25 mm, and weighing
30 g. There were also five musket balls found in the top-soil.

Iron

In addition to the iron nails, which are dealt with separately, a
number of iron items were found during the excavation. The
medieval pieces are: (a) latch or key, heavily corroded, context
35 (Fig. 7, no. 64). (b) knife, context 24 (Fig. 7, no. 62). (c)
knife, context 62 (Fig. 7, no. 63).

IRON NAILS By Maureen Bennell

Thirty-four complete nails and 278 fragments of nails were
collected from 34 contexts. Most were in an advanced stage of
corrosion which made identification and analysis difficult, but
their general appearance was consistent with the 12th-13th-
century date suggested for the site (Fig. 7, nos 66-70). Little
could be said about the shank fragments except to note that
some had been clinched and some were larger in diameter than
others. The bulk of the assemblage was of a comparatively small
size, the norm was 4 mm in diameter, only 12 were smaller
than this and 24 larger. There were also 25 small studs, probably
used for decoration.

Complete nails and head fragments were divided into
wedge-shaped nails and those with flat heads, as these
characteristics to some extent define their function. It was
found that there were 124 flat-headed nails (including five
complete and the studs), and 70 wedge-shaped nails (including
three complete). Less than half of the identifiable nails were
the wedge-shaped type used to secure joinery or boards, sinking
the head either for appearance or safety. There were slightly
more of the flat-headed nails used to secure one surface to
another, some clinched for greater strength. The small studs
are likely either to have been decorative or used for applying a
covering material to an artefact. There were a few more
substantial nails, mostly from the top-soil, none of which
appeared to be purely decorative.

It is likely that major timbers used in any building at
Muddleswood would have been secured with wooden pegs.
From the numbers, type and size of the nails found, it can be
concluded that they were used in smaller items of woodwork
such as partitions or shutters.

SLATE
A small amount of slate was recovered during the excavations,
and was reported on by Mrs H. Holden. A number of pieces from
the top-soil and from medieval contexts were identified as being
‘typical of the slate found in 12th-13th century contexts, and
which was brought along the coast from south Devon quarries’.
Such slate may have been used as roofing material or for
wedging purposes in the walling. If a building on the site did
in fact have a slate roof, and the small quantity of slate found
does not necessarily rule this out, it would suggest that the
building was of high status (Holden 1989).

ANIMAL REMAINS

The animal bone from the 1986 and 1987 excavations was
looked at by Rod O’Shea, and that from 1989 by Pat Stevens; a
full summary is on microfiche. Owing to the nature of the soil
at Muddleswood very little animal bone had survived, and that
which had was in a poor state. From medieval contexts, mainly
the floor area in Trench 17, examples of cattle, sheep/goat,
and pig were found. The post-medieval path in Trench 1 (Butler
1986) had the bones of cow (femur with butchery marks) and
sheep/goat lying on it. Unfortunately the assemblage is too
small to allow any firm conclusions.

FOREIGN STONE

A large number of fragments of foreign stone were found during
the excavations, and were identified by Tim Gosden. Most of
these fragments were incorporated into the flint wall footings
and other features, and seem to be irregularly shaped natural
fragments of sandstone, probably originating from the
Greensand belt on which the site is located.

In addition to the fragments incorporated into the wall
footings, a number of whetstone and quern fragments were
also found; those illustrated are described below, with the
remainder detailed on microfiche.

Whetstone. Feature 43, no. 1. Fine-medium grained micaceous
sandstone, light grey-green. (73 g) Fig. 8, no. 73.

Whetstone. Feature 43, no. 2. Fine-medium grained micaceous
sandstone, light grey-green. (93 g) Fig. 8, no. 74.

3. Quern fragment. Feature 42. Medium grained siliceous
sandstone, dark brown/green in colour. Smoothed side has
concentric striations. The other side has a well-worn
indentation, and there are two further indentations on the
outer edge of the quern fragment. (1.8 kg). Fig. 8, no. 75.

4. Quern fragment. Feature 60, no. 3. Deep red-crimson
medium grained ferruginous sandstone. One side smoothed
with striations. (1.62 kg) Fig. 8, no. 76.

S. Quern fragment. Feature 62. Deep red-crimson medium grained
ferruginous sandstone. Smooth side exhibits concentric striations.
Part of well-worn spindle hole present. (595 g) Fig. 8, no. 77.

FLINTWORK

A total of 336 pieces of worked flint were recovered during the
excavation, and are summarized in Table 2. The flintwork
occurred both in the topsoil and from features across the site,
although little of it appeared to be in situ.

The flint was of several types, ranging in colour from grey,
blue-grey and black to green and orange-brown. A large
proportion of the pieces had some cortex present. The types
of flint present are typical of those which naturally occur as
nodules in the Lower Greensand.

Alarge number of the pieces of worked flint are Mesolithic
in date, and are generally produced from the better quality
flint. The flakes and blades have been removed with a soft hammer
from small cores and then occasionally carefully retouched to
produce an implement. Other pieces are later in date, generally
removed with a hard hammer, and are mainly waste flakes. There
is also the occasional later implement, including a single barbed-
and-tanged arrowhead (Fig. 7, no. 65). These later pieces can be
assigned to the Later Neolithic and Early Bronze Age. Two
gunflints from more recent times were also found.

Over 1700 fire-fractured flints, weighing 34.6 kg, came
from the excavation. The majority were found in the medieval
flint features uncovered in Trenches 8 and 17. It is likely that
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they were already fire-fractured when they were incorporated
into these features, as they were intermingled with other flints
which were not fire-fractured.

BUTTONS

Twenty-seven buttons and studs were found in the top-soil
during the excavation, and are summarized on microfiche. The
non-military buttons were inspected by Miss A. Hart of the
Victoria and Albert Museum, whose comments are
incorporated here. The military buttons, and possibly some of
the other earlier buttons, seem to relate to a military
encampment on or near the site. The remaining buttons and
studs represent occasional losses since that time.

Military buttons

Eight military buttons were recovered from the top-soil. Seven
were Royal Ordnance Corps buttons in a variety of sizes, and
date from the period 1790-1830. These buttons generally occur
on military sites of this date (Holgate 1988). The remaining
military button is that of the 1st Kings Dragoon Guards (Squire
1972), and probably dates from the later part of the 18th
century or early 19th century.

Other buttons

In addition to the military buttons, there were 19 other buttons
and studs, three of which have designs on them (see microfiche
for details).

DISCUSSION

Previous evidence for prehistoric activity around
Muddleswood suggested that the area was being
exploited during the Mesolithic (Butler 1990, 25).
The quantity of Mesolithic flintwork found during
the excavation supports this view. A few sherds of
pottery and associated flintwork indicates that there
was some activity here during the Bronze Age, which
corresponds with that located during the fieldwalking
survey carried out to the north of the site (Butler 1990).

Also consistent with the results of fieldwalking
was the limited evidence for Roman activity found
during the excavation. There were only a small
number of pottery sherds found which, owing to
the closeness of the villa at Danny and the Roman
Greensand Way (Butler 1992), may be the result of
manuring fields around the villa.

Permanent occupation at the site probably
commenced in the 12th century, when one or more
buildings were erected on the platform. The walls
had flint footings; however, it is unclear whether they
were of a similar height to those found at Hangleton
(Holden 1963), as those from Muddleswood had only
survived to a height of two or three courses. It is
possible that just a few courses of flint were laid into
a shallow bedding trench, and that timber/daub
walls were then constructed on top of the footings.
Alternatively, it is just possible that cob may have
been used, if so, it would also have been placed on
a dry-stone footing such as flint.

There is little evidence of any roofing material
having survived; the few small fragments of slate
suggest that this was not used for roofing, but may
instead have been used as wedging although it is
difficult to see how this would have worked with flint.
Since no tile or roof furniture was found, it is probable
that the buildings were either thatched, or shingled.
It is difficult to draw any conclusions beyond this, as
to the size or layout of the buildings. The fact that

no hearth was located, and the general untidiness of
the excavated areas with pottery and other material
scattered everywhere, may suggest that the buildings
excavated are in fact outbuildings rather than a
house. However, the thickness of the flint wall
footings found in Trench 17 indicate that the building
they supported may have been fairly substantial and
the apparent untidiness could therefore reflect the
state after abandonment rather than its occupied
state. It is possible that there may have been more
than one phase of occupation on the site, although
it is not possible to suggest any relationships between
these phases. It may be that they simply represent
earlier and later phases of the same occupation. It is
apparent from the number of trenches excavated
which did not produce any features or traces of
buildings, that a large proportion of the platform was
being used for activities which have not left any trace.

The large quantities of pottery, both table and
cooking wares, together with other small finds and
the quernstones, do suggest that a house, or perhaps
small farm was located here during the 12th and
13th centuries.

It appears that the site was abandoned in the late
13th century. This date is indicated by the lack of any
later pottery, and the silver cut farthing sealed below the
flint rubble from the fallen wall footings (Rudling, this
report). Why the site was abandoned is not clear; there
may have been a fire as some of the trenches revealed a
thin layer of burnt material and a large proportion of the
flint in the wall footings showed the effect of fire, having
a reddish surface and occasionally being fire-cracked.
However as this fire-fractured flint was intermingled in
the footings with flint which had not been fire-fractured,
this may suggest that some of the flint had been
incorporated from footings of an earlier building which
had been burnt down. Documentary sources provide
further clues, but no firm evidence for settlement here.
The name Muddleswood can be traced to William de
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Methelwolde (1327) (Mawer et al. 1930), and is today
given to the crossroads about 200 m to the south of
the site.

Once the site had been abandoned, it appears
to have been used for pasture, although parts of it
may have been ploughed recently. Two maps, one
dating from 1658 (ESRO AMS 2096) and the other
from 1868 (ESRO Dan 228) show the site under
pasture, with no indication of previous settlement
shown. It is, however, interesting to note that on
the latter map the field in which the site is situated
is called the “Toll. The B2117 which joins Hurstpierpoint
to the A23 used to be the main access west from
Hurstpierpoint and at one time had a tollgate
situated at Muddleswood. Possibly the original road,
this being the one on which the toll was situated,
used to follow the line of the Roman Greensand Way
which passes within a few metres of the site at
Muddleswood (Butler 1992). If this road was still in
use at this later date then it must surely have been
in use in the 12th/13th centuries and could indicate
why the site is located where it is. Apart from this
later agricultural use, the only other activity
identified by excavation was a possible military
encampment during the late 18th/early 19th century.
The evidence for this was the quantity of military
buttons and musket balls found in the top-soil. One
of the buttons belonged to the 1st Kings Dragoon
Guards (1st KDG), a regiment of heavy cavalry then
and now part of the 1st The Queens Dragoon
Guards. This regiment spent most of the period in
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‘Without violence and by controlling the

poorer sort’

THE ENCLOSURE OF ASHDOWN FOREST 1640-1693

by Linda Merricks

This paper examines the process of enclosure in Ashdown Forest between the 1640s,
when the effects of the Civil War led to disturbances in many areas of forest and
waste in England, and 1693, when the decree dividing Ashdown was formally
enacted. The involvement of various groups, and their motivation, is described,
with particular attention being paid to the Sackville family who were the most
powerful family with Forest connections during the period and who held the major
offices. Changes in ideology are related to the changes ‘on the ground’. Most
important, the extent to which enclosure of Ashdown Forest was a process of protest,
negotiation, and compromise over a period of fifty years is shown, with the result
that the Forest was never totally enclosed and a large amount of land remains
open today — almost entirely as a result of the continual fighting for retention of
this common land by the commoners of the 17th century.

shdown Forest, or the Great Park or Chase
A of Lancaster, is an area of about 14,000

acres of scrubby, infertile, podsolic soil in
the High Weald in the north of East Sussex (Fig. 1).
Its precise status was uncertain. Until 1268 it was
held to be a royal forest, subject to forest law, but
after that it passed out of the direct control of the
Crown. Granted to John of Gaunt in 1372, it became
a part of the possessions of the Duchy of Lancaster.
On Henry IV’s accession in 1399, the Duchy and
the Royal possessions were merged in the same
individual, so the Forest, although a part of the
Duchy lands, again belonged to the Crown. This
descent accounts for the various descriptions of the
holding. A forest was by definition a Crown
possession: once granted to a subject it became a
park or chase. This was not the end of the intricacies
of the ownership and control. A park, unlike a forest,
was fenced. During the early 13th century the 14,000
acres were empaled and divided into three wards
and six walks. Some 6000 acres of common around
the Park remained unfenced and common to the
surrounding manors and villages.'! These were
numerous. The land of the Forest was divided
between five parishes and two manors, but a large
number of other manors claimed common rights
for their tenants over the area or some part of it.
These commoners were of three kinds. Tenants of
the royal manors of Duddleswell and Maresfield

were entitled to free common, which was the most
extensive and also the cheapest. The rights of
tenants of the other manors entitled to common,
the so-called foreign tenants, were more restricted.
Many individuals held land of several manors and
were entitled to rights of both sorts; these were
referred to as inter tenants.”? However, there were
other kinds of holding with yet other rights, the
most important of which were the assart holdings.
These seem to have been the result of assarting on
the commons around the Forest throughout the
period from 1250 until 1564 at least, and were
probably the origin of settlements such as Forest Row
and Horney Common, since many of the smaller
assarts had cottages built on them, to which specific
common rights became attached. Any estimation
of the acreage involved has proved impossible, but
the individual holdings were often very small, rarely
more than two or three acres. In contrast, very few
dwellings were actually to be found within the pale.

The Forest lands were used primarily for hunting,
so the protection of the deer and the vert was most
important and defined the extent of the common
rights allowed. These reconciled the protection of
the deer with the need to derive an income. They
consisted of pannage for pigs; grazing of cattle, but
not sheep nor goats; collection of some kinds of
wood for fuel and building; and allowances of stone
for buildings and repairs and of marl as fertilizer.
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Fig. 1. John Kelton’s map of Ashdown Forest, 1747 (from East Sussex Record Office, AMS 4804).

The precise allowances depended both on the type
and size of holding, and some sub-tenants as well
as tenants claimed rights. This immediately points
to the importance of rights to the larger landholders
who might be entitled to pasture hundreds of cattle
at very low charges. All these uses of the Forest,
common rights, the upkeep of the fences and other
matters were administered through the forest and
manorial courts. The most important were the
Woodmote Court and Duddleswell and Maresfield
manorial courts. These were controlled respectively
by the Master of the Forest and the stewards of the
manors, all of whom were local. Until the 17th
century the Masters of the Forest came from families

with ancestral homes in Sussex but that continuity
was broken in 1604 when the Sackvilles moved their
main residence from Buckhurst, on the edge of the
Forest, to Knole in Kent.

From the 13th to the 17th century, although
there were almost constant disputes over land use,
the landlords and tenants of Ashdown co-existed
broadly according to the customary ways and within
a generally stable environment. However, this
stability was challenged throughout the 17th
century in ways which were fundamentally to
change the nature of the area. These changes can
be summarized as enclosure or improvement, a
process which was proposed by men without local




loyalties, recipients of Crown favours or the
purchasers of fee-farm rents and lawyers. Against
them, the local residents, the gentry and the poorer
sort combined to preserve their traditional rights
and customary practices.

The changes during the early 17th century had
little obvious effect. James I and Charles I were more
interested in forests as financial assets than for
hunting. Furthermore, the Sackvilles had been
Masters of the Forest and of the Game, the principal
officers of the Forest and representatives of the
Crown, since the mid-16th century. Once they had
moved to the larger and more prestigious Knole in
Kent in 1604 there was no resident gentry to provide
accommodation and entertainment; the frequency
of hunts and the numbers of deer declined. While
they continued to hold the offices until the mid-
17th century, affairs of state, of marriage, of finance
and of taste, directed their attentions to Knole and
to the Court and so to London and away from
Sussex.? This was to have important repercussions
on the local community which by the end of the
century was left without a powerful ally.

During the first half of the century, the lack of
resident gentry enabled the commoners to maximize
their exploitation of the forest’s resources. It also
effectively marked the end of Ashdown as a Royal
Forest. This freedom from control allowed Ashdown
to escape the disturbances which occurred in other
forests and waste areas of England in the decade
before the Civil War.*

1640-1660

The period of calm in Ashdown continued through
the 1640s with very little local reflection of the
troubles besetting the rest of the kingdom. The
departure of the Sackvilles and their followers to
support the king’s family had little immediate effect.
The machinery of authority within the forest had
functioned without the direct intervention of the
Masters of the Forest throughout the first half of
the 17th century, and the local, minor officials could
manage the day-to-day running of the area with only
infrequent visits from the Steward as representative
of the Master. The activities of the remaining officers
saw no immediate alteration, the courts were held
and offences were prosecuted. However, and very
significantly, there was no longer any person or
group who had sufficient power and influence to
resist outside pressures. So long as threats came from
within the local community and from the kinds of

THE ENCLOSURE OF ASHDOWN FOREST 1640-1693 117

activity customarily presented in the Forest courts,
such as wood-stealing or over-exploitation of
common rights, the traditional methods had been
sufficient to control the Forest without outside help.
So long as it seemed possible that the war was merely
a temporary phenomenon, and that the old order
would be restored, the officers and courts of the
Forest continued to function and control the area
in their accustomed way. Thus, until 1654, the
Woodmote and other courts were held as usual, and,
except for a brief difficulty in the March and April
courts of 1651 when no one appeared, they
continued to hear offences against the customs of
the forest and take surrenders, very much as usual.®

The continuity in the courts was mirrored by
that of their personnel and suitors. The officers of
the forest courts and the homage of the Duddleswell
court continued to consist of the minor land-
holding gentry of the Forest parishes. In 1657, the
homage of the Woodmote court comprised 13
persons of whom six belonged to families which had
held land in the area since at least 1610, and all but
one of the 13 families still held land in 1693. Thus,
the minor officers of these courts were not only
much the same as before the war, they can be shown
to have had interests in the long-term future of the
forest.®

However, during the 1650s the continued
existence of Ashdown was threatened from outside
by the Commonwealth which, as a way of raising
money, was to consider the sale of Crown Lands,
including the forests. Against such a powerful
enemy, the officers were impotent. In February 1649
Parliament instituted a committee which issued
commissions to survey the forests and parks
belonging to the Crown and the Duchy of Lancaster
and ‘to improve and dispose of them to the benefit
of the Commonwealth’.” The resulting survey of
Ashdown Forest was forwarded to William Webb,
the Parliamentary Surveyor, in July 1650.% It
represented the Forest as extending over 14,371 acres
within the pale, divided into the six walks, each
containing a lodge for a keeper. Outside the pale
were the commons for which no acreage is given.
There were only about 120 deer, red and fallow,
remaining in the Park and about £600 worth of
woods and underwoods. The commissioners
reported various abuses against the forest, including
the decayed pale and encroachments and illegal
enclosures, and investigated the customs and
numbers of free and copyholders of the manor of
Duddleswell, giving details of the landholders who
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had rights on the forest and the officers of the court.’

The intended disposition of the Forest was clearly
stated: ‘a considerable quantity of ground may be
conveniently set out in convenient places for all that
have right of Custom in the said Park . .. and also a
considerable quantity disposed of for the use of the
Commonwealth’.!® This enclosure would benefit
both the tenants, as there would no longer be
any deer competing for the pasture, and the
Commonwealth, as the value of the land would be
improved. The improved rents from the Forest were
estimated at £2415 6s. 7d. a year, or about 3s. 6d.
an acre, a sevenfold increase over the most
optimistic valuation of 6d. an acre in 1632."
However, no timetable was suggested, at least in part
because short-term financial expediency had to be
set against the longer-term prospects of improvement
from leasing the lands.'” In the end, the view that
sale was the only method by which improvement
would be ensured was eventually to triumph,
probably because of ‘the desperate need to pay the
state’s creditors quickly’.’* Once this decision about
the basic policy had been taken, many problems
remained to be solved before implementation
was possible. Eventually, they were narrowed down
to two: ‘a special regard to the poor and the
preservation of timber fit for shipping’."* While
legislation for the preservation of timber had already
been passed, the problem of the poor was less easily
solved. At the most simple level the contradictions
between the need for unlimited grazing and the desire
for enclosure and improvement were too great. As a
result, throughout the 1650s, different suggestions
were made without success to accommodate the
probable difficulties of the commoners and the poor
after enclosure.

For this reason and partly out of a desire for
greater precision than in the 1650 surveys, Acts of
1653 and 1654 set out instructions for sale of the
Forests. Orders for further surveys were then issued
in June 1657 which were completed the following
year.

In Ashdown other changes had already occurred.
The first was the replacement of the Royalist Earl of
Dorset as Master of the Forest by his stepfather, the
Parliamentarian Earl of Pembroke, in 1646.
(Pembroke’s allegiances changed during the Civil War
and Interregnum and his support of the Parliament
seems to have been a matter of temporary expediency.)
The only noticeable effect was Pembroke’s
appointment in 1647 of Thomas Wood of Uckfield,
feodary of the Duchy of Lancaster in the Rape of

Pevensey, as the bailiff of the Duddleswell manorial
court and the Woodmote court, instead of the more
usual local inhabitants. Pembroke died in 1650 and
the office of Master was left vacant, no doubt in the
expectation that the Forest would soon be sold and
the post would be redundant. Although the 1650
survey of the Forest had no immediate consequences,
the unaccustomed presence of Edward Raynes, the
steward, in 1652 and 1653 suggests that a degree of
caution and care in the running of these courts was
felt to be necessary.'” Then, perhaps in response to
news of the Ordinance ‘for the Sale of the Four
Forests or Chases’ passed by Parliament in August
1654, fewer cases were heard at the Courts
throughout 1654 than usual during the preceding
decade, and only the first three courts were held in
1655, although Thomas Wood remained as bailiff.'¢
These were, however, the only signs of any decline
in the traditional administration of the Forest.

Indeed in about 1655, attempting to relieve his
financial pressures, Richard, Sth Earl of Dorset,
sought to reclaim his family’s traditional offices in
the Forest which had been confiscated from his
father during the war when he had been guarding
the Royal Family. In an undated memorandum,
Richard drafted a request for a lease at a considerably
reduced rent, on the grounds that the woods were
destroyed and fences thrown down, that the
tenements were destroyed and needed long leases
so that they could be repaired, that there were
disputes over the courts which would be expensive
to clear and that the swanmote court had not been
functioning.!” This description is at odds with
accounts of the Forest in the court books of the
earlier 1650s which do not mention any unusual
damage, but it does accurately describe the Forest
in 1657.

As the court did not meet between mid-1655 and
mid-1657, the sources for these years are a lengthy
statement by the Parliamentary surveyors and the
findings of the resumed Woodmote court.'® The first
of these sets out the situation as perceived by the
‘outsiders’. In response to the commission and
Letters Patent of 1656, five surveyors returned to
Ashdown Forest in June 1657. Their report included
a general statement about possible enclosures, but
more importantly:"

That we find much waste and destruction to
have been committed on the said Forest in a
total destruction of the Game of Deer in
plucking up & carrying away the pales of the
said park now almost wholly dispaled &
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cutting down the wood which we are informed
did in great plenty grow there.

Appended was a list of the 59 principal offenders
with the suggestion that since many of them were
commoners of the forest they should be punished
by ‘abridging or wholly detaining of the said lands
intended to be allotted them according to the
proportion of their respective offences’, and that
those without common rights should be sent to
Cromwell and his council for justice. A detailed
examination of these offenders and their crimes
suggests that the episode was a dispute over
common rights in which the commoners were
asserting what they believed to be their rights in
the face of the intentions of the Surveyors to
disafforest and therefore to abolish such rights.

This interpretation is strengthened by the
proceedings of the Woodmote court when it was
resumed in the summer and autumn of 1657. The
steward had difficulty in getting the jury to present
any offences. The court first sat in July when the
jurymen met several times without giving their
presentments in writing. Finally, Raynes called the
court again.? The jury was sworn on 3 November
and discharged to study ‘articles and writings’ before
meeting again on 25 November. Then they were
concerned first to know who would assess the
amercements, no doubt needing to know something
of the relationship between the findings of this court
and the offenders named by the Parliamentary
surveyors. At last, five of them were sworn as
assessors ‘to assess the fines’. Reassured, they made
the presentments which were concerned almost
exclusively with questions of common rights, there
being no sign of any particular deliberate destruction.?!

In their detailed 1658 surveys the surveyors
could not substantiate their assertion of damage
made the previous year.?” These surveys give a total
acreage of about 13,385 acres, with an annual value
of 3s. 8d. an acre, compared to the 1650 figure of
about 14,000 acres valued at 3s. 6d. an acre. While
the wood was described as destroyed in the preamble
to the survey, it was valued at £647 compared with
£620 in 1650, so it had either survived remarkably
well or market values had risen. Unfortunately, the
condition of the pale is not mentioned, but almost
invariably earlier accounts describe it as badly
damaged, so it may have been no worse in 1658.
Indeed, only one aspect of the Forest does seem to
have deteriorated. This was the original raison d’étre
of the forest, the deer. By 1650, the numbers had
declined to only 120, and by 1658 the animals had

totally disappeared. This evidence suggests that little
damage was done to the substance of the Forest
during the war and Commonwealth and that, unlike
other areas where advantage was taken of the lack
of control, Ashdown continued in its traditional
ways, functioning as an autonomous unit, very little
affected by the larger questions being fought out in
the rest of England.?*

1660-1680

However, between the Restoration and the end of
the century, changes in the composition and
ideology of both local and national élites affected
the ownership of the Forest and to some extent how
people viewed the land. There was an increasing
confidence in man’s (women not being even
mentioned in this context) ability to change the
natural course of agriculture. The belief was growing
that almost all land could be improved and crops
could always be profitably grown. This belief was
given material existence in Ashdown, but with
rather mixed results.

The disappearance of the deer and the subsequent
collapse of the customary economy of the Forest
provided the opportunity for experimenting with
new agricultural practices, but wider agricultural
trends provided a further incentive. Falling land
prices, falling prices for agricultural produce and
difficulties with foreign competition all pointed to
the need for change. In Ashdown the most
important of these was the fall in the price of cattle.
The estimated price of oxen in the southeast fell by
about 13% between 1650 and 1699, and concern at
their falling profits was voiced by cattle breeders
and graziers nationally during the early 1660s.
Competition from abroad was blamed and, although
not the true cause of the problems, Irish cattle
imports provided a ready scapegoat and prompted
the passage of two Cattle Acts of 1663 and 1667
whose effects are still a matter for debate.?* This
decline in prices, together with restrictions on
grazing, led to a reduction in the number of cattle
commoned in Ashdown. Precise figures are
impossible, but the general direction of movement
can be seen in the fines for one ward of the Forest.
In 1658 the commoners claimed grazing rights for
321 cattle in Costley Ward; in 1666 payment was
received for 69 cattle and for 73 in 1671.%

The decline in the number of cattle seems clearly
to have added to the ever-present difficulties of
farming in Ashdown. As cattle-raising became less
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profitable attempts were made to diversify agricultural
practice but the possibilities were limited by the
custumal of the forest, the poverty of many of the
inhabitants and by the infertile soil. For example,
coney warrens were an attractive proposition
because, unlike sheep, rabbits were not prohibited
in the Forest, but considerable initial investment
was needed to buy or lease the land, build the banks
and fence the warren. Even then it could prove a
rather risky business depending much on demand
from London. Only the wealthiest of the local
people could afford conies which never provided a
general alternative to cattle. There is also some
evidence of attempts to shift from cattle to horses,
whose use instead of oxen as draught animals
became more frequent nationally during the 17th
century, horses being thought by some to be more
flexible, more ‘intelligent” and cheaper to feed. But
for the commoners of Ashdown they were nowhere
near as flexible in their domestic use. While cattle
could provide milk, draught power, meat and
leather, horses could be used only for riding or as
draught animals. More importantly, an economy
had developed around cattle which employed
butchers and graziers to whom horses were useless.
Finally, the legendary Sussex clays demanded the
strength of oxen. As a result, while there is some
evidence of horse-breeding in the area, especially
during the wars of the mid- and later 17th century,
this could not provide sufficient income for the
numbers of inhabitants who relied on the cattle
trade.?®

The most obvious alternative was a switch into
arable production of some kind, but here two factors
contributed to the difficulties of the commoners.
First, as the 1665 rental and survey of Duddleswell
shows, most of their holdings were very small. Eight
freeholders and 94 customary tenants had a total of
604 acres. Apart from one of 100 acres, the average
holding was of about six acres, only a small advance
on five acres, the average of the pre-Civil War period.
There is simply no sign of the access to capital and
large-scale holdings which Joan Thirsk and others
have argued were essential for a movement into the
new crops which were the basis of much late 17th-
century agricultural success.?” There were even more
fundamental problems for arable farming. The
Commonwealth surveyors had estimated that much
of the land needed 100 loads of marl per acre to
make it fertile, but for most of the local inhabitants
this was impossible. The court books show that in
1666 only 50 loads of marl were carted for the whole

Forest, while in 1668 the total was 20 loads.?®

To complete this gloomy picture, the prospects
for employment within the proto-industrial sector
were worse than they had ever been. The textile and
iron industries had more or less completely died out
due to competition from other areas after their brief
renaissance during the War. Similarly gunpowder
production was no longer needed and glass-making
had always been a limited source of employment.
Only the leather industries and wood-working trades
continued to show any vigour, and even here the
decline in raw materials caused by the reduction in
the number of cattle and the decimation of the trees
meant that no real growth could take place.

The only growth was in the numbers of poor in
the area, leading to increased competition for scant
remaining resources. Local inhabitants argued that
this was due to the ‘push’ effects of smaller
workforces on the downland farms and the ‘pull’
effect of ill-regulated wastes and the promise of
employment on the newly enclosed farms on the
Forest. In the 1693 court case, the commoners
complained of ‘Many poor brought into parishes
round the forest . . . to the prejudice and charge
of the inhabitants’ and asserted that as the
improvements had failed these strangers ‘became
poorer and are a great charge to the several parishes
of Maresfield, Hartfield and others’.?*

In addition to these internal pressures, national
changes were to have fundamental effects on the
stability of the Forest. The first was that the notice
taken of Ashdown by the Parliamentary surveyors
brought it unaccustomed prominence. At the
Restoration, when his supporters were clamouring
to Charles Il for reward, several claimed the Forest.*°
The strongest claims were from Dorset, and from
George Digby, 2nd Earl of Bristol. Dorset’s claim
seemed more likely to succeed. His family’s original
estate was on the borders of the Forest, and from
the beginning of the 17th-century Sackvilles had
occupied the joint offices of Master of the Forest
and Master of the Game. Thus, his request for their
grant described these offices as ‘formerly granted to
his ancestors’ who, as an appended note adds, ‘had
held the custody of Ashdown Forest’ for a century
past.’! Furthermore, his parents had been close to
Charles I and his family. His father had been in
charge of the welfare of the young Princes during
the War, and his mother had been their Governess
for twelve years.’> This should have made his
position unassailable. However, he himself had very
little to commend him to Charles. He had been




neutral during the Civil War, enabling him to reclaim
a considerable proportion of the lands confiscated
from his father. More important, perhaps, his
personality was anything but flamboyant, and he
seems to have preferred domestic life with his wife,
who had been the heiress Frances Cranfield, and
their 13 children to the difficulties of Court life. In
Parliament he was worthy and hard working, sitting
on more committees than any other Lord in the
restored House, and generally ‘he was constantly
involved with methodical, pedestrian accounts, and
lacked utterly the dash and élan of his more famous
father, or the humour and geniality of his more
famous son’.** None of his personal attributes was
likely to appeal to Charles, or to make him
memorable in the confusion of the Restoration.

Bristol’s claim on Charles II was very different
and immediate,**

He was a man of very extraordinary parts by
nature and by art . . . a graceful and beautiful
person; of great eloquence and becomingness
in his discourse, and of so universal a
knowledge that he never wanted subject for a
discourse: he was equal to a very good part in
the greatest affair.

In addition, as Clarendon was to remember, ‘He
had left no Way unattempted to render himself
gracious to the King, by saying and doing all that
might be acceptable unto him, and contriving such
Meetings and Jollities as He was pleased with’. It is
hardly surprising that ‘the lord Digby was much
trusted by the King’.* Bristol was not alone amongst
courtiers who were ready to make themselves
amenable to the King if the result was gifts of lands,
money and offices. Bristol’s claim to favour was more
specific: he had commanded Royalist forces until
injured during the War and then used his talents
throughout the late 1650s not only to dazzle the
King in exile with his person and character, but also
to act as Charles” ambassador to the Spanish and
French courts. The picture of loyalty to the Crown
was marred only by his becoming a Roman Catholic
in 1659, apparently in the hope of employment by
the Spanish Court.

In the first instance, Bristol was the victor.
Perhaps because his personal appeal was stronger
than Dorset’s argument for family rights; perhaps
because Bristol was actually at court while Dorset was
at Knole sending messages through intermediaries.
For whatever reason, the lease of Ashdown Forest
was granted to Bristol and the indenture enrolled
on 13 January 1661.%
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During the next two years, Dorset and Bristol
continued to claim and counter-claim rights over
the Forest until the presentation of a ‘Bill for the
Improvement of Ashdown Forest’ in the House of
Lords in April 1663.%” The Bill passed the Lords with
only minor alterations but was thrown out by
the Commons on second reading on 18 May.
Nevertheless, Bristol and his associates continued
some enclosure of the Forest and took their profit
from its most readily saleable asset, the wood, by
felling one thousand cords.*

Bristol’s activities in Ashdown were soon
curtailed. In July 1663, Bristol published the Articles
of Impeachment against Clarendon. The collapse
of this case proved so ignominious that he
absconded and his lease of the Forest was forfeited,
leaving Dorset in possession of the field. Despite
magnanimously promising not to ‘take advantage
of my Lords ill condition’, Dorset again pressed his
case to the King. Even after the Forest was granted
to Queen Catherine as a part of her jointure in
December 1668 he reasserted his supposed rights
over Ashdown, treating it again as Forest subject to
the restrictions of the common rights of pasturing
animals and collecting wood.*” In 1672 he issued a
warrant to Richard Homewood, bailiff of the
Duddleswell Court, to remove or impound sheep in
the Forest and to receive the resulting fines.
However, again Dorset’s plans were to be thwarted.
The grant to the Queen had been surrendered back
to the King and passed in November 1673 to the
trustees of one Colonel Washington who had fought
and been killed on the Royalist side during the Civil
War. A pension promised to his daughters had never
been paid.*

The trustees’ only interest in the Forest was
financial and it had now become a commodity in
the market place like any other with a value
expressed strictly in monetary terms. Any connections
with honour or service had been severed and a whole
series of loans and mortgages with Ashdown as
security were enacted. The Forest finally passed to
Thomas Williams of Carwardine in May 1674 who,
with his associate Joseph Fells, a London goldsmith,
attempted to achieve some return on their investment
by enclosure. Unlike Bristol, they ignored the
cumbersome processes of law and dealt with those
they perceived to be the most powerful, beginning
with Simon Smyth, a tenant of Charles Sackville,
the son and heir of Richard. Charles explained to
the commoners in February 1675 that because of
some ‘perplexing circumstances’ attaching to the
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granting of leases to Washington’s heirs, it was ‘made
impossible for me to turn Ashdown Forest again into
a Forest. His Majesty having taken an absolute
resolution of improving it to the best advantage it
is possible of receiving’. However, ‘all that belong
to the Forest may be free from any apprehension of
undue severity or any illegal attempts upon their
just rights and privileges which he will be extremely
tender of . . ."."!

Meanwhile, his father continued to oppose any
enclosure. In June 1675, responding to a petition
by the commoners against enclosure, he addressed
himself to ‘my very loving friends the commoning
Tenants of the Forest of Ashdown’ elaborating his
position.*> He was willing to help them,

Provided that nothing be done in the prosecution
of this business by any violent tumultuous or
riotous causes in which I do not in the least
suspect your having a hand in as being men
of sufficiency & whose property in your estates
will always make you desirous to preserve the
due course of the law by which you yourselves
are preserved therein: so I hope you will always
be careful to the best of your power to restrain
the poorer sort of people from doing or
offering any sort of violence to any persons
that are acting in the Forest upon & under any
pretences whatsoever of right or usage upon
the said ground or any part of it.

In this, the difference between the generations
can be seen to be widening with the older Sackville
firmly aligned on one side of the dispute with his
tenants, for preserving the old ways, while his son,
very much the man of his time, looked to the future
and the newer, profit-making ways.

The Sth Earl’s domestic inclinations had helped
to restore the family finances after the restoration,
and to retrieve most of the family property, but his
son’s reckless ways were to destroy them again.
Charles Sackville had a very different set of
ambitions. A Restoration wit and poet, friend of
Charles II and patron of the Court poets, his early
life had been that of the Restoration rake; as Dr
Johnson was to describe him, he was ‘eager of the
riotous and licentious pleasures which young men
of high rank, who aspired to be thought wits, at
that time imagined themselves entitled to indulge’.**
His notions of honour came far more from a
London-based, literary, Court society. But his
behaviour scandalized local feeling, as illustrated by
an incident in London in 1663. Sackville, then Lord
Buckhurst, with Charles Sedley and Thomas Ogle,
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