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Excavation of a post-medieval cottage 
at Eartham, West Sussex

In June 2009 an excavation was conducted in the village of Eartham, near 
Chichester, to investigate a group of buildings shown on 18th- and 19th-century 
maps. The remains of at least one building were located, together with large 
quantities of building material. Finds included pottery, animal bone, clay pipes, 
metalwork and glass; these suggest a date range for occupation of the buildings 
from the mid 17th century to the mid 19th century. Evidence was also found of 
occupation on the site from the medieval period, including a 13th-century cesspit.

By David Butcher

I N T R O D U C T I O N

The village of Eartham is located approximately 
8km to the northeast of Chichester in West 
Sussex (Fig. 1). This report presents the 

results of an excavation undertaken at Eartham 
as part of the author’s MA in Field Archaeology 
at the University of Sussex. The site (NGR SU 937 
090) is located next to the road running south 
from the village towards Chichester, and was 
selected in order to investigate a group of post-
medieval buildings whose presence was indicated 
by historic map evidence and recent fieldwork.

The excavation was conducted with the 
assistance of George Anelay, Heritage Outreach 
Officer for Chichester District Council. The site 
(Fig. 1) was visited in April 2009 to identify the 
target area for the excavation, which then took 
place over a period of 12 days in June 2009. The 
majority of the volunteer workforce were members 
of Chichester & District Archaeology Society. The 
owners of the land excavated, JH & FW Green Ltd 
and Mark Langmead, kindly gave permission for this 
project to be carried out on their property.

The primary aim of this report is to discuss the 
post-medieval aspects of the site. The medieval 
settlement of Eartham was subsequently the subject 
of the author’s MA dissertation, and the medieval 
aspects of the site were considered further as part 
of that work. The finds and project archive will 
be held at Chichester District Museum, accession 
number CHCDM: 2010.55.

B A C K G R O U N D

Although Eartham was probably included in 
Aldingbourne at the time of the Domesday Survey, 

it first appears by name in records from the 10th 
century (Peckham 1925, 14), whilst the parish 
church of St Margaret is first mentioned in the mid 
12th century (Salzman 1953, 152–4). The map of 
Sussex produced by Yeakell and Gardner around 
1778 (Fig. 2) shows about 30 properties in the 
village, including a number of groups of buildings 
in the fields to the west of the road running south 
from the village towards Halnaker and Chichester. 
The locations of many of these buildings are today 
occupied by residential properties and are therefore 
unsuitable sites for a large excavation. One group 
of three buildings, however, was within what is 
currently a field used for grazing sheep. The 1840 
tithe map (Fig. 2) and records for Eartham parish 
show a ‘Cottage and Garden’ at the location of this 
group of buildings, although only one building is 
shown on the tithe map rather than the three on 
the earlier map. At the time of the tithe records the 
property belonged to a Mrs Eliza Emily Huskisson, a 
widow who was the largest landowner in the parish 
of Eartham with over 1000 acres owned or leased. 
Mrs Huskisson is recorded as occupier of many of 
her properties; the identity of the actual occupants 
is therefore unknown. The next available map of the 
area is the first-edition Ordnance Survey map of 1880 
which does not show any buildings remaining at this 
location. The buildings must therefore have been 
demolished at some time between 1840 and 1880.

The modern field is larger than the field 
containing the buildings shown on the historic 
maps. The modern field slopes downhill from 
the road before levelling out on the western side, 
and the bottom of the slope aligns with the field 
boundary shown on the Yeakell and Gardner map.

Fieldwork carried out in early 2009 resulted in 
the discovery of medieval and later pottery and 
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other finds. As a result it was decided to proceed 
with an excavation, the aims of which were to 
locate one or more of the buildings shown on the 

1778 map (Fig. 3), to determine a date range for 
occupation of those buildings, and to investigate 
any evidence for earlier occupation on the site.

Fig. 1. Location maps. (© Crown Copyright/database right 2010. An Ordnance Survey/EDINA supplied service.)
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T H E  E X C AVAT I O N

The excavation (Fig. 4) commenced with 
mechanical removal of the topsoil. The underlying 
Newhaven Chalk is only 200–300mm below the 
current ground level, so the depth of the removal 
was restricted to approximately 100mm to avoid 
damage to any underlying archaeology. Building 
material was quickly revealed, along with traces of 
mortar indicating the possible location of a wall.

Three connected trenches were opened (Fig. 
5). Trench A was approximately 15m  1.8m 
and its purpose was to locate one or more of the 
buildings shown on the historic maps. Trench B 
was approximately 24m  1.8m and was aligned 
at right angles to the north end of Trench A. The 
purpose of this trench was to locate any finds 
deposited at the rear of the buildings which may 
have been washed down the slope to the flatter 
ground at the bottom. Trench C was approximately 
8m  1.2m and was opened to locate any structures 

or finds between the buildings and the road. The 
top/subsoil was divided into six contexts covering 
different parts of the site [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 17].

The excavations located remains of the 
buildings and a number of other features which 
dated to the medieval and post-medieval periods. A 
decision was taken at the start of the excavation not 
to collect brick and tile due to the large quantities 
involved; however, the presence of such material 
was noted on the context sheets held in the project 
archive.

THE BUILDINGS

Four sections of wall foundations were found. Two 
of these were part of the same wall: a 1.8m section 
[9] in Trench A and a further 1.6m section [8] in 
Trench C, with a corner at the eastern end of [8] 
indicated by two bricks. These wall foundations 
were constructed predominantly of chalk blocks 
and some flint with a sandy yellowish mortar. 
The wall was 0.5m wide and the remains were 

Fig. 2. Yeakell and Gardner 1778 map and 1840 tithe map showing target buildings. (Reproduced with permission of West 
Sussex Record Office, Map Refs. WSRO PM 48 and WSRO TD/W44.)
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a maximum height of 90mm above the level of 
the chalk bedrock. The other two sections were 
to the north and were at right angles: a 1.7m 
section [22] in Trench B and a 1.1m section [30] 
at the northern end of Trench A. These were of the 
same chalk, flint and mortar construction as for 
the wall to the south but were narrower at only 
350mm wide. Despite the differences in width, 
the orientation of the four wall sections suggests 
that they are all from the same building, with 

the north-west corner at the convergence of [22] 
and [30] and the south-east corner at the east end 
of [8]. This gives a building with dimensions of 
approximately 10m x 7m.

Immediately to the south of the corner of the 
wall in Trench C was a roughly circular pit [13] 
with a diameter of 0.6m and a depth of 280mm. 
Dating of the pottery from the fill [12] indicates 
that it was not filled until around the time of the 
demolition of the building.

Fig. 3. Location of excavation showing part of 1778 map overlaid on a modern map. (© Crown Copyright/database right 
2010. An Ordnance Survey/EDINA supplied service.)
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Fig. 4. The excavation, looking northwest.

Fig. 5. Overall site plan.
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Adjacent to the wall in Trench C, and extending 
to the west, was a deposit of roof tiles [10]. The 
roof tiles were up to 160mm in length and 10mm 
thick. Partly covering the roof tiles was a deposit 
of chalk blocks [11]. These blocks were up to 200 x 
180 x 80mm in size and were similar to those in the 
wall foundation, indicating that they were almost 
certainly part of the wall structure. There were also 
pieces of flint and one piece of a reddish stone.

To the west of wall [22] was a layer of 
predominantly chalk rubble with flint and brick 
[18]. Most of the chalk was in small pieces that are 
not believed to be part of a building structure. This 
layer was removed to reveal a surface [23] lying on 
the chalk bedrock. This surface consisted of large 
flints, several with knapped faces, with a band of 
thin bricks 400–700mm from the edge of [22] and 
additional bricks further away (Fig. 6).

The interior of the building contained a layer of 
mid grey-brown silty soil [15] with chalk, flint and 
brick. The north-west corner of the building within 

Trench B [16] contained a distinctly different set 
of artefacts, including two large ceramic bowls and 
a significantly higher concentration of metalwork 
than elsewhere on the site. The chalk bedrock in 
the interior of the building was sloping downwards 
from east to west and was very uneven.

Chalk, flint and brick building material 
was found scattered throughout the interior of 
the building, with two particularly prominent 
concentrations. The first of these was a number of 
flints [14], up to 200mm in length, covering an area 
up to 1.2m across towards the southern end of the 
building. When these were removed it was found 
that they were filling a depression in the chalk 
bedrock, assumed to be a tree bole, and would seem 
to have been placed to level out the ground before 
preparing the floor of the building. The second 
concentration was a deposit of bricks [31] located 
next to wall [22]. These bricks were of a larger size 
than those in the flint and brick surface [23] and 
included a number of ‘blue headers’, suggesting an 

Fig. 6. Flint and brick surface.
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18th-century date. No remains of flooring or any 
internal walls were found, although these may not 
have survived.

A ditch [7] was located in Trench A to the south 
of the building (Fig. 7). While the ditch did not 
contain any wall remains, it did match the nearby 
wall [9] in alignment and width and is therefore 
considered to have been the robbed-out foundations 
of another wall. The ditch was square-cut with a 
depth of 120mm (Fig. 7). Building debris was found 
scattered in the topsoil both between the ditch and 
wall and to the south of the ditch. This debris did 
not provide any indication of whether the robbed-
out wall would have been part of a building or a 
boundary wall. However, the Yeakell and Gardner 
map shows three buildings and it is therefore most 
likely that the ditch would have contained the north 
wall of the southernmost building.

OTHER FEATURES

On the level ground at the bottom of the slope at 
the western end of Trench B a large pit [25] was 
located. This pit was found to be approximately 2m 
across at the top and 1.3m deep. The pit contained 
three layers, the uppermost being a light brown 
silty clay with flint and chalk [21]. Beneath this was 
a layer of similar soil but with a large number of 
loose chalk nodules [28], with a dark brown loose 
sandy layer at the bottom [29]. This feature had 
been used as a cesspit and contained significant 
quantities of pottery, animal bone and oyster 
shells, plus a number of snails. Immediately above 
the chalky layer were a number of pieces of red 
and yellow daub. Small quantities of plaster and 
charcoal were also found in the pit.

Immediately to the east of pit [25] was a shallow 
v-shaped ditch [20] with a width of 0.6m and depth 
of 250mm. Two holes found in the sides of the 
ditch are believed to be animal burrows rather than 
the result of human activity. This ditch was at the 
bottom of the slope and appears to align with the 
field boundary shown on the Yeakell and Gardner 
map; it is therefore believed to be contemporary 
with the buildings rather than with the adjacent 
cesspit. The close proximity of the two features 
suggests that the presence of the pit was probably 
unknown at the time when the ditch was dug.

A post-hole [27] was located in Trench B about 
5m west of wall [22]. It had a diameter of 300mm 
and depth of 0.5m. The fill [26] contained chalk and 
flint, including several large pieces of flint which are 
assumed to be packing for the post. The post-hole 
also contained a small number of oyster shells and 
a single sherd of early post-medieval pottery.

Fig. 7. Ditch [7].

T H E  F I N D S

THE POTTERY by Luke Barber
Introduction
The excavations produced 965 sherds of pottery, weighing 
just under 10.5kg, from 16 individually numbered contexts. 
The assemblage has a wide chronological spread, spanning 
the 11th/12th–19th centuries (Table 1). Although the majority 
of the medieval assemblage (173 unabraded sherds weighing 
2180g) were recovered from the fills of a single 13th-century 
pit, there is a notable background scatter of unstratified sherds 
of the period from the excavation area. Low levels of residual 
pottery are also present from the following Transitional period 
(mid 14th to mid 16th century). The whole assemblage 
has been recorded on pro forma sheets for the archive; the 
current report deals only with the post-medieval material 
from the site, because this group, despite its drawbacks, can 
be associated with the excavated structural remains. The aims 

of this summary report are to outline the chronological span 
of the occupation and the range of wares present.

The post-medieval assemblage
Despite the close association with the cottage remains, the 
13 contexts that produced the post-medieval assemblage can 
in the main be considered unstratified. Six are different areas 
of topsoil and collectively produced 465 sherds weighing 
just under 4.5kg (12% of this total consists of residual earlier 
material, leaving 408 post-medieval sherds weighing just 
under 4.2kg). Four contexts, consisting of thin layers below 
the topsoil closely associated with the structure, produced 
a total of 287 sherds weighing just over 3.5kg (5.9% of this 
total consists of residual material, leaving 270 post-medieval 
sherds weighing just under 3.5kg). Only three feature fills 
produced post-medieval pottery, accounting for just 36 sherds 
and weighing 252g, although no residual material was present 
in this combined group. The largest of these groups, both 



192  POST-MEDIEVAL  COTTAGE  AT  EARTHAM

dated to between 1790 and 1820/30, are tabulated in Table 
2. Due to the nature of the assemblage’s context the post-
medieval material is considered as one group for this general 
overview. Unsurprisingly, it consists predominantly of badly 
fragmented sherds. However, the average sherd size of 10.9g 
is disproportionately large, due to the large quantity of local 
red earthenware sherds that do not fragment as easily as the 
refined wares. By far the most complete vessel consists of the 
large part of a bowl from layer [16] (Cat. No. 4).

The post-medieval assemblage can be subjectively divided 
into early and late periods (Table 1). The early period group 

(c. 1550–1750) has a number of wares typical of the 17th 
century (the Borderware, for example) and it is possible that 
some of these pieces are residual and pre-date the cottage’s 
occupation. However, the vast majority of the early post-
medieval wares can be placed in a late 17th-century or early/
mid 18th-century period, with some running well beyond 
the arbitrary mid 18th-century period division (for example 
the LONS, TGW, SCRAT, STSL and SWSG, Table 1). If one 
considers the possibility of longevity of some older vessels, 
something more likely to occur on a site of lower social status, 
then the entire post-medieval assemblage could be placed in 

Table 1. Summary of pottery assemblage showing post-medieval material by fabric (no. of sherds/
weight in grams/estimated number of vessels). 

Fabric code Fabric No. Weight ENV

Medieval Various 226 2490g 57

Transitional Various 25 203g 13

Early post-medieval (c. 1550–1750)

BORDG Borderware (green glaze) 1 10 1

BORDY Borderware (yellow glaze) 4 24 2

GRAF Graffham-type whiteware 9 156 3

GRE1 Glazed red earthenware 22 299 9

JACK Glazed red earthenware (black glaze) 10 61 7

GRE MET Glazed red earthenware (metallic glaze) 7 45 4

LONS London stoneware 8 104 7

SCRAT Scratch blue stoneware 1 1 1

STSL Staffordshire-type combed slipware 1 5 1

SWSG White salt-glaze stoneware 5 32 4

TGW H Tin-glazed ware 5 39 3

WEST Westerwald stoneware 3 5 2

Late post-medieval (c. 1750–1900)

BBAS Black basalts (matt) 3 30 3

BBASG Black basalts (glazed) 2 8 1

CHPO Chinese porcelain 3 8 2

CREA Creamware 59 304 23

ENGS English stoneware 28 422 20

ENPO English porcelain 6 16 6

GRE SL Glazed red earthenware (slipped) 4 228 3

GRE2 Glazed red earthenware 107 2655 50

GRE3 Glazed red earthenware developed 139 1725 46

GRE4 Glazed red earthenware (buff type) 2 30 1

NOTS Nottingham stoneware 1 6 1

PEAR Pearlware 126 469 84

REFR Refined red earthenware 4 48 4

REFW Refined white earthenware 8 50 3

SUND Sunderland-type slipware 1 4 1

TPW2 Transfer-printed ware (blue) 11 38 9

TPW3 Transfer-printed ware (black/brown) 1 1 1

TPW4 Transfer-printed ware (green, red, purple) 5 13 4

UE Unglazed earthenware 12 154 6

WEAL Wealden/late Graffham 28 158 18

YELL Yellow ware 88 606 29

Grand total 965 10,447 429
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a c. 1750–1850 chronological range. However, the significant 
number of clay pipe fragments of the later 17th–early 18th 
centuries suggests that occupation had probably started at 
this early date, perhaps with most domestic refuse being 
dumped further from the house. The latest pieces are clearly 
the transfer-printed wares with new colours (TPW4) and some 
of the refined white earthenwares, both of which suggest a 
date after 1830. However, final occupation is unlikely to be 
beyond the early 1850s, as it is probable that greater quantities 
of the newer transfer-printed wares would be present. The 
range of wares is quantified in Table 1.

The range of forms is interesting in that there is a 
notable quantity of coarsewares in the assemblage. For 
example, the local red earthenwares (GRE and UE fabrics) 
make up 42% of the post-medieval assemblage by sherd 
count (67% by weight). Other regional coarsewares, 
including the English stonewares, make up a further 11.2 
% of the assemblage (11.4% by weight). Thus about 46.8% 
of the assemblage by sherd count can be considered as 
table and tea wares (41.7% by ENV but dropping to 21.6% 
by weight). A full domestic range of vessels is present, 
including a number of jars, bowls, plates/dishes, mugs 
and flowerpots in local coarsewares. A representative range 
of the local earthenwares is given in the catalogue. The 
various stonewares are typically associated with tankards 
and various bottles. The latter include at least one ENGS 
ink and ginger beer from [18] but otherwise these relatively 
common types are absent. This may be in part because the 
assemblage dates to a period before these types became 
more common, rather than a reflection on the household 
itself. Although only one chamber pot was recognised, a 
BORDG example from [15], bodysherds may have been 
grouped under jars/bowls. A full range of table and teawares 
is also present, mainly in creamware and pearlware. It is 
quite possible that many of these vessels were still in use as 
late as the 1840s on a low-status site that might not have 
been able to acquire significant numbers of the newer, 
more expensive, transfer-printed wares. Despite this, some 
quite refined pieces were kept, including at least two basalts 
teapots and a little Chinese porcelain. Although these 
vessels were certainly within the financial reach of most 
families of the time, their presence demonstrates the desire 
to follow the social trends of the time even in a somewhat 
isolated rural setting. The presence of at least three nursery 
plates in PEAR and TPW 3 demonstrates the presence of 
children at the site. 

Catalogue (Fig. 8)
1 GRE SL dish with heavy club rim, dull orange throughout. 

White internal slip under clear glaze (glazing yellow). 
Some sooting on rim exterior. Topsoil [3].

2 WEAL small jar with everted rim. Pale orange buff with 
good thick bright olive green all-over glaze. Topsoil [3].

3 WEAL jar with beaded rim. Two-tone body with buff 
outer half and orange buff inner half. Internally glazed 
dull olive green. Topsoil [3].

4 GRE 2 bowl with out-turned club rim. Nearly complete 
(8/1061g). Brick red with grey external patches. Internally 
glazed with iron oxide-flecked clear glaze to just short of 
rim. Context [16].

5 GRAF bowl with beaded rim. Pale orange buff body 
internally glazed yellow to just short of rim. External 
double band of rouletted decoration. Context [16].

6 GRE 2 dish with thickened rim in dull orange red fabric. 
Internal brown glaze with some iron flecking. Some 
sooting on rim. Layer [18].

7 GRE 2 deep dish/bowl with out-turned club rim in dull 
brown orange fabric. Internal tan glaze. Layer [18].

8 GRE 2 bowl with rounded club rim in dull red orange 
fabric. Light brown internal glaze with sparse iron flecking 
to just under rim. Layer [18].

9 GRE 2 bowl with large rounded club rim in dull red 
orange fabric. Dark brown internal glaze with moderate 
iron flecking to just below rim. Layer [18].

10 GRE 2 bowl/jar with thickened rim in dull orange fabric 
with reduced dark grey outer face. Internal olive brown 
glaze with sparse iron flecking. Layer [18].

Discussion
A number of points of interest arise from the study of the 
post-medieval assemblage. One of these is the nature of refuse 
disposal on essentially a low-status rural site. No refuse pits 
were located in the excavated area, which, considering its size, 
is perhaps not surprising. However, the quantity of ceramics 
and other general domestic refuse in the topsoil is large, 
suggesting that refuse disposal, at least in the later phases of 
occupation, used surface middens close to the house. Such 
middens appear to be relatively common on post-medieval 
rural occupation sites where spatial pressures were less 
restricting than with their urban counterparts. Similar midden 
spreads have been recovered from early post-medieval houses 
at Wartling (Whitehill in prep.) and Pulborough (Backhouse 
and Backhouse 1977/8) as well as later cottages at Newick 
(Stevens in prep.). As a result, ‘unstratified’ assemblages from 
such sites perhaps deserve fuller consideration and publication 
than they have received to date. Certainly there are currently 
very few comparative published sites. 

Unfortunately, the suggested longevity of older wares 
on low-status sites cannot be proven from the current 
assemblage. Although it is suspected that many of the later 
18th- to 19th-century cream and pearlwares may have still 
been in use as late as the 1840s or even 1850s, the nature of 
the potentially mixed/unstratified deposits at the site does 
not allow this to be tested. The two more secure groups (ditch 
fill [6] and pit/post-hole fill [12]) produced assemblages with 
creamware and pearlware, but none of the later transfer-
printed refined white earthenwares (TPW). Despite the 
dangerously small size of these assemblages (Table 2), they 
may relate to an out-building/lean-to that went out of use 
at an earlier date than the main dwelling and so do not 

Table 2. Context groups from context [6] and [12] (no. 
sherds/weight in grams with ENV by form).

Fabric Ditch [7], fill [6] Cut [13], fill [12]

GRE 3 12/121g (Jars/bowls  4) -

WEAL 1/10g (Unidentified  1) -

ENGS 1/4g (Unidentified  1) -

YELL 2/25g (Bowl  1) 3/21g (Jar  1)

REFR 1/8g (Unidentified  1) -

BBAS 1/8g (Teapot  1) -

CREA 2/15g (Plate  1, Bowl  1) -

PEAR 5/18g (Plate  1, Saucer  
1, Unidentified  1)

7/25g (Plates  2, 
Tea cup  1)
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Fig. 8. Pottery.

appear to show the range of wares in use at the end of the 
cottage’s lifespan. Hopefully the publication of comparable 
assemblages in the future will shed more light on the ceramic 
profile of Sussex’s rural lower classes.

THE CLAY TOBACCO PIPES by Luke Barber
The excavations recovered 104 fragments of clay pipe, 
weighing 285g, from 12 predominantly unstratified contexts. 
Some 26% of the assemblage is composed of fragments datable 
to between the mid 17th and early 18th centuries, including a 
bowl fragment from [4] between 1660 and 1700. Most of these 
early pieces show some signs of abrasion, but the quantity 
involved certainly suggests relatively intense activity on site 
from at least the latter part of the 17th century. Some 4.8% 

of the assemblage appears to be of early/mid 18th-century 
date, the remainder belonging to the later 18th or 19th 
century. This later group is quite fresh and is dominated by 
stem fragments (including two mouthpieces). The only bowl 
fragments are of ribbed type, typical of the late 18th to early 
19th centuries (contexts [4] and [15]). The latter has a maker’s 
initial WP on the spur, probably relating to William Pitt of 
Chichester (1779–1841) (Oswald 1975). The assemblage has 
been fully listed for archive.

COINS/JETON
Four coins and one jeton (reckoning counter) were found, 
located in either the topsoil or the layers associated with 
the building.
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Coins
George II halfpenny, 1751. Layer [15].
George II halfpenny, 1754. Topsoil [2].
George III halfpenny, 1771. Layer [16].
Probable halfpenny but too worn to be identified. Layer [15].

Jeton
Jeton of Hans Krauwinckel II, Nuremberg, Germany. 
Master 1586, died 1635. 21mm diameter. Obverse: HANNS 
KRAVWINKEL IN NV (Hanns Kravwinckel in Nuremberg), 
three crowns, alternately with three lis, arranged around a 
central rose. Reverse: GOTTES GABEN SOL MAN LOB (One 
should praise God’s gifts), Imperial orb within a double 
tressure of three arches and three angles. Topsoil [17].

THE METALWORK
A total of 298 pieces of general metalwork were found, 
weighing 3.369kg, from 12 contexts. Of these 206, 
representing 69.1% of the assemblage by count (47.1% by 
weight), were nails. The remaining items consisted of cans/
tins, clasps, hooks, hinges, hoops, padlock, a key and several 
unidentified items. All these items had some corrosion 
deposits but were in a generally good state of preservation.

In addition, a range of metal small finds were recorded. 
These consisted of eight buttons, three buckles, two furniture 
knobs/handles, five spoons, a fork, a knife, a thimble, a lead 
weight, a cufflink, two tacks, a handle from a fork or spoon 
and a circular object believed to be part of a watch. A selection 
of these is given in the catalogue. These items date from the 
17th–19th centuries.

Catalogue (Figs 9 and 10)
1 Copper alloy button with gold gilt, machine-patterned. 

Layer [15].
2 Copper alloy upholstery/leather tack. Topsoil [4].
3 Grey metal alloy button. Topsoil [3].
4 Grey metal alloy button. Layer [19].
5 Copper alloy button. Context [15].
6 Copper alloy button with border decoration, silver-plated. 

Context [15].
7 Copper alloy cufflink decorated with central flower 

surrounded by nine pellets. Topsoil [3].
8 Iron single-loop rectangular buckle with pin. Topsoil [3].
9 Pewter rat-tail table spoon head. Topsoil [3].
10 Small pewter spoon with decoration on handle. Topsoil 

[4].

THE ANIMAL BONE with assistance from Rob Symmons
A total of 470 fragments of animal bone were found, weighing 
2.038kg, from 15 contexts. Of these, 329 fragments (70%) were 
from the topsoil or the layers associated with the building, 
and therefore from contexts containing mixed medieval and 
post-medieval material. They may also have been deposited at 
a date after demolition of the building. The bones are mostly 
from sheep, with some pig and cow and very small quantities 
of horse, deer, rodent, bird, rabbit and other small mammals.

Ditch [6] and pit [12], which date from around 1790–
1830, contained 22 fragments which were from sheep and 
cow and included butchery marks.

The cesspit contained 119 fragments, weighing 0.799kg, 
which are from a sealed 13th-century context. These consisted 

Fig. 9. Buttons and tacks.
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of cow, horse, sheep/goat, pig, small mammal, bird and 
poultry. The bones from food animals were mostly meat-
bearing with no signs of butchery; several bones showed signs 
of being gnawed by dogs.

OTHER FAUNAL REMAINS
Around 200 oyster shells were found across the site, although 
only in small quantities in the area of the buildings. The 
majority of the oyster shells were found in the cesspit, 
including 9 complete lower and 50 complete upper valves 

from layer [21]. These had an age range of 3–10 years and 
are believed to be of three different forms and therefore 
likely to have been harvested from three different habitats 
(Campbell 2009).

A total of 63 winkle and cockle shells were found, 51 
of them located in the chalk rubble layer adjacent to the 
building. A total of 71 snail shells were also found; 43 of them 
were from the cesspit.

Eartham is approximately 10km from the nearest coast. 
The finds indicate that transport of marine molluscs well 

Fig. 10. Other metalwork.
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inland was taking place as early as the 13th century, as also 
seen at Battle in East Sussex (Barber 2008).

THE GLASS by Luke Barber
The excavations produced 260 pieces of glass, weighing 
2.028kg, from 12 individually numbered contexts. The 
assemblage has been fully listed for archive. The vast majority 
of the assemblage can be placed in a mid/later 18th to mid 
19th-century chronological range. A few heavily degraded 
pieces may be as early as the later 17th century but numbers 
are negligible. Green wine/beer bottle fragments constitute 
50.4% of the assemblage by sherd count, a further 31.2% 
consisting of pale aqua or clear window glass. Cylindrical 
and square bottles in pale green and aqua coloured glass 

constitute 12.3% of the assemblage, with drinking glasses 
(tumblers and wine) and phials 3.1% apiece. Embossed 
bottles, which became more common after the 1850s, are 
absent. The assemblage shows a predominance of glassware 
associated with drink, with lesser quantities of household 
products and medicines.

OTHER FINDS
Other items found were clay balls, small pieces of slate, 
a jet bead and a shell button. Very small quantities of 
charcoal were found around the area of the building and 
in the cesspit. A quantity of plaster was found within the 
building, and several pieces of red and yellow daub were 
found in the cesspit. 

D I S C U S S I O N

Dating evidence for the building from the pottery, 
coins and clay pipes suggests that it was occupied 
from the mid 17th century to around 1850. This 
latter date is consistent with the disappearance of 
the buildings from maps between 1840 and 1880.

The sections of wall foundation seem to be 
part of a single building and its location aligns 
with the largest of the three buildings on the 1778 
map (noting that this map can only be considered 
as providing an approximate indication of the 
location and size of buildings). The dimensions 
and wall thickness are very similar to those of 
a cottage at Walderton (Aldsworth and Harris 
1982). The robbed-out trench to the south would 
therefore indicate the location of the north wall 
of the smaller southerly building shown on the 
map. The wall foundations were constructed of 
chalk and flint with a yellowish mortar. Large 
quantities of bricks, large flints and chalk blocks 
were found, indicating that much, if not all, of the 
building material was not removed from the site 
after demolition of the buildings. The roof of the 
building was tiled. The chalk bedrock within the 
building is very uneven and on a slope; some of the 
building debris found appears to have been used 
to fill in the most significant depressions in the 
chalk, presumably to provide a more level surface 
on which to create an earthen floor.

The flint and brick surface [23] was identified 
during the excavation as a section of collapsed 
wall, a view supported by its similarity to part of 
the rear wall of a house located about half a mile 
south of the site which dates from the 15th or 16th 
century. Subsequent consideration, however, has 
raised significant doubts about this interpretation. 
Whilst this feature has the appearance of a wall, 
it would have had to topple without any break-up 

near the base, which would be unusual. The wall 
was covered by a layer of chalk rubble, the purpose 
of which is unclear. A suggestion that the chalk was 
the inner surface of a wall structure is considered 
to be incorrect, because the pieces of chalk are too 
small and the exposed face of flint and brick is 
consistent with the exterior surface of a wall and 
not its interior structure (R. Harris, pers. comm.). 
Rather than being a wall, the flint and brick are 
instead considered likely to be a yard surface, with 
the chalk rubble added later as another surface, 
which would also explain why it butts up to the 
wall foundation (R. Harris and D. Martin pers. 
comm.). The layer of chalk rubble contained pottery 
dating from 1800 to 1840, indicating that it dates 
from very late in the life of the cottage.

The robbed-out trench [6] contained pottery 
dating from 1790–1830, suggesting that the 
southerly building was demolished during this 
period. If this was also true of the third, unlocated, 
building, then it would be consistent with the 
reduction in the number of buildings shown on 
the historic maps from three in 1778 to one in 
1840, although it is also possible that the tithe 
map makers may have chosen to ignore any 
outbuildings and show only the main cottage. The 
pit [12] by the south-east corner of the building 
contained pottery from a similar period near to 
the end of the life of the building; the purpose of 
this feature is unknown.

The finds indicate that the cottage was a typical 
low-status residence of the period with a very small 
number of higher-status items. The presence of 
dinnerware, teaware and nursery plates indicates 
that a family was dwelling on the site. The diet of 
the occupants included a variety of types of meat 
and some molluscs; the lack of waste parts suggests 
that meat was generally brought in, rather than the 
animals being slaughtered on site.
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This site is one of very few published 
excavations of post-medieval rural sites in Sussex. 
The range of finds is broadly similar to that at 
the Old House in Pulborough (Backhouse and 
Backhouse 1977/8).

The cesspit contained 13th-century pottery 
from jugs, cooking pots and a storage jar. This 
suggests that occupation may have taken place on 
the site during the medieval period. The cesspit also 
contained a variety of animal bones and a large 
quantity of oyster shells, the latter indicating that 
food was being transported from the coast at that 
time. Although daub was found in the pit, there 
was no evidence of structures from the medieval 
period. The only post-hole excavated contained a 
single sherd of 16th–17th century pottery.

Subsequent investigations carried out as part 
of the author’s MA dissertation indicate that 
the village of Eartham originated in the 9th or 
10th century. The village then expanded over 
the following four to five centuries to cover an 
area similar to that of the present village, before 

entering a period of decline from the mid 14th 
century. For the next 300–400 years the village 
was reduced to a core area around the church, 
before subsequent recovery to the size shown 
on the 1778 map. The cottage uncovered in this 
excavation would have been one of several houses 
built alongside the road to the south of the village 
during that period of recovery. Several of these 
buildings were subsequently demolished, either 
between 1778 and 1840 or, as in the case of this 
cottage, during the mid 19th century. 
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