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•!• Mesolithic pick found at 
Westmeston, East Sussex 
Ann Bacon 
Ditchling History Project, 57 East End Lane, Ditchling, BN6 
SUR 

Ron Packham, a local resident, showed the author a large 
flint implement that he had found in the 1950s. It was 

picked up on his father's market garden at Westmeston (TQ 
344148) whilst he was clearing flints ahead of rotovating 
for soft fruit and vegetable planting. Hayleigh Farm road 
formed the northern boundary of the seven-acre site, where 
there were three glasshouses on the sandy soil. The land rises 
gradually to the southern boundary near Hop Garden Shaw, 
where Ron recalls that a large scatter of flints caused constant 
damage to the plough. It was in this area that he found the 
large worked flint with an 'intriguing shape' that he kept, and 
always intended to 'ask someone about it'. 

The author noted that the large orangey-brown flint had 
been hand-struck to form an implement that fitted the hand 
comfortably (Fig. 1), and offered to show the find to staff at 
Barbican House Museum for an accurate identification. The 
piece has been recorded on the Portable Antiquities Scheme 
database (Cf. S USS-EBEBA4; SUR-2A4C65; SUSS-902627). 
With help from Chris Butler, the piece was identified as a 
complete pick dating from the Mesolithic period (c. 8300-8500 
BC), even though the deep ochre-brown patination of the 
flint, with small greyish-white inclusions, is more commonly 
found on Upper Palaeolithic implements in Sussex (Butler 
2005). 

The pick was described as having been knapped to 
resemble a tranchet adze and is larger than is common in 
Sussex, but could be classified as a Hassocks Adze. (The 
dimensions are 21lmm in length, 53mm long and 37mm 
wide, and weighing 738g.) It is asymmetrical, with a 
blunted edge for hafting or handling, with some abrasion 
approximately two-thirds up from the point suggesting it 
had been hafted. The thick grey/white cortex is retained and 
extends along a third of the dorsal surface. The cutting edge 
tapers to a pointed surface, and most of the removals are large 
and broad on the dorsal, ventral and mesial surfaces. 
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Fig. 1. The flint. 

Excavation of a site at Elsted, West 
Sussex 
]onathan Dicks 
40 Links Lane, Rowlands Castle, Hampshire, P09 6AE 

In 1974 a field survey identified a concentration of pottery 
sherds in a field centred on SU 813 191 to the southwest of 
the village of Elsted, West Sussex (Bell and Tatton-Brown 
1975, 58-66). This scatter of pottery was investigated in 
19 7 5 by the Sussex Archaeological Field Unit (Redknap 
and Millett, 1980, 197-229), who excavated an area of 520 
square metres to the east of the brow of the hill (Fig. 1). 
The excavation uncovered a small 'cobbled' area which was 
thought to be the courtyard of a Romano-British farmstead, 
whilst a geophysical survey (Redknap and Millett 1980, 202, 
fig. 5) and infra-red photography identified the possibility 
of an associated stone bath house to the north (Redknap 
and Millett 1980, 205). 

In June 2011 an earth resistance and fluxgate gradiometer 
geophysical survey was undertaken, centred on the 1975 
excavation, covering an area of 2 70m by 180m, in order to 
re-assess the possible existence of this building. The survey 
identified several anomalies that might indicate hidden 
archaeological features situated near to and aligned with the 
courtyard that could be the farmstead and bath house. 

In June and July 2012 the Elsted Archaeology and History 
Society (EH&AS) undertook an excavation of this potential 
Romano-British farmstead and bath house. This is a brief 
report on the results and findings of both the geophysical 
survey and the excavation. 
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Fig. 1. Location plan of the site with the 1975 excavation. 
© Liss Archaeological Group. Ordnance Survey data 
reproduced under licence 100030848. ©Crown Copyright 
all rights reserved. 
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LOCAL ENVIRONMENT 
AND GEOLOGY 

The site of the investigation is on a low knoll at c. 92m OD 
just below the escarpment of the South Downs (Fig. 1). The 
local bedrock geology is a band of West Melbury Marly Chalk 
Formation, part of the bottom of the Lower Chalk Formation, 
and consists of soft, pale to medium grey marly (clay-rich 
chalk) with thin, grey to brown limestone beds (British 
Geological Survey 1996; Hopson 2000, 9). This was covered 
by a thin layer of superficial deposits of grey chalky topsoil 
approximately 0.3m thick. 

The Iron Age Hill Forts of Beacon Hill (850m to the 
southwest), Torberry (3.5km to the northwest) and Butser 
(lOkm to the west), the Roman Road from Chichester 
(Noviomagus) to Silchester (Calleva Atrebatum) (3.5km to 
the east) the Romano-British villas of Batten Hanger (3.5km 
to the south), Chilgrove I and 11 (6.5km to the south east) 
and Stroud (lOkm to the west) all indicate that this area of 
the South Downs has been inhabited and exploited by man 
for many millennia. 

RESULTS OF THE 
GEOPHYSICAL SURVEY 

A grid of 6 x 9 30-metre squares was established over the area 
to be investigated, including the area of the 1975 excavation 
(Fig. 2), (Page n.d.) 

FLUXGATE GRADIOMETER RESULTS 
The fluxgate gradiometer geophysical survey results covered 
an area 270 metres by 180 metres (Fig. 3). Very few anomalies 
were identified in the survey, and the only real feature of 
potential archaeological interest was an area of magnetic 

Fig. 2. The lay-out of the grid for the geophysical survey. © Liss Archaeological Group. Ordnance Survey data reproduced 
under licence 100030848. © Crown Copyright all rights reserved. 
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Fig. 3. Results of fluxgate gradiometer survey. © Liss Archaeological Group. 

disturbance centred on Grid ]5 and outlined in a green circle 
(Fig. 3). A small strong magnetometry feature near the area 
of interest was caused by a modern sheep pen, but the area 
of magnetic disturbance includes the area excavated in 19 7 5. 
There was very little evidence in the extensive range of the 
survey of any ditches, pits, kilns or enclosures, suggesting 
that the site was not residential. The magnetometry survey 
succeeded in the aim of identifying a target area for the earth 
resistance survey, and in confirming the location of the 19 7 5 
excavation. 

EARTH RESISTANCE RESULT 
The earth resistance survey covered the area of anomalies 
identified by the fluxgate gradiometer survey in Grids IS, 
6, 7 ]5, 6, 7, and KS, 6, 7. The anomaly, which was almost 
entirely within Grid ]5, corresponds with the position of the 
1975 excavation (Fig. 4). The blue squares are areas that were 
not investigated by the earth resistance survey. 

A series of rectilinear anomalies in Grid ]6 (Fig. 4) were 
extremely faint, perhaps due to adverse ground conditions. 
These rectilinear anomalies adjoined the cobbled surface, 
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Fig. 4. Earth resistance results with the superimposed trenches of the1975 excavation. © Liss Archaeological Group. 

and may represent the associated building remains identified 
in 19 7 5. They were therefore the target of further intrusive 
investigations in 2012. 

RESULT OF THE EXCAVATION 

On the basis of the results of the geophysical survey, it 
was decided to investigate the anomalies in Grid ]6. These 
anomalies were to the north and close to the 19 7 5 excavation, 
and were probably those identified in 1975 (Redknap and 
Millett 1980, 202). Two trenches (A and B) were opened using 
a mechanical excavator with a 1.50m wide toothless bucket. 
Trench A was 2.70m wide by 16m long and was positioned 
over the large geophysical anomaly, and Trench B was 1. 60m 
wide by 10.90m long and positioned over the two linear 
anomalies (Fig. 4) . 

Trench A produced no archaeological features. A thin bed 
of soft pale yellow (Munsell 5Y 8/3) chalk, which could be 

misinterpreted as cobbling, occurred in several places in the 
trench. Twenty-three sherds of very abraded Romano-British 
grey wares with an average sherd weight of only 7 gm and one 
very small abraded sherd from an Oxford colour-coated vessel 
were recovered from the plough-soil of the trench. Trench B 
revealed a shallow, wide ditch running roughly northeast
southwest (Fig. 5). Only one sherd of abraded pottery was 
recovered from the fill of the ditch. This was a small sherd of 
Rowland's Castle sand-tempered pottery, which can only be 
generically dated from c. AD 75-350 (Dicks 2009). 

SUMMARY 

The report of the 19 7 5 excavation recorded finding an 
enclosed 'cobbled courtyard', apparently associated with a 
rectangular building to the north (Redknap and Millett, 1980). 
This excavation has proved that no such building exists to the 
immediate north. It is possible that a Romano-British building 
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Fig. 5. Plan and section drawing of ditch in Trench B. 

exists nearby, but no evidence of any structures were identified 
during the 2011 geophysical survey of the site. Similarly, no 
ceramic or stone building material was recovered from either 
of the two trenches. 

The shallow ditch nmning northeast -southwest observed 
in Trench B aligns approximately with a ditch recorded in the 
1975 excavation, and could well be a continuation of that 
ditch, and so a field boundary. The severely abraded nature 
of the pottery sherds recovered indicates that they had been 
the subject of continual disturbance over centuries. The 
material could have emanated originally from a Romano
British villa site and may therefore have been associated 
with field fertilisation and manuring. This still leaves open 
the question of the exact location of the villa. An alternative 
may be that there was a simple farmhouse constructed of 
wood with a thatched roof that has left no evidence in the 
archaeological record. 
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•:• A new discovery of a carved stone 
head at St John the Baptist Church, 
Findon, West Sussex 
David A. Bone and Anne E. Bone 
4 Kensington Road, Chichester, West Sussex P019 7XR 

D uring the summer of 2013, one of the authors (DAB) 
was revisiting Findon church to identify the historic 

building stones as part of a survey of West Sussex churches 
for a forthcoming paper. During inspection of the exterior 
walls, a small carved stone head was noted in the east wall 
of the chancel. There appears to be no previous record of 
this sculpture, which, stylistically, is of early medieval date. 

A church at Findon is recorded in the Domesday Book of 
1086 (Morris 1976). The present church is said to be Saxon 
in origin and enlarged in the late 12th and 13th centuries, 
although there is some conjecture over precisely which 
remaining elements are Saxon or later (Holmes 1989; Alien 
2013). The current vestry contains a Norman arch, re-used 
over a later door, which may be the chancel arch re-used. 
Nairn and Pevsner (1965) propose that a lean-to north aisle 
was replaced in the 13th century by the current north aisle, 
which is as wide as the nave. Further work in the 15th century 
included a single new roof spanning the full width of the 
church. The exterior stonework of the chancel can be seen 
in a lithograph reproduced in Trower (1875) which depicts 
coursed ashlar in the lower area of the wall, where the head 
is now to be seen. 

The church was repaired and restored by George Gilbert 
Scott in 1867, including the recladding of the outside of 
the church with dressed flints, obscuring much of the past 
history of the church (Wyatt 1926, 1938; Reeves 1968). The 
external pointing of much of the church is very heavy, and 
was apparently carried out at this time. Scott's restoration 
included the commissioning of the unique example of the 
painted tile reredoses by William Morris (Kelly 1999). 

Published accounts include mention of a sculpted stone 
head, but this is a corbel located inside the church in the lower 
corner of the east window of the north aisle (Fig. 1) (Anon. 
n.d; Alien 2013). Stylistically, this stone head appears to be of 
13th-century date. It measures 140mm high by 140mm wide 
and 140mm deep. The stone appears to be a hard chalk. The 
hair on both sides of the head retains traces of paint, and is 
pierced on front of the lowest wave, purpose unknown. These 
features have not been previously noted. 
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Fig. 1. 13th-century carved stone head, below the east 
window of the north aisle, St John the Baptist, Findon. 

Fig. 2. Exterior of the east wall of the chancel, St John 
the Baptist, Findon. The stone head is located within the 
darker, damp area of wall. 

The newly discovered stone head is located in the exterior 
of the east wall of the chancel, 3.7m from the edge of the 
south-east corner buttress and 1.1m above ground level (Fig. 
2). Godfrey's church plan (1934) suggests that this wall is 
of 13th-century date, whilst the plan has been redrawn by 
Holmes (1989) and described as 'later walls' based on Holmes' 
assumption that the chancel should have been more typically 
square and of standard internal width. An east window with 


