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SUMMARY
The title for this volume took its inspiration partly from a chapter by Della Hooke (2012), which sought to explore the evolution 
of a wooded area, but it was also chosen for the connotations of the Old English word itself. Wealdbǣra essentially means ‘wood-
pasture’, an environment and land-use type that is synonymous with the early history of the Wealden region. This research attempts 
to place the results of developer-funded archaeology within the framework of a landscape study. While its central concern is 
to present the findings of large-scale excavations at the residential development of Wickhurst Green, Broadbridge Heath, West 
Sussex, further effort has been made to produce an updated review of the archaeology of this under-researched area and to set the 
site within its broader landscape context. It is hoped that it will show that the Weald was not simply an empty, wooded fastness 
between more settled and productive zones but an indispensable resource for communities of the south-east of England, yielding 
extensive pastoral reserves as well as raw materials in the form of iron, clay, fuel and timber. It was a thriving environment – home 
to communities adapted to its specific challenges. By working with the land, they produced a countryside suited to their needs.

In the last 200 years the Weald has undergone a transformation. While cattle grazing and woodland management still make 
up a significant part of the rural economy, arable has been considerably extended through the use of chemical fertilisers, the 
mechanised plough and 19th-century land drainage. Brickworks, the descendants of the Roman tile kilns, survive, but the iron 
and glass works have gone. The din of hammers and the blast from furnaces may be things of the past but in a constantly evolving 
landscape the area’s mineral reserves may be subject to future exploitation. Demand for more housing to accommodate the growing 
commuter belt continues to dominate development in the region and it is funding by Countryside Properties which facilitated 
the archaeological exploration at the centre of this volume. The area south of Broadbridge Heath was shown to have been home 
to Mesolithic hunter-gatherers, Iron Age pastoralists, funerary monuments and Roman agriculture and industry, as well as early 
medieval and later manors, mills and a deer park.

In the compilation of this volume, the author has sought to tackle the encountered archaeology on a landscape scale. The 
use of ArcGIS, historic landscape analysis and landscape regression provides a case study in utilising archaeological excavation to 
contribute to our knowledge of past landscapes. Perhaps the most important aspect of this report is that, in addition to providing a 
deep history of the western Weald, it offers an extended realisation of the technique of landscape regression.
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RÉSUMÉ
Le titre de ce volume s’inspire en partie d’un chapitre de Della Hook (2012) qui a cherché à explorer l’évolution d’une zone boisée. 
Mais il a également été choisi pour les connotations du mot en anglais ancien. “Wealdbǣra” signifie essentiellement “pâturage 
boisé”, un environnement et un type d’utilisation du sol qui est synonyme du début de l’histoire de la région du Wealden. Cette 
recherche s'efforce de placer les résultats de l’archéologie financée par un développeur dans le contexte d’une étude paysagère. 
Sa préoccupation principale est de présenter les résultats des fouilles archéologiques de grande envergure menées sur le site 
du complexe résidentiel de “Wickhurst Green”, Broadbridge Heath. Des efforts supplémentaires ont été faits pour produire 
une synthèse actualisée de l’archéologie de cette région qui a fait l'objet de peu de recherches et pour placer le site dans son 
contexte paysager plus large. Cette recherche tente de montrer que le Weald n’était pas simplement une zone boisée inhabitée et 
impénétrable entre des zones plus établies et productives, mais plutôt une resource indispensable pour les communautés du Sud-Est. 
Il a disposé d’importantes réserves pastorales, ainsi que des matières premières sous forme de fer, d’argile, de carburant et de bois 
d’oeuvre. C’était un environnement prospère – qui a accueilli des communautés adaptées à ses défis spécifiques. En travaillant avec 
la terre, ils ont créé une campagne adaptée à leurs besoins. 

 Au cours des 200 dernières années, le Weald a subi une transformation. Alors que le pâturage du bétail et la gestion des forêts 
représentent encore une partie importante de l’économie rurale, les terres cultivables ont été considérablement étendues avec 
l’utilisation d’engrais chimiques, de la charrue mécanisée et du drainage des terres du 19ème siècle. Alors que les briqueteries, les 
descendants des fours à tuiles romains, survivent toujours, les ateliers de fer et de verre ont disparu.  Le bruit des marteaux et le 
rugissement des fourneaux peuvent être une chose du passé, mais dans un paysage en constante évolution, on peut envisager à 
l’avenir une exploitation des réserves minérales de la région.  La demande croissante en logements pour accueillir la grande banlieue 
en pleine expansion continue de dominer le développement de la région. C’est le financement par “Countryside Properties” qui a 
permis l’exploration archéologique au centre de ce volume. La région au sud de Broadbridge Heath a abrité des chasseurs-cueilleurs 
mésolithiques, des éleveurs de l’âge du Fer et des monuments funéraires. L’occupation se characterise aussi par de l’agriculture et de 
l’industrie romaines, ainsi que par des manoirs, des moulins et des parc de cervidés du début du Moyen Âge ou plus récents. 

Dans la compilation de ce volume, l’auteur a cherché à aborder l’archéologie rencontrée à l’échelle du paysage. L’utilisation 
simultanée du logiciel ArcGIS, de l’analyse historique du paysage et d’une approche régressive du paysage offre une occasion 
d’effectuer une étude de cas portant sur l’utilisation de fouilles archéologiques pour contribuer à notre connaissance des paysages 
du passé. Outre une histoire approfondie du Western Weald, ce rapport de fouilles présente les résultats d’une analyse régressive du 
paysage, qui est peut-être la plus grande importance inhérente de cette recherche.   
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ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
Die Inspiration für den Titel dieses Buches stammte zu einem gewissen Teil aus einem Kapitel aus Della Hookes Werk (2012), 
worin Hooke die allgemeine Entwicklunggeschichte einer Waldfläche zu beschreiben versuchte. Unser Titel wurde jedoch 
auch aufgrund der Nebenbedeutung des altenglischen Wortes selber gewählt: ‘Wealdbǣra’ beschreibt eine ‚bewirtschaftete 
Wald/Weidefläche‘, d.h. eine bewirtschaftete Landschaft, welche in diesem Fall synonym mit der früheren Geschichte der 
Wealden Region ist und mit ihr in direktem Zusammenhang steht. Die Arbeit betrachtet die Ergebnisse der archäologischen 
Baubegleitungen vor dem Hintergrund der bereits vorliegenden archäologischen Landwirtschaftsstudien. Im Besonderen werden 
hier die Ergebnisse der großangelegten Grabungen wiedergegeben, die während des Wohnungsbaus bei ‚Wickhurst Green‘, 
Broadbridge Heath, durchgeführt wurden. Desweiteren wird in diesem Band der aktuelle Stand der Archäologie in diesem von 
der Forschung bisher ziemlich benachteiligten Gebiet dargestellt und in einen landschaftlichen Gesamtzusammenhang gebracht. 
Die bisherigen Untersuchungen zeigen, daß der Weald nicht einfach ein leeres Bollwerk zwischen den dichter besiedelten und 
produktiveren Gebieten war, sondern eine nicht wegzudenkende Resource für die Menschen, die im Südosten Englands zu jener 
Zeit lebten. Der Weald bot den Menschen nicht nur ausgedehnte Weideflächen für Nutztiere, sondern auch eine Quelle für 
Rohmaterialien wie Eisen, Ton, Brennstoff und Holz. Die Lebensgemeinschaften in der Umgebung florierten: die Menschen hatten 
sich perfekt an die Landschaft und ihre besonderen Herausforderungen angepaßt. Indem sie mit dem Land (und nicht dagegen) 
arbeiteten förderten sie eine Landschaftsentwicklung, die perfekt auf ihr Leben abgestimmt war. Mensch und Landschaft ergänzten 
sich in Harmonie. 

In den letzten 200 Jahren durchlebte der Weald jedoch eine Transformation. Obwohl Vieh- und Forstwirtschaft hier immer 
noch eine wichtige Rolle in der Landwirtschaft spielten, wurde ein Großteil des Waldbodens in Ackerböden umgewandelt. Dies 
geschah vor allem durch die Nutzung chemischer Düngemittel, mechanischer Pflüge und den Entwässerungsmaßnahmen des 
19. Jahrhunderts. Die Ziegelbrennerei (zu dem sich der hier zuvor erbaute römische Brennofen später weiterentwickelt hatte) ist 
noch immer vorhanden, aber die hier ebenfalls ehemals ansässige Eisen- und Glashütte ist heute verschwunden. Der Klang der 
Hämmer und der Rauch des Ofens liegen heute vielleicht in der Vergangenheit, aber es ist durchaus vorstellbar, daß in dieser sich 
in stetigem Wandel befindenden Landschaft Rohstoffe zukünftig vielleicht wieder an Bedeutung gewinnen könnten und eine 
erneute Ausbeutung erfolgt. Desweiteren ist das Bedürfnis nach Wohnfläche hier sehr groß, da es sich um ein wichtiges, ständig 
wachsendes Pendlereinzugsgebiet handelt. Es ist unumgänglich, daß dieser Bedarf nach weiterem Wohnraum auch in der Zukunft 
die Landschafts- und Wohnraumentwicklung in dieser Region bestimmt. Im Falle dieser hier vorliegenden Analyse sind es die 
Countryside Properties, der wir die finanzielle Unterstuetzung der archäologischen Untersuchungen dieser Gegend vor allem zu 
verdanken haben. Die Ergebisse deuten daraufhin, daß die Region südlich von Broadbridge Heath zu verschiedenen Zeiten eine 
Heimat für mittelsteinzeitliche Jäger und Sammler und eisenzeitliche Viehhirten gewesen ist; es gibt außerdem Hinweise auf 
eisenzeitliche Grabdenkmäler, römische Landwirtschaft und Industrie, ebenso wie auf früh- und spätmittelalterliche Gutshöfe, 
Mühlen und einen Wildpark. 

Bei der Zusammenstellung dieses Bandes hat der Autor versucht, sich diesen Nachweisen in großem Umfang und 
mit besonderem Augenmerk auf die Landschaft zu widmen. Mit der erfolgreichen Anwendung von ArcGIS, historischer 
Landschaftsanalyse und landschaftlichen Regressionsmodellen ist dies ein perfektes Beispiel für die Nutzung archäologischer 
Ausgrabungsmethoden als wichtiges Mittel zur Studie historischer Landschaften. Der hier vorliegende Grabungsbericht 
bietet deshalb nicht nur eine detaillierte Geschichte des westlichen Wealds, sondern stellt auch neue Erkenntnisse durch die 
hier angewandte Technik von landwirtschaftlichen Regressionsmodellen dar, wobei deutlich gesagt werden muß, daß letztere 
höchstwahrscheinlich die wichtigsten Ergebnisse dieser Arbeit erbracht hat.
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CHAPTER 1  INTRODUCTION

1.1  PROJECT BACKGROUND
Resident at Newbuildings Place, Shipley, West Sussex, Wilfrid 
Scawen Blunt was well acquainted with the undulating, densely 
wooded valleys of the Surrey–Sussex border and the landscape 
around the market town of Horsham. Indeed, so moved was 
he by the view from Sharpenhurst Hill (Itchingfield) that 
of it he declared ‘no more perfect picture of peace could be 
imagined, nothing more absolutely beautiful’ (1932, 242). 
Blunt was writing at the end of the 19th and beginning of the 
20th century, and since that time this gently rolling region 
of small fields, wide, wooded shaws and isolated farms has 
witnessed many changes. The exponential growth of Crawley 
and Horsham as residential conurbations, the construction of 
the A24 road and the expansion of arable from the 1950s have 
all served to impact upon the historic landscape. Nevertheless, 
more than 8000 years of human activity were in evidence at 
Wickhurst Green, and through exploration of its archaeology 
and that of an adjacent residential site east of the A24 we can 
document the development of the region’s landscape on an 
unprecedented scale.

Knowledge of the distant past in south-east England has 
been gleaned largely through work undertaken on the chalk 
downlands and, to a lesser extent, the coastal regions and 
marshlands of Kent and Sussex (Gardiner 1990a, 33). With a 
few notable exceptions (below, 1.4), the Weald was for the most 
part neglected by archaeologists until the arrival of developer-
funded projects undertaken in response to planning conditions.

This volume presents the results of an extensive 
programme of archaeological trenching, ‘strip, map and 
sample’ investigations, full excavations and watching briefs 
carried out by Archaeology South-East (ASE) on land at 
Wickhurst Green, Broadbridge Heath, West Sussex (Fig 1.1). 
This work was conducted between June 2008 and April 2014 
under the overall management of RPS PLC on behalf of the 
developer Countryside Properties. In addition, directly relevant 
archaeological information from work carried out in advance 
of an adjacent development on Land East of the A24 has been 
incorporated and is presented within this volume (Sheehan 
2016). Excavation on Land East of the A24 was carried out by 

ASE between March 2011 and May 2015 on behalf of Berkeley 
Homes (Southern Ltd).

The methodology for the archaeological investigation and 
the subsequent analysis is fully explored below (1.5, 1.6); a 
summary of the various stages of archaeological work is given 
in Table 1.1 and Fig 1.2. A Scheme of Archaeological Resource 
Management and a Written Scheme of Investigation was 
prepared by RPS (2011) and approved by John Mills (Senior 
Archaeologist, WSCC). This document should be referred to 
for the full planning background of the project.

The archaeological work at Wickhurst Green (the 
developer’s name for a large-scale residential development 
south of the village of Broadbridge Heath) encompassed over 
46ha of investigation, resulting in 14ha of land stripped to the 
archaeological horizon. To date the excavations represent the 
largest single archaeological investigation conducted within 
the Weald of West Sussex. It complements recent projects 
within the Surrey Weald at Horley (Swift 2009; in prep) and at 
Gatwick Airport (Wells 2005; Network Archaeology in prep). 
Though the Wickhurst Green site is the primary focus of this 
study, the results of archaeological investigations on Land East 
of the A24 are also included. A series of Written Schemes of 
Investigation (ASE 2008; 2010; 2012a; 2012b; 2012c; 2012d; 
2012e; 2013; 2014a; 2014b; 2014c; 2015) and a revised 
Heritage Statement (James 2012) were prepared for the latter 
site and approved by John Mills. The stages of archaeological 
investigation on Land East of the A24 are summarised in Table 
1.2 and shown on Fig 1.3.

Together, the Wickhurst Green site and Land East of the 
A24 encompassed c 85ha of investigation with 33ha of land 
stripped to the archaeological horizon. The work took place 
on areas of farmland (mainly laid to pasture) to the south and 
south-east of the village of Broadbridge Heath and to the west 
of the town of Horsham. The land slopes gently down to the 
River Arun in the south and to Boldings Brook, known locally 
as the Red River (owing to late 19th-century discoloration 
caused by the Warnham brickworks) in the east. The farmland 
was divided by mature hedgerows, many of which proved to be 
ancient in character. The site is situated at c 30–35m OD (Fig 

Dear checker-work of woods, the Sussex Weald!
If a name thrills me yet of things of earth,
That name is thine. How often I have fled

To thy deep hedgerows and embraced each field,
Each lag, each pasture, – fields which gave me birth …

—Blunt, Chanclebury Ring, 1914

CHAPTER 1  INTRODUCTION
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Fig 1.1 Site location
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1.4). To the south-east, beyond the site boundary, a prominent 
hill, High Wood, reaches a height of c 58m OD.

Two groups of buildings occupied the site, with a modern 
house and farm buildings at Heath Barn and a scatter of houses 
and a farm complex along Wickhurst Lane (Five Acre Barn, 
Hares Hill and Fairview) (Fig 1.5; Table 1.3). Historically, the 
land around Broadbridge was of poor quality, as reflected in 
the ‘Heath’ place-name element (suggesting soil acidification), 
and was utilised as common pasture by the late 13th century 
(Hudson 1986, 166). A manorial centre was established on 
the richer soils of the Arun valley by AD 1243 (Broadbridge 
Manor, still surviving as Broadbridge Farm). The aims, 
methodology and landscape background of the overall study are 
outlined below and are followed by notes on the structure of 
the report as well as the chronological framework.

Fig 1.2 Plan showing stages of archaeological fieldwork at Wickhurst Green

Stage Project type Reference
1 desk-based assessment James 2007
2 targeted evaluation (possible deer park boundary) Garland 2008
3.1 ‘strip and map’ newt translocation ponds Margetts 2013
3.2 targeted evaluation (construction compound) Margetts 2013

3.3 ‘strip and map’, full excavation, watching brief 
and sample trenching

Margetts 2013

4 historic building recording Williamson 2012
5 sample trenching and full excavation Margetts 2014a

Table 1.1 Stages of archaeological investigation at Wickhurst Green

Stage Project type Reference
1 desk-based assessment James 2007

2 evaluation and surface artefact collection 
(southern area and Windrum Close site)

Stevens 2009

3 watching brief (northern area and sports pitch site) Sheehan 2016

4 evaluation (northern area and sports pitch site) Sheehan 2016

5 full excavation (northern area and sports pitch site) Sheehan 2016

6 evaluation (Windrum Close site) Nicholls 2013

7 evaluation (southern area) Stevens 2015

Table 1.2 Stages of archaeological investigation on Land East of the A24
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1.2  AIMS OF THIS STUDY
It is almost 30 years since Archaeology South-East (then the 
London University Field Archaeology Unit) was asked by the 
Historic Buildings and Monuments Commission to conduct 
a survey of the Weald in an attempt to augment the number 
of known sites. Gardiner’s comprehensive article (1990a) on 
the findings of this work is now over 25 years old and in need 
of review. The huge increase in the number of archaeological 
interventions that have taken place since the implementation 
of developer-funded archaeology in response to Planning Policy 
Guidance 16 (PPG 16) (DoE 1990) has begun to go some 
way to redress the balance between what is known about the 
Weald on one hand and surrounding districts on the other. 
Nevertheless, the area is still a greatly under-researched zone in 

comparison to other parts of the south-east, such as the West 
Sussex Coastal Plain and the South Downs.

The size of the Wickhurst Green housing development 
and the density of the archaeological remains encountered 
make it an important contributor to our understanding of 
the region. By utilising landscape regression, informed by the 
excavated data and historic landscape analysis, it has been 
possible to investigate the development of the local landscape 
on a large scale. This approach, and the magnitude of the 
work, is perhaps this project’s most important aspect. Previous 
understanding of the area has largely been built on the theories 
of landscape historians, which have remained untested through 
archaeological investigation. The primary aim of this volume 
is to report on the nature, date, function and importance of 

Fig 1.3 Plan showing stages of archaeological fieldwork on Land East of the A24
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the archaeological features encountered, but it is also intended 
to create an updated synthesis and review of the available 
evidence for the region as a whole. It is hoped that this will 
in part act as a follow up to Gardiner’s (1990a) work and will 
facilitate assessment of current theories regarding the Weald’s 
landscape evolution.

Place Details Date

A24 road/dual 
carriageway modern

Baystone Farm farm post-medieval (?19th century)
Broadbridge Farm farm medieval (15th century or earlier)
Broadbridge Heath common/village medieval/post-medieval
Broadbridge Mill flour mill post-medieval (1850)
Christ’s Hospital school post-medieval (1902)
Fairview house modern (late 20th century)
Farthings (formerly 
Farthingbridge) Farm

farm ?medieval (?14th century)

Farthings Hill road medieval (14th century or earlier)

Five Acre Barn farm/outbarn post-medieval  
(18th century or earlier)

Fiveoaks Road road medieval (turnpiked in 1811)
Fulling Mill Field field post-medieval
Hares Hill house modern (late 20th century)

Heath Barn farm/outbarn post-medieval  
(late 17th century or earlier)

High Wood hill n/a

Hills Farm farm ?medieval/post-medieval  
(16th century or earlier)

Hills Place house post-medieval (18th century)
Horsham town medieval
Itchingfield village medieval

Place Details Date

Lower Broadbridge 
Farm farm

medieval/post-medieval (17th 
century but probably in existence 
since the 14th century)

Mill Bridge bridge medieval/post-medieval
Mill Lane road medieval (or earlier)

New Bridge bridge
medieval/post-medieval (17th 
century or earlier)

Parthings farm medieval (15th century or earlier)
Parthings Cottage house/outbarn post-medieval (19th century)
Stammerham Farm farm medieval (13th century or earlier)
Warnham village medieval
(Old) Wickhurst Lane road medieval (or earlier)

Fig 1.4 Contour map with site locations

Table 1.3 Key locations/features referenced in the text
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Fig 1.5 Key historic places referenced in the text (based on Ordnance Survey 1st edition 1875–6. © Crown Copyright (2018)  All rights reserved. 
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1.3  STUDY AREAS AND THE 
DEFINITION OF A PAYS
The south-east is defined here as consisting of the counties 
of Surrey, Kent, and East and West Sussex (Fig 1.6). In close 
proximity to the Continent, the region has been subject 
to coastal influences and contains a number of ‘National 
Character Areas’, which transcend modern county boundaries. 
These form units with particular identities, histories and 
resources and, although often hard to define (see below), they 
are key to understanding the region (Natural England nd).

With his publication of The Making of the English Landscape 
in 1955, W G Hoskins can perhaps be considered as the father 
of modern landscape history. His work marked a move away 
from the simple descriptive texts of early topographic writers 
discussed by Darby (1954) and put the countryside itself forward 
as a historical resource. Though some of his theories may now 
be considered outdated, the work remains seminal because of its 
interdisciplinary approach. This combined documentary sources 
with the evidence contained within maps, standing buildings and 
other components of the landscape as it survives today (what we 
now call the ‘historic landscape’). Hoskins went on to inspire the 
‘Leicester School’ of landscape historians, authors such as Fox, 
Thirsk and, most importantly in a Wealden context, Brandon 
and Everitt. Collectively these writers explored the process of 
landscape formation and in the 1960s and 1970s develop the 
concept of pays. The idea of pays, taken from the French term for 
an area of culturally and environmentally distinctive territory, 
country and region, was interpreted as physical, cultural and 

social settings (Everitt 1986) providing the units by which the 
historic landscape could be studied.

While the south-east cannot be considered as an area of 
sharply contrasting regions in comparison to some parts of 
northern Britain (Gardiner 2011a, 100), its varied underlying 
geologies, topography and environments have given rise to a 
number of pays apparent through differing landscape types. 
The difficulties of defining these areas within the south-east 
have been fully discussed by Gardiner (ibid), and it is worth 
pausing here to determine what is meant by the area known 
as the ‘Weald’. This is perhaps the hardest of all the pays of the 
south-east to define, resulting in differences in how the area has 
been characterised in previous work. Generally, the region is 
considered to be centrally situated in the great ‘bowl’ formed of 
the opposing chalk escarpments of the North and South Downs.

The area is traditionally divided between the elevated, 
predominantly sandstone, High Weald and the largely clay Low 
Weald. The Greensand Ridge that surrounds this inner core 
has, on the other hand, been both grouped with the Weald and 
defined as a distinctive pays within its own right. It is clear to 
this author that the history of settlement within the Greensand 
is somewhat different to that of both the High and the Low 
Wealds. Though these areas are similar in that they possess 
generally poor agricultural soils, the Greensand lies proximate 
to areas which have long been considered to be historically 
well-settled zones (Holmesdale and the Sussex spring-line). 
Within this study the Greensand is therefore not considered 
as part of the Weald. The exclusion of the Greensand Ridge is 

Fig 1.6 Map showing the modern counties of the south-east
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a divergence from Gardiner’s (1990a) survey and review. The 
marshes of Walland and Romney as well as the Pevensey Levels 
have also been excluded from the Weald proper, as they have 
distinctive coastal histories linked to the exploitation of wetland 
or reclaimed land (Fig 1.7).

In order to provide an updated review of Gardiner’s 
work, the Weald, as defined above, provided the basis for 
interrogation of the ARCHSEARCH catalogue of the 
Archaeology Data Service (ADS). The results were combined 
with data from the relevant Historic Environment Records 
(HER), published material and recent unpublished ASE client 
reports. They were then plotted within a GIS format which 
enabled analysis in relation to underlying environmental 
variables (such as geology and topography) as well as modern 
and historic cartography. In addition to the wider Weald, a 
‘nested study area’ comprising a 10km search radius of the 
site was subjected to more detailed analysis. This study area 
was termed the ‘West Central Weald’, an area comprising 
an important landscape for the study of the Wealden region 
and the wider south-east. The area straddles the boundary 
between the Low and High Wealds and is situated around 
the headwaters of the River Arun (Fig 1.8). A regular pattern 
of parallel routeways dominates much of the area, although 
a more irregular arrangement of roads exists to the west of 
Roman Stane Street (see Chatwin and Gardiner 2005).

1.4  THE WEALDEN LANDSCAPE
GEOLOGY, TOPOGRAPHY AND ENVIRONMENT
Despite the widespread residential development that has taken 
place in the area since the mid 20th century, the Weald as it 
is defined here (roughly corresponding to National Character 
Area 121; Natural England 2013) is still one of the most 
wooded areas of the country. It encompasses much of Sussex 
and Kent as well as parts of Surrey. Indeed, as a proportion 
of the south-east the Weald makes up over 60% of the entire 
land mass. The High Weald consists of a central core of semi-
upland. It is dissected by narrow valleys, known locally as 
‘ghylls’, which during the winter give rise to swiftly flowing 
streams. Above many of the ghylls are a number of sandstone 
outcrops that are deeply fissured and somewhat reminiscent of 
the exposed sedimentary rocks to be found in parts of Exmoor. 
As well as a profusion of smaller watercourses, the area is home 
to wider valleys containing substantial tributaries of the Arun, 
Adur, Ouse, Eastern Rother and Medway (Fig 1.8).

The geology of the High Weald is extremely varied, often 
resulting in soils of almost every consistency, even within the 
space of a single farm (Brandon 2003, 25–6). As a region, it 
is variously comprised of Wadhurst and Grinstead clays, as 
well as Ardingly, Ashdown, Cuckfield and Tunbridge Wells 
sands and stones. These Wealden rocks are usually acidic, 
often leading to the development of heathland, such as can 
be found at Ashdown and within parts of St Leonard’s Forest 
(Fig 1.9). To Marshall (1798, 93) this tract of heath stretched 
from Horsham to the Weald of Kent but was not as ‘barren and 

Fig 1.7 Map showing the pays of the south-east
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unprofitable as the heath lands of Surrey’. The infertile nature 
and high aspect of Ashdown Forest has led to claims that it is 
almost a true highland, similar in appearance to the Yorkshire 
Moors (Brandon 2003, 22–3). Here the Wealden heaths give 
rise to a complex mosaic of plant communities including 
dense heather and gorse, as well as fescue (Festuca ovina) and 
acid grassland. The deep ghyll valleys comprise an altogether 
different environment, where wet woodland characterised 
by ‘oceanic’ or ‘Atlantic’ species is prevalent (ibid, 20). It is 
possible that these habitats contain rare relict fragments of 
primary woodland, a legacy of middle Holocene colonisation 
(Rose & Patmore 1997). As well as the tree cover they support 
nationally important lichens, mosses, liverworts and ferns (ibid) 
and the valleys often make up parts of more extensive ancient 
woodland that characterises much of the rest of the area. This 
resource is of national significance and is habitually managed 
as coppice with standards, with a ground flora rich in age 
‘indicator species’ such as wood anemone (Anemone nemorosa), 
butcher’s broom (Ruscus aculeatus), wood spurge (Euphorbia 
amygdaloides), bluebell (Hyacinthoides non-scripta) and yellow 
archangel (Lamium galeobdolon) (Fig 1.10). The landscape can 
be said to be one of woodland clearance, largely a legacy of 
medieval assarting. The result of this piecemeal reclamation 
is many small farms, surrounded by small, irregular fields 
bordered by wide margins, heavily wooded hedges and ‘shaws’ 
(narrow woodland strips dividing fields or lining roads).

In contrast to its elevated neighbour, the Low Weald, as its 
name implies, is a reasonably flat clay vale with a sequence of 

undulating east–west ridges (Fig 1.11). It surrounds the High 
Weald on three sides and is predominantly formed of Weald 
Clay, although Horsham Stone and superficial deposits of river 
gravels also exist. Like the High Weald, it consists of an assarted 
landscape that has given rise to a dense, sometimes regularly 
arranged, system of small fields and wide shaws (Fig 1.12). 
In the past these fields were often not farmed communally 
but held in severalty. A particular feature of the area is wide 
greenways – the legacy of medieval or earlier droving from 
surrounding districts to Wealden pastures. The region is well 
watered with a myriad small streams that feed larger ‘muddy 
rivers’ such as the Arun and the Adur. It is a hidden country 
– the ‘secret Weald’ of Puck’s Song (Kipling 1906) – one of 

Fig 1.8 The topography and hydrology of the south-east showing the location of the West Central Weald study area

Fig 1.9 Photograph of Ashdown Forest from Gill’s Lap, East Sussex (source: 
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Ashdown_Forest,_Gill’s_Lap_01.
JPG?uselang=en-gb)
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extensive woodlands, ponds, dispersed farms, small pastures 
and meadows. The woodlands which gave the Weald its name 
are dominated by the oak (Quercus) that grow as ‘Sussex weed’ 
and often include ancient woodland managed as coppice with 
standards (Fig 1.13). Areas of ancient pasture woodland also 
exist as at Ebernoe Common and whilst unimproved grasslands 
are becoming increasingly rare, improved grassland pasture 
is widespread and is utilised for the grazing of cattle and, to 
a lesser extent, sheep. The clay in this region was historically 
unsuited to arable, although since the later post-medieval 
period larger acreages have been turned over to the plough. The 
historic reliance on pasture is largely a response to the region’s 
impermeable heavy clays, which are often regarded as some of 
the worst agricultural soils in all of England. Wet and miry in 
the winter, they bake solid in the summer.

PAST RESEARCH
Historically, the Weald has been greatly under-researched 
in comparison with other pays of the south-east. This is the 
result of a number of factors. The Weald remains one of the 
most wooded regions of Britain and in the past this has been 

detrimental to archaeological prospection and site recognition. 
New techniques such as LiDAR (light detection and ranging) 
are beginning to redress this balance, although the potential 
of this survey method is yet to be fully exploited. Equally, 
the heavy clays of the Low Weald are not conducive to site 
recognition, as they often fail to produce crop or soil marks 
recognisable through aerial photography (Gardiner 1990a, 
33). Neither is fieldwalking very productive as ploughed 
surfaces often need to be left to weather for a considerable 
time before artefact collection can occur (ibid). It is the 
author’s experience that fields bare in the months of January 
and February, following a late summer harvest, are the most 
suitable, although these are limited owing to the prevalence of 
autumn ploughing. A further factor restricting the usefulness 
of fieldwalking for site prospection is the dominance of pasture 
and the generally poor nature of Wealden material culture. As 
will become clear, finds are few and often restricted to the more 
robust ceramics; the acidic nature of the soils are not conducive 
to the preservation of finds, especially in the case of bone.

One further limitation of Wealden soils is the variation 
in results that can be achieved through the different forms of 
geophysical survey. While the potential of ground penetrating 
radar (GPR) remains to be tested on a large scale, earth 
resistance survey and magnetometry can result in inconsistencies 
dependent on a multitude of factors. The impeded drainage 
of the Wealden clays can limit the effectiveness of the former, 
as it relies on differences in water retention within the 
soil. Magnetometry, on the other hand, can produce good 
results but is dependent on the degree of naturally occurring 
iron compounds and agriculturally introduced magnetic 
enhancement. As a result, later human activity is often much 
easier to detect than prehistoric (John Cook, pers comm).

Fig 1.10 Photograph of a typical scene in a Wealden coppice in late spring 
(source: author)

Fig 1.11 Photograph of the Low Weald from Pict’s Hill near Cowfold, West 
Sussex, looking south-west towards Chanctonbury Ring and showing the 
area’s low-lying and well-wooded nature (source: author)
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The challenges of the environment have restricted the 
number of fieldworkers who have undertaken archaeological 
investigation in the region. The more conspicuous archaeology 
of the South Downs has led to a regional favouring of this 
zone in contrast to the wider south-east. Nevertheless, a 
small band of pioneers has conducted research in the area, 
among them Straker, who was largely concerned with the 
iron industry, Margary, whose work on the Roman roads of 
the region remains unsurpassed, Winbolt, who excavated 
many of the area’s hillforts, and Tebbutt, who built upon 
the work of Straker but also investigated a small number of 
Wealden settlement sites (Gardiner 1990a, 34). More recently, 
Gardiner’s contribution is substantial: syntheses of the south-

east’s medieval archaeology and rural settlement (Drewett et al 
1988; Gardiner 2011a); investigations concerning the medieval 
and earlier Sussex Weald (Gardiner 1984; 1985; 1990a; 1991; 
1992; 1993a; 1995; 1996; 1997a; 1997b; 1998; Chatwin & 
Gardiner 2005); studies of the bounds of the South Saxon 
kingdom (Gardiner 2003; 2011b; Chatwin & Gardiner 2005); 
and historical accounts of a Wealden manor (Gardiner & 
Whittick 2011).

Despite the commendable work of these forerunners, 
archaeological understanding of the Weald is still extremely 
restricted, particularly so in the case of prehistory. Knowledge of 
the region has been amassed largely through the work of landscape 
historians, whose expertise is usually restricted to the historic 
period. Brandon’s research began with a PhD thesis on the Sussex 
commons and wastes (1963), which was followed by a study of 
arable farming on the Coastal Plain (1971). Only later was his 
attention more firmly drawn to the Weald with the publication of 
The Sussex landscape (1974), The South Saxons (1978a), The south 
east from AD 1000 (1990) – a synthetic collaboration with Short – 
and The Kent and Sussex Weald (2003).

Perhaps the most influential work of its type is Everitt’s 
Continuity and colonization (1986). This book, which built 
partially upon earlier work by Witney (1976), proposes that 
Kent can be divided between landscapes of ‘continuity’ in more 
habitable areas (such as Holmesdale) and ‘colonisation’ in less 
favourable zones (such as the Weald). Though he could be 

Fig 1.12 The area around Itchingfield to the south of the site, showing small assarted fields and wide shaws typical of the Low Weald landscape. These 
contrast with the large, relatively modern amalgamated fields in the top centre of the picture (source: Google Earth © 2016 Getmapping plc)

Fig 1.13 Photograph of a typical coppice-with-standards woodland of the 
Low Weald near Maplehurst, West Sussex (source: author)
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criticised for using archaeology only in an illustrative manner, 
the study remains an important piece of landscape history. 
Keen not to be seen as an environmental determinist, Everitt 
nonetheless highlighted the profound influence of topography 
and environment upon settlement development (1986, 2), 
an approach that is once again gaining favour (for example, 
Williamson 2013). The final work worthy of mention is 
that of Blair (1991). Based on his PhD thesis, Early medieval 
Surrey: landholding, church and settlement before 1300 could 
be considered as a definitive study, in the same way as Everitt’s 
work was for Kent (1986) and Brandon’s for Sussex (1974). 
During his work, Blair convincingly showed that the hundredal 
geography of the county was based on older territorial units 
or regiones. He also analysed linear earthworks such as the 
Fullingadic, a long-distance earthwork running south from 
Weybridge, and related these to territorial disputes between the 
early medieval kingdoms (1991).

THE EVOLUTION OF RURAL SETTLEMENT
At a national level, landscape research has previously been 
heavily orientated towards areas of the country characterised 
by the ‘midlands system’ of open field farming and nucleated 
villages. This area, termed by Roberts and Wrathmell (2000) 
as the ‘central province’, could now be said to be reasonably 
well understood, and there has been an increasing trend 
over the last decade to redress this ‘midlands-centric’ view 
of landscape archaeology (Rippon 2008). Researchers are 
now focusing on areas beyond this zone, in an attempt to 
understand the dispersed settlement pattern and pastoral 
regimes that dominated much of the rest of the country. This 
has involved a re-evaluation of the assumptions that such areas 
were not subject to the same pressures and were in some way 
‘backward’ in not having adopted the midlands system (ibid). 
It has also necessitated exploration of the landscape elements 
that characterise such areas of dispersed settlement. Parochial 
detachments, often acting as earlier seasonal settlements, have 
long been a feature of landscape research (Everitt 1986) and 
have come again to prominence in recent years (Fox 2012). 
Woodlands, wood-pasture (Rackham 2006) and areas of ‘forest 
and chase’ (Langton & Jones 2010), which are often thought to 
characterise the Wealden landscape, have all been investigated 
at a national level and contribute to the overall trend towards 
exploration of so called ‘marginal’ lands.

The Weald, a ‘sub-province’ within Roberts and 
Wrathmell’s ‘south-eastern province’, is characterised 
by historically high densities of dispersion (Roberts & 
Wrathmell 2000, 8, fig 3). It has also been seen historically 

as a ‘marginal’ landscape, with a distinctive economy and 
history of colonisation. The origins of Wealden dispersion and 
the perception of this marginality may in part be linked to 
the prevalence of woodland, unrewarding soils and a history 
of pastoralism rather than arable farming. The antiquity of 
the landscape and its potential as an archaeological resource 
was touched upon by the South East Research Framework 
conference (SERF 2007), although the motivation to explore 
the origins of such landscapes has been more deeply felt in 
other regions, such as the south-west, that share a dispersed 
nature to their settlement history (eg, Webster 2008, 287).

1.5  INVESTIGATING THE HISTORIC 
LANDSCAPE
Given the perception of a generally low archaeological potential 
for the site outlined in the preceding desk-based assessment 
(James 2007), as well as the low density of archaeological 
remains encountered by ASE on the site ‘Land East of 
the A24’ (Stevens 2009; Sharp 2012; Hogg 2013; Stevens 
2015; Sheehan 2016), the West Sussex Senior Archaeologist 
(advisor to the local planning authority) did not require an 
intensive trial trench evaluation prior to the granting of Full 
Planning Permission. Instead RPS and the West Sussex Senior 
Archaeologist agreed that the most suitable methodology 
would be an archaeological ‘strip, map and sample’ 
procedure. This was conducted within the development’s 
infrastructure corridors (such as roads and deep services). 
Where archaeological remains were found to be significant 
full excavation was implemented. Occasionally this required 
enlargement of excavation areas to encompass land designated 
for housing. The ‘strip, map and sample’ procedure was 
supplemented by concurrent ‘watching briefs’ as well as sample 
trenching which would inform further mitigation within 
housing areas (Fig 1.14).

The natural geology of the site comprises Weald Clay (Fig 
1.15). An outcrop of Paludina Limestone exists on a nearby 
hill to the south-east and deposits of alluvium and 3rd and 
4th terrace river gravels exist in the Arun valley to the south. 
Excavations revealed a typical stratigraphic sequence of c 0.30m 
of topsoil and subsoil overlying the natural geology. The clay 
is highly variable, ranging from an orangy brown to a mid 
grey colour, and from areas of almost pure clay to areas of silty 
clay, both of which contain occasional inclusions of ironstone 
and manganese. Deposits of alluvium associated with silted 
watercourses and backfilled ponds were encountered, as well as 
shallow deposits of colluvium on dipslopes. Small superficial 
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outcrops of sandstone occurred rarely across the site. Before 
development the area was laid mainly to pasture, which sloped 
gently to the south and was divided by mature hedgerows, many 
of which were ancient in character. Two groups of buildings 
occupied the site: a modern house and farm buildings at 
Heath Barn and a scatter of houses and a farm complex along 
Wickhurst Lane.

The nature of the underlying soils posed a number of 
problems during archaeological investigation. During summer 
the clay bakes exceptionally hard, resulting in difficulties in the 
cleaning of exposed surfaces. An additional problem during 
warm weather is the propensity for the clay to crack, which 
would have led to a degree of soil and therefore artefactual 
movement over time. In wet conditions and during the winter 
generally the lower areas of the site were subject to periodic 
water inundation, leading to possible problems in both feature 
recognition and finds recovery (Fig 1.16). The nature of some of 
the lower fills, particularly of deep ditches, was almost identical 
to the surrounding clay. Indeed, some of these deposits were 

interpreted as the redeposition of ditch arisings that had been 
formed into banks on the feature edge. Occasionally the infilling 
of the features made understanding the stratigraphic sequence 
exceptionally difficult. This was particularly evident in relation 
to some of the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British settlement 
sites where a rapid sequence of cutting and infilling was 
evident. Some of the features encountered remain unassigned 
to archaeological periods or phases because of a lack of dating 
evidence and no clear spatial or stratigraphic relationships. 
It is probable that many were the result of past agriculture, 
clearance, bioturbation and animal activity. These features are not 
generally discussed within the narrative, although a particularly 
problematic group is commented on below.

In order to facilitate landscape-scale interpretation and 
high-level contextualisation of the excavated remains, an ArcGIS 
platform was used during analysis. This had the benefit of 
mapping excavated data alongside layers of geology, hydrology 
and topography as well as both modern and historic cartography. 
This allowed for holistic interpretation and phasing that was 

Fig 1.14 Plan showing archaeological evaluation, excavation, watching-brief and geoarchaeological trenches
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based not only upon the finds data, scientific dating and feature 
morphology but also upon map regression and spatial analysis. 
The latter proved invaluable on a site whose features were often 
poorly dated. Through this approach it soon became clear that 
extant or apparently late features of the landscape had much 
earlier origins than the associated dating material would suggest. 
The landscape regression ventured here is not without difficulty 
and this is fully acknowledged in the approach. Essentially it 
works from the known – the landscape as it survives today and 
as in the 19th and 20th centuries – to the unknown – the earlier 
medieval and prehistoric landscape. One of the failings of such 
an approach is that it is often possible to remove known later 
changes in order to search for survivals, or apparent survivals, 

of earlier periods. This can reinforce prior assumptions by 
discarding contrary evidence and can lead to an equifinality in 
results. A more rigorous approach was attempted by the author, 
one which fully acknowledges the role of environment within 
boundary and landscape formation.

CLEARANCE FEATURES
As one would expect, tree throws and features created as a 
result of natural vegetation are a typical aspect of Wealden 
archaeological sites; however, as knowledge of the region 
increases it is becoming apparent that recurrent categories of 
‘clearance features’ exist. Many of these anomalies, irregular in 
plan, are presumably the result of hand-removal of vegetation 
and could relate to the time when land holdings were initially 
wrested from the forest or be a result of maintenance of 
agricultural fields. The date to which the creation of the Wealden 
fieldscape can be ascribed is yet to be fully tested; it has in the 
past been assumed to be the result of early medieval colonisation 
followed by later medieval assarting. It is also probable, however, 
that many of these features can be ascribed to the Roman or 
prehistoric periods, which, as will be shown, were also significant 
periods of Wealden settlement and land use.

A further enigmatic aspect of Wealden sites consists of a 
category of regularly occurring burnt and often reworked features 
(Fig 1.17). These are frequently associated with patches of fire-
reddened clay as well as charcoal, sometimes in a vitrified form. 
The reasons why charcoal becomes vitrified are not yet certain – 
experimental evidence (McParland et al 2010) has shown that high 

Fig 1.15 Map of the geology in the vicinity of the site

Fig 1.16 Photograph showing the impermeable clays which led to periods of 
flooding at the site after heavy rain
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temperatures alone are not a sufficient cause. It is possible that 
other circumstances, such as prolonged burning or the presence of 
external materials such as fat, can lead to vitrification. If so, they 
could indicate the presence of cooking or even cremation pyres. 
The latter may be particularly relevant as cremation-related features 
often occur on Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British Wealden 
sites, though in fact the features do not often produce burnt bone 
or artefactual evidence. There is an alternative, more favoured 
explanation. Occasionally at Wickhurst Green this category of 
feature was found in close association with decommissioned field 
boundaries and these were judged to be the result of hedgerow 
clearance and stump burning. From the records of Gervase 
Markham in Farewell to Husbandry (1636) it is known that 
during the 17th century the Weald was also home to the practice 
of burn-beating or ‘devonshiring’. The method of this form of 
‘improvement’ and reclamation was recorded in the south-west in 
the late 18th century by William Marshall (1796, 141–6):

This operation in Agriculture has been practised, in 
this Western part of the Island, from time beyond 
which memory nor tradition reaches … There are, at 
present, three distinct methods of separating the sward 
or sod … from the soil. The one is performed with a 
‘Beating Axe’ – namely a large adze – some five or six 
inches wide, and ten or twelve inches long; crooked, 
and somewhat hollow or dishing. With this … large 
chips, shavings, or sods are struck off. It is still used in 
rough uneven grounds, especially where furze or the 
stubs of brushwood abound. In using it, the workman 
appears … to be beating the surface … rather than 
to be chipping off the sward with an edge-tool. This 
operation is termed ‘HAND BEATING’. The next 
Instrument in use is the ‘SPADE’, resembling the 
paring spade, or breast plow, of other Districts … In 
working with this tool, the labourer proceeds without 
stopping to divide the sods into short lengths; this part 
being done by women and children; who follow, to 
break the turf into lengths, and set the pieces on edge 
to dry … [Then the turf is] gathered into heaps of five 
or six bushels each; first into rows, and then, drawing 
it along the rows, into heaps; or is pulled together with 
long-toothed HAND RAKES, adapted to the purpose 
… The ‘BEAT BURROWS’, or heaps, being rounded, 
and shook up light and hollow, a wisp of rough straw 
… is thrust, double, into the windward side of each 
heap: and, a number of heaps being thus primed, a 
match or flambeau is formed, with ‘reed’ or straight 
unthreshed straw … which readily communicate 

the fire to the heaps. The centre of the heaps being 
consumed, the outskirts are thrown lightly into the 
dimples or hollows, and the heaps rounded up, as 
at first; continuing to right up the burrows until the 
whole of the beat be consumed, or changed, by the 
action of the fire. The produce … being burnt, and 
spread over the surface, the operation is sometimes 
repeated; by running the plow across the lines … 
thus paring off the principal part of the spine; again 
dragging, rolling, harrowing, collecting, and burning, 
as in the former operation.

The methods discussed above are echoed within Fig 1.18 
and may account for the many burnt ‘clearance features’ 
encountered on Wealden sites. The origins of this activity are 
unknown and it is feasible that the post-medieval records are a 
legacy of a much older form of agriculture and reclamation.

DITCHES AND FIELD BOUNDARIES
The field pattern within much of the Weald is thought to have 
been little altered since the late medieval period (Chatwin & 
Gardiner 2005, 32) and as such the tithe and Ordnance Survey 
(OS) 1st edition maps of the area display a reasonably accurate 
record of the landscape as it would have appeared during the 13th 
and 14th centuries. A process of map regression during the initial 
desk-based work (James 2007) as well as during research for this 
volume shows that there was a period of field amalgamation at 
the site. This involved the removal of previous hedged boundaries 
linked to ‘assart’ fields of medieval date. Excavation succeeded in 
recovering this field pattern, showing that Saxo-Norman ditches 
were often aligned with or perpendicular to (and did not extend 
beyond) elements of the fieldscape as shown on historic mapping 
(Fig 1.19). This demonstrates that the ditched boundaries often 

Fig 1.17 Photograph of a large irregularly shaped feature, [2088], probably 
related to stump burning and clearance (1.0m scale bars)
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owed their genesis to the 11th–12th centuries or earlier. This date 
was used as a baseline to investigate further the development of the 
historic landscape over time, helping to redress persistent problems 
with the dating of ditches outlined below.

There were often clear stratigraphic relationships at some 
ditch intersections; however, many ditches which appeared on 
stratigraphic and artefactual basis to be of different dates were 
shown by spatial analysis to be of contemporary origin. This 
proved to be a product of boundary longevity. For example, ditch 
G189 (inset Fig 1.19) appeared to be stratigraphically earlier than 
ditch G187 and produced a quantity of 12th- and 13th-century 
pottery, whereas G187 produced a few pieces of post-medieval 
tile and a 19th-century ceramic land drain. The discrepancy here 
is due to the fact that whilst ditch G187 continued in use to be 
incorporated within the post-medieval fieldscape, ditch G189 
was decommissioned sometime in the late 13th century. It is 
clear that the evidence has been obscured by repeated cleaning 
and complete or partial recutting of the various ditches. The 

Fig 1.18 Photograph of stubble burning in the Weald near Reigate, with 
echoes of former methods of land improvement. Because of legal restrictions, 
this is now a rare sight in the Weald (photograph courtesy of Lauren Gibson)

Fig 1.19 Plan of the excavated landscape surrounding Settlement 4 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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stratigraphy therefore reflects the relationships between the 
final stages of use rather than providing a relative timetable for 
ditch inception. This issue was also experienced at Lydd Quarry, 
Romney Marsh, Kent (Barber & Priestley-Bell 2008, 35). In 
addition to these stratigraphic problems, any ceramic evidence 
within ditch features needed to be carefully considered as it is 
often related to periods of disuse or even decommissioning. The 
dating evidence in primary silts was similarly not necessarily 
indicative of ditch inception, as spatial layouts often dictated that 
ditches must have been in earlier existence. Even the earliest silts 
within a decommissioned ditch indicate a build-up of sediment 
succeeding the last period of maintenance.

Once the 11th- to 12th-century inception for much of the 
area’s 19th-century fieldscape was realised, a programme of map 
regression informed by finds and stratigraphic data enabled the 
development of the medieval and post-medieval boundary systems 
to be reconstructed. An additional product of this process was the 
realisation that earlier elements of land division had a relationship 
with the ‘historic landscape’. This was particularly exemplified by 
Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1). Here, an oval enclosure shown on 
the OS 1st edition map appeared to have a number of forerunning 
phases, suggested by features on a parallel orientation (Fig 1.20). 
These boundaries, which had clearly been re-established on a 
number of occasions, each displayed strong evidence for periodic 

Fig 1.20 Plan showing all phases making up Landscape Enclosure 1 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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recutting. The latest ditch was dated to the post-medieval/modern 
period (period 7, phase 3) and the earliest (which comprised the 
innermost ditch, G49) appeared to date to the earlier 1st century 
AD (period 3). This phasing was strengthened by the presence of a 
concentric system of boundaries which appeared to run up to, but 
not to extend beyond, this oval boundary. These boundaries were 
similarly dated to the Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British period 
(period 3). A further feature of this enclosure was a ditch of probable 
Middle Iron Age origin (period 2) situated a little way to the south. 
Though this did not represent an earlier phase of the oval boundary 
as it appeared on historic mapping, it showed a strong orientation 
with its curvilinear layout (Fig 1.20). The process of landscape 
evolution indicates that this boundary location experienced 
intervening periods of use between at least the 1st century AD and 
the modern day. Undated ditches and recuts could therefore be 
assigned through a process of interpolation. The apparent longevity 
of this landscape enclosure and the effect of topography and 
hydrology on its various layouts is explored further in Chapters 3.3 
(‘An early landscape enclosure’), 4.2, 5.1, 12.1 and 12.2.

Wider analysis of prehistoric and Roman remains also showed 
some form of continuity with the historic landscape. This is not to 
say that there was a continuum of permanent activity at the site. 
Nevertheless, the Weald’s environment (particularly its topography 
and hydrology) and its wooded pastoral nature may account for 
some degree of permanency or apparent re-establishment within 
boundary features. The remarkable preservation of earthworks 
within landscapes that have not been subject to extensive ploughing 

are well known and has most recently been demonstrated by a 
Heritage Lottery Fund-supported LiDAR project hosted by the 
South Downs National Park in consultation with Chichester 
District Council (Fig 1.21). It seems possible, therefore, that 
once Wealden boundaries and banks became established they 
experienced some degree of longevity within the landscape. Though 
abandoned arable land has been shown to revert to close canopy 
woodland in as little as 20–30 years (Harmer et al 2001; Fig 1.22), 
this environment is not necessarily unconducive to the recognition 
of redundant boundary features (Fig 1.23). Indeed, it has been 
postulated within heavy clay environments elsewhere that if fields 
had become abandoned to rough pasture and woodland, it would 
have been easier to clear leaf mould and silt from recognisable pre-
existing features once reclamation resumed rather than to start from 
scratch (Hunter 2003, 7).

Fig 1.21 Results of a National Mapping Programme associated with the ‘Secrets of the High Woods’ project (Manley 2016), showing the remarkable density of 
preserved archaeological remains within the wooded western downs (after Carpenter et al 2016, figs 1–3; the mapped features represented in the figure are 
© Historic England)

Fig 1.22 Photograph showing the beginnings of a reversion to woodland. This 
Wealden assart is no longer grazed or cut for hay.  Weeds such as ragwort 
(Jacobaea vulgaris), teasel (Dipsacus) and thistle (Cirsium) colonise the grassland, 
swiftly followed by bramble (Rubus fruticosus) and saplings (source: author)
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1.6  STRUCTURE OF ANALYSIS  
AND REPORT
In addition to GIS-based mapping, stratigraphic analysis of 
the excavated sequence of the site was based on the hierarchical 
system of interpretation formulated by the Museum of London 
(eg, Westman & Shepherd 1992). Some modifications to this 
system were made in order to allow for the obvious differences 
between the deeply stratified urban sites for which it was 
initially developed and the rural landscape to which it was 
applied here. The system and levels of stratigraphic analysis are 
summarised below. Where data from Land East of the A24 are 
discussed these are prefixed with the site code LWH09.

CONTEXTS
The uniquely numbered context (shown in square brackets: 
[0]) is the basic unit of archaeological recording. The most 
common types of context are cuts and deposits (including 
both fills and layers). These were the main types of context 
present on the current excavation, although masonry remains 
were also recorded.

SUBGROUPS
Subgrouping (SG) is the first of several stages of aggregation 
and reduction of the stratigraphic data set. Subgroups represent 
the combination of stratigraphically related contexts into 
larger interpretative units that aim to identify separate phases 
of activity such as construction, use or disuse. Unlike groups 
and land uses, subgroups are defined on a strictly stratigraphic 
basis and any associated dating evidence should be internally 
consistent (issues of residuality aside). Thus a ditch and primary 
silting might be placed within one subgroup, while later 
fills containing later dating evidence would form a separate 
subgroup. Other typical subgroups might include a posthole 
and its fill or a floor and associated make-up.

GROUPS
Groups (G) are formed by the combining of one or more 
similarly dated subgroups into larger interpretative units that 
represent broadly contemporary and related activity. Unlike 
subgroups, which are defined stratigraphically, grouping of 
the stratigraphic sequence is a largely interpretative process 
that considers not only stratigraphic but also chronological 
and spatial relationships. Therefore the entire length of a 
ditch, incorporating several different excavated sections or 
interventions and consequently several subgroups, would form 

Fig 1.23 Diagrammatic representation of boundary recognition and survival 
in a wooded context (source: author and Fiona Griffin)
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a single group, as would a series of postholes which form a fence 
line, or a cluster of similarly dated pits of comparable function.

LAND USE
Land-use entities represent continued aggregation and 
reduction of the stratigraphic data set. Their designation 
aims to define areas of a site of specific or multi-purpose 
function, as indicated by any associated features or lack 
thereof. An important property of land-use entities is that 
they may describe a negative space, which does not contain 
any features and therefore no contexts, subgroups or groups 
(often interpreted as an ‘Open Area’, OA). Areas of land use 
were found to extend from the Wickhurst Green site into Land 
East of the A24 and designations were made accordingly. The 
following land-use classifications (shown in black on figures) 
are used in this report:
B  Building
C  Cemetery
CL  Flintwork Cluster
D  Ditch
ENC Enclosure
FL  Fence Line
M  Mill
OA  Open Area
R  Routeway
S  Structure
WC  Watercourse

STUDY AREA LAND USE
Given the size of the excavation area, the incorporation of 
results from Land East of the A24 (Sheehan 2016) and the 
clearly rural nature of the encountered remains, it was found 
helpful to add a further layer of land use. ‘Study Area Land 
Use’ represents the final aggregation and reduction of the 
stratigraphic data set and is composed of groups of land uses 
that make up a landscape entity such as a settlement, field 
system or landscape area. Zones of Study Area Land Use were 
found to extend from the Wickhurst Green site into Land 
East of the A24 and designations were made accordingly. The 
stratigraphic texts are organised by Study Area Land Use, which 
are generally dealt with geographically across the site from west 
to east. Each time a Landscape Area was subdivided they were 
renumbered. This is also the case for Open Areas within land-
use entities. The following classifications for Study Area Land 
Use (shown in blue on figures) are utilised in this report:

FA Farmyard
FS Field system
IA Industrial Area
LA Landscape Area
LE Landscape Enclosure
RO Route
ST Settlement

The following chapters aim to provide a broad narrative 
of human activity within and beyond the site. To this end, 
the text seeks to avoid repetitive and extraneous description 
of specific contexts, unless pertinent. In all, seven periods 
of archaeological activity were represented by 13 subphases. 
Periods form the main chapter headings, but stand-alone 
discursive chapters were included if remains proved to be 
particularly extensive. Discussion of periods which were not 
well represented at the site also took place as there were often 
important ‘residual’ finds, environmental evidence or small 
numbers of features representing limited activity. This also 
facilitated an updated synthesis and review of the archaeology 
of the Weald. The penultimate chapter is concerned with 
the evolution of the ‘historic landscape’. Discursive sections 
regarding the landscape of the ‘West Central Weald’ were 
completed as the culmination of periodic chapters. As far 
as possible, information derived from specialist artefact and 
environmental analysis is incorporated within the narrative; 
each of the specialist reports may be found in Chapter 11. 
Finally, the conclusion attempts to provide a Wealden research 
agenda and to address a fundamental theory regarding past 
settlement within the south-east – that is, whether regions form 
landscapes of ‘continuity’ or ‘colonisation’ (Everitt 1986).

1.7  CHRONOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK
The defined archaeological periods ranged in date from the 
Mesolithic to the late post-medieval period. Though there 
were a number of apparent hiatuses in occupation at the site, 
or periods where features and artefactual material proved to 
be rare, it was often possible to suggest that human activity 
had continued to some degree within either the site or its 
environs. These episodes of limited evidence do not form 
periods or phases within the main chronological framework 
but are discussed in terms of a background narrative to aid 
understanding of Wealden settlement and colonisation. The 
chronological framework is summarised within Table 1.4 and is 
based principally on analysis of associated artefactual sequences 
supplemented by a programme of radiocarbon dating.
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Radiocarbon dates are quoted in accordance with the 
international standard known as the Trondheim convention 
(Stuiver & Kra 1986) and calibrated using the calibration 
curve of Reimer et al (2009) and the computer program 
OxCal v4.1.7 (Bronk Ramsey 1995; 1998; 2001; 2009). 
The calibrated date ranges cited in the text are those for 95% 
confidence, except where stated. They are quoted in the form 
recommended by Mook (1986), with the end points rounded 
outwards to ten years. The probabilities were calculated using 
the method of Stuiver and Reimer (1993).

Period Period name Date range Phase
1 Mesolithic c 10000–4000 BC
2 Middle Iron Age c 400–200 BC

3 Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British c AD 25–70
phase 1

phase 2

4 Romano-British c AD 70–410
phase 1

phase 2

5 earlier medieval c AD 750–1175
phase 1

phase 2

6 later medieval c AD 1175–1550
phase 1

phase 2

7 post-medieval c AD 1550–1950

phase 1

phase 2

phase 3

Table 1.4 Chronological framework
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CHAPTER 2  EARLIER PREHISTORY

2.1  THE WEALDEN PALAEOLITHIC: 
RIVERS OF POTENTIAL
A recurrent theme throughout this volume is the disparity in 
evidence between the Weald on one hand and surrounding 
districts on the other. In the field of Palaeolithic studies, this 
inequality is perhaps more marked than it is for other periods. 
The number of Palaeolithic finds with a Wealden provenance 
is meagre when compared to areas such as the Sussex raised 
beaches, the Thames valley Gravels and parts of the chalk 
downland (Pope et al 2015, 32). While recent work has 
highlighted the potential of the Lower Greensand to preserve 
Late Middle Palaeolithic and Early Upper Palaeolithic evidence 
(ibid), the prospects of contemporary archaeology in both the 
High and Low Wealds is still untested. The few finds so far 
recovered from the area are largely restricted to unstratified 
occurrences, either on the sandstone geologies or within 
fluvial contexts. This said, the recent work by Pope and others 
certainly highlights the fact that evidence of Lateglacial hunter-
gatherers is likely to be present in the region (ibid). Material 
of this date may be found in non-fluvial contexts, unlike older 
depositions of the Early and Middle Palaeolithic, which will be 
restricted to terrace gravel sites.

The general scarcity of finds holds as true for the West 
Central portion as it does for elsewhere in the Weald. 
Artefacts from this period are extremely rare from the Upper 
Arun when compared with the relative abundance from either 
the Chalk Gap or the Middle Arun terrace sequence. In terms 
of the study area, the only finds known so far are a poorly 
provenanced Middle Palaeolithic bout coupé hand axe from 
Billingshurst (Tyldesley 1987, 74) and an Upper Palaeolithic 
shouldered point from Old Faygate (Jacobi 1978a, 15; 
Woodcock 1978, 13).

Despite limited exposure of the Arun Terrace Gravels, no 
Palaeolithic archaeology was recovered during the investigations 
at Broadbridge Heath, although this by no means confirms a 
lack of potential. Within the upper Arun valley, at least two 
episodes of terrace formation are represented and it is likely 
that these reflect two, or more, separate, full glacial cycles. 
As such, it is possible (though unlikely owing to erosive 
susceptibility) that Middle/Late Pleistocene deposits from 
interglacial/interstadial periods exist within the sequence. If 
such deposits could be located, they might reflect lower-energy 
regimes containing a more fine-grained alluvial component 

than the surrounding gravels (M Pope, pers comm). Peat levels 
might be preserved, offering potential for palaeoenvironmental 
reconstruction. The potential that sedimentary lenses of this 
nature might hold is demonstrated by the Mid Devensian 
sequence recorded from a channel incised into the Gault Clay 
at Horton Clay Pit, Small Dole. Here, gravels containing faunal 
remains of bison, reindeer, mammoth and rhinoceros were 
encountered, highlighting potential prey species of Early Upper 
Palaeolithic people (Toms 1926; Coope & Cooper 2000).

2.2  PERIOD 1: MESOLITHIC
With Karine Le Hégarat

THE ‘HORSHAM CULTURE’
The landscape of the West Central Weald is important for the 
study of human prehistory in north-west Europe. Specifically 
this importance relates to the 20th-century development of 
a technological framework for understanding the region’s 
postglacial hunter-gatherers. During the 1870s Honywood (Fig 
2.1) collected material in St Leonard’s Forest, west of Horsham. 
Mesolithic flintwork was gathered alongside finds from 
other periods and although he was unable to distinguish the 
Mesolithic material, his drawings and descriptions would form 
a significant early publication (Honywood 1877). Honywood’s 
pioneering work may have contributed to the persistent interest 
shown in diminutive flint forms between the 1890s and 1930s. 
During this time Sussex would emerge as one of the main 
counties where microliths, then known as ‘pygmy flints’, were 
collected (Holgate 2003, 29).

Among the early collectors were keen local antiquarians 
Attree and Piffard. Between them they recovered Mesolithic 
material from across the West Central Weald, amassing what 
was one of the largest collections in the country (Clark 1932, 
79). It was Clark’s study of this assemblage that led to the 
classification of the ‘Horsham point’, a relatively large and 
distinctive microlith form (1933; Fig 2.2). Clark brought 
the importance of these flints as potential chronological and 
cultural markers to the attention of the wider public and 
his work on Mesolithic assemblages from southern Britain 
identified Horsham points within a chronological succession of 
microlith types (Clark 1932; 1933).

Clark became a proponent of ecological functionalism 
within the study of Britain’s Mesolithic. This geological and 
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ecological approach would be highly influential and can be 
recognised not only in his own work (1933, 54) but also 
in Curwen’s work of the early 1950s, where a Mesolithic 
predisposition for the occupation of sandy soils as opposed to 
clay was perpetuated (Curwen 1954, 54). During the 1970s, 
ideas of behaviouralism linked to the processual archaeology 
of Schiffer (1976) can be seen as an extension of earlier 
functionalism rather than a revolutionary theory in its own 
right (Hodder 2000, 34). This school of thought, which would 
place dialogue between behaviour and the environmental 
context at the fore, would later be challenged through the 
academic discourse provided by the post-processualists (eg, 

Hodder 1982). Only a few researchers refused to take part 
in the arguments, one of whom was Jacobi. He recognised 
the importance of both approaches, and continued studying 
cultural models in Britain and even sought evidence of 
Continental European connections (Jacobi 1976). Four 
decades after Clark’s classification of the Horsham point, it was 
Jacobi who set the industry into a time frame. He presented 
a threefold sequence specific to the Weald, suggesting that 
Horsham points were characteristic of a Middle Mesolithic 
phase (1978b).

More recent work by Reynier on flintwork across England, 
divided the Early Mesolithic into three stages: Star Carr, 
Deepcar and Horsham type assemblages (Reynier 2005). A 
subsequent overview of the evidence for postglacial hunter-
gatherers in Sussex by Holgate maps some of the known 
Mesolithic sites and is able to make a distinction between 
these early Star Carr and Deepcar types and the slightly later 
Horsham point groupings (Holgate 2003, figs 2–3). A further 
significant contribution to understanding the Mesolithic of 
the area was made by Standing (Butler 2008). Her work, the 
collection of flints in the tradition of the early pioneers, suffers 
from the limitations associated with surface assemblages, but it 
has allowed Butler to suggest that Horsham point sites may be 
associated with increased sedentism in the region (ibid).

THE MESOLITHIC OF THE WEALD
While it has been shown that the West Central Weald was, 
and remains, a vitally important archaeological landscape for 
our understanding of the Mesolithic, it is equally necessary to 
illustrate our current state of knowledge regarding occupation 
and environment of the area at this time. A rise in temperature 
and sea level by the end of the last glaciation gradually 
inundated the land connection with Continental Europe and 
transformed the ecology of southern Britain. Tundra gave way 
to woodland in a phased process led by pioneer species such 
as birch, aspen and sallow; next came pine and hazel and in 
their wake were alder and oak. Other deciduous trees such as 
lime and elm followed, until Britain became an environment 
dominated by so-called wildwood (Rackham 1986, 68). These 
forests were populated by herds of deer, aurochs and wild 
pig, together with the predators and people that fed on them. 
Smaller species of mammal also existed, as well as varieties 
of bird. While the many Wealden rivers and streams offered 
Mesolithic people convenient highways, they also served as 
a source of fish and provided locations for the trapping of 
beaver and otter. The latter would complement fur species of 
the forest, such as marten, fox, badger and wild cat. The main 
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Fig 2.1 Portrait of Thomas Honywood in his uniform as the Captain of the 
Horsham Volunteer Fire Brigade (© c/o Horsham District Council and 
Horsham Museum & Art Gallery)

Fig 2.2 Photograph of two Horsham 
points from the Lewes Museum 
(Barbican House Museum, Sussex 
Archaeological Society) collected from 
Beeding Wood by Thomas Honywood. 
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source of food available would have been edible plants and 
leaves. Tubers and roots provided staples, while nuts, fungi and 
berries were important seasonal commodities (Jacobi 1982; 
Drewett 1999, 15).

Despite the common view of a Britain blanketed by 
woodland, it is doubtful whether the Weald comprised an 
unbroken expanse of primordial forest. The ability of early 
hunters to effect significant changes in the environment is 
evident from excavations on the neighbouring Greensand (Keef 
et al 1965; Drewett 1976; 1985) and alluviation in the High 
Weald appears to have begun during this period as a result of 
localised forest clearance of valley sides (Scaife & Burrin 1983, 
9). There are, however, problems with some of these data. The 
Mesolithic associations claimed by work at Iping Common 
(Keef et al 1965), West Heath (Drewett 1976; 1985) and 
the Ouse and Cuckmere valleys (Scaife & Burrin 1983) are 
largely reliant on relative dating. Despite the fact that pollen 
samples at Iping were taken from below the ‘flint floor’ of a 
Mesolithic surface and were therefore stratigraphically sealed, 
no radiocarbon dates were retrieved from this buried horizon 
and it is uncertain whether pollen movement occurred over 
time. Again, at West Heath, the Mesolithic association with an 
increasingly cleared landscape is reliant upon the radiocarbon 
dating of a single pit or hearth, as well as the presence of 
residual flintwork including some diagnostic Mesolithic 
material. Problems relating to the ‘pre-barrow’ pollen zone 
in the area of the pit/hearth were admitted in the second 
publication (Scaife 1985, 57), but with no further elaboration. 
It seems possible that the move towards a more open 
environment that took place before the Early Bronze Age could 
easily have occurred during the Neolithic. Issues of relative 
dating were again apparent during the work associated with the 
Ouse and Cuckmere alluviation, where no radiocarbon dating 
of the profiles was undertaken. Despite these issues, it remains 
probable that Mesolithic communities would have had some 
influence on their environment. The increasing importance of 
heather at both Iping and West Heath is likely to have been 
the result of clearance by fire, and this may have resulted in 
increasing acidification (Keef et al 1965, 88; Scaife 1985, 58–
9). Such clearances were augmented and perpetuated by both 
natural treefall and grazing by forest animals (Fig 2.3) and it is 
likely that woodland glades were managed by Mesolithic people 
in order to encourage game (Mellars 1975; 1976).

Flint scatters, largely the product of itinerant hunter-
gatherers, continue to be the primary resource for studying this 
period of the region’s prehistory. These are mostly found within 
the ploughsoil and are interpreted as short-stay camps, visited 

perhaps only once. The exceptions are the iconic rock shelter 
sites of the High Weald, which seem to have been seasonably 
occupied on a fairly regular basis. Some of these sites were 
particularly favoured because of proximity to water and far-
reaching views. At Hermitage Rocks, High Hurstwood a hearth 
constructed of sandstone blocks was identified, as well as a 
large flint scatter (Fig 2.4). Radiocarbon dating associated with 
the Mesolithic occupation returned variable dates between the 
late 6th and the early 5th millennium BC, perhaps indicating 
periodic occupation (Jacobi & Tebbutt 1981).

While the neighbouring Greensands of Surrey and 
Sussex have provided evidence of longer-stay camps (Drewett 
et al 1988, 17) and ‘persistent places’ (eg, Jones 2013), the 
Low Weald has been viewed as an area of only marginal 
importance. This assumption has recently been challenged by 
ongoing work undertaken at Coombe Haven, near Bexhill, 
East Sussex. This large, landscape-scale excavation occupies 

Fig 2.3 Photograph of a fallen beech tree within St Leonard’s Forest, 
showing how the toppling of large trees can create wooded glades 
exploitable by humans and their animal prey (source: author)

Fig 2.4 Photograph of Hermitage Rocks (© Simon Carey licensed for reuse 
under Creative Commons license)
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a peripheral Wealden site underlain by Hastings Beds and 
Wadhurst Clay (Champness 2007). The work, which fringes 
an alluviated valley, has revealed multiple Mesolithic scatters, 
in apparent primary context. These were located on both the 
valley sides and the edges of the flood plain. Scatters and a 
possible structure were sealed by both later Holocene alluvium 
and peat, preventing subsequent disturbance by the plough. 
The landscape is typical of many on the edge of the central 
Weald and illustrates the potential for entire Early Holocene 
landscapes to lie locally preserved in topographies yet to be 
subject to systematic survey. A further, as yet unpublished, site 
also exists at Gatwick Airport. Here flint scatters, which had 
been subject to post-depositional movement and were therefore 
not in situ, were located together with hearths, hearth dumps 
and burnt-out tree boles (Network Archaeology 2012). The site 
may illustrate how boundary locations between clay and sand 
geologies were attractive to Mesolithic hunters of the Weald.

LANDSCAPE AREA 1 (LA1): OF THE WILDWOOD
The Mesolithic period evidenced the earliest human activity 
encountered during excavations at Wickhurst Green, indicated 
by both a ‘background scatter’ of residual flintwork and 
material found to cluster within subsurface features at two 
locations, Flintwork Clusters 1 and 2 (CL1, CL2; Fig 2.5). It 
is likely that the heavy clays of the area were largely covered 
by thick postglacial forest during this period (OA1), although 
lighter, more easily cleared, sandstone geologies existed to both 
the east and the west. The hospitable environment was further 
enhanced by the sloping southerly aspect, proximity to the 
River Arun and the presence of numerous feeder streams.

The following results present a series of features and 
associated lithics forming two distinct clusters. Mesolithic 
activity was, however, represented all over the site, and in order 
to appreciate the Mesolithic assemblage fully, it should be 
considered in its entirety (see Chapter 11.1). This is especially 
important because the nature, use and contemporaneity of 
features attributed to this period remain unclear.

The concentration which contained the earliest datable 
material (CL2; found at 35m OD) comprised a series of four 
shallow features of irregular plan (Fig 2.6). Filled by dark 
yellow-brown silt-clay, these probable tree throws ([3353], 
[3498], [3500] and [3502]) contained fire-cracked flint and 
charcoal flecks as well as 313, 111, 76 and 132 pieces of 
worked flint respectively. The condition of the material varied. 
Overall, the artefacts displayed relatively fresh edges but a large 
proportion were burnt or slightly burnt (258 pieces) and 179 
pieces were broken.

With the exception of a core and four modified pieces, 
the assemblage consisted entirely of pieces of flint débitage 
including blades, bladelets, small flakes, chips and pieces 
of irregular waste. Despite its fragmentary condition, the 
material suggests a blade-orientated industry, supported by the 
presence of a blade removed from an exhausted core, as well as 
the recovery of a bipolar (opposed platform) blade core. The 
modified pieces included two microliths, a backed bladelet and 
a notched piece. While the first microlith was unclassifiable, 
the second consisted of a small obliquely blunted point (Jacobi 
1978a, type 1a) (Fig 2.7).

Interestingly, a charred hazelnut recovered from a later 
feature approximately 40m to the south-west returned an Early 
Mesolithic date of 8550–8290 cal BC (9190±40 BP, Beta-
401734), perhaps hinting at further plough-disturbed activity 
in the vicinity.

Trial trenching encountered a further concentration of 
flintwork in a slightly elevated position (56m OD) some 338m 
to the north-west (Fig 2.5). Investigation via a chequerboard 
system showed the material to be restricted to an area of slightly 
less compact natural clay, which measured approximately 6m2 

(Fig 2.8). This ‘hollow’ (CL1; Fig 2.9) contained 49 pieces of 
worked flint, suggesting a blade-orientated industry (Fig 2.10). 
The assemblage was made up of five blades, four bladelets, 18 
very small flakes, a few chips and a piece of irregular waste. 
Five microliths were present. Four of these were scalene 
micro-triangles of Jacobi types 7a1 (1) and 7a2 (3) (1978a), 
which are suggestive of a Late Mesolithic date. The remaining 
fragmented microlith was unclassifiable owing to its poor 
condition; however, it is likely to have belonged to the same 
period given the morphology and size of the retouch piece. 
Additional tools amongst the small assemblage included a small 
notched piercer (micro-awl), a notched piece and a backed 
knife. The exhausted single-platform blade core along with the 
chips and the shattered piece indicates knapping activities and 
the microburin provided limited evidence that this included 
microlith production. As a group, the flintwork was of mixed 
condition, occasional pieces displayed discoloration, 17 pieces 
were broken and six were burnt.
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Fig 2.5 Plan of period 1 features

Fig 2.6 Detailed plan of Flintwork Cluster 2
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Right: Fig 2.7 Illustrated selected flintwork from Flintwork Cluster 2
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THE MARK OF THE HUNTER-GATHERER
Karine Le Hégarat
THE ASSEMBLAGE FROM WICKHURST GREEN – 
INTERPRETATION OF CLUSTERS 1 AND 2
The composition of the assemblages from CL1 and CL2 is 
similar, consisting principally of knapping debris. Modified 
tools are uncommon (n=12) in comparison with the rest of the 
assemblage from the site (n=32) and it can be suggested that 
the flintwork relates to waste material deliberately deposited 
into features. The debris may have been associated with the 
manufacture or repair of tools. The presence of burnt flints 
mixed with the unburnt material may indicate separate 
depositions over short periods of time or activities carried out 
close to fires. Furthermore, the diagnostic tools indicate relative 
dates of Early Mesolithic for CL2 and Late Mesolithic for 
CL1. Work in the Thames valley has suggested that evidence 
for the deposition of material in natural features, such as tree 
holes, increases towards the end of the Mesolithic (Hey 2011). 
Their use as temporary shelter has also been suggested (Evans 
et al 1999) and Allen et al (2004) propose that, even with 
no evidence of structured deposition, these deliberate acts 
could reflect a special relationship between people and their 
woodland environment. Chatterton (2006) has made similar 
suggestions, with particular reference to the deposition of 
midden material and flintwork within pits. It has been argued 
that these acts evoke ideas of respect for the natural world 
linked to profound concepts of renewal and regeneration.

Interpreting the flint assemblages from the shallow, 
possibly natural features from Wickhurst Green is, however, 
more challenging. After careful consideration it is impossible 
to justify the above proposition in this context. Owing to 
the truncated nature of the deposits, the contemporaneity 
of the flintwork with the features is uncertain. Mesolithic 
material was recorded across the site, and the assemblages in 
CL1 and CL2 could simply have accumulated over time from 
the original Mesolithic surface. The overall character of the 
assemblages, based on concentrations of small pieces, may just 
result from vertical movement. Though feasible, it remains 
impossible to justify the suggestion that these hollows were 
used for intentional deposition of material or for temporary 
shelters, or indeed for both. Furthermore, the non-draining 
clay means that the hollows may be more or less flooded during 
wet periods and then dry out and crack during the summer, 
increasing the likelihood of soil movement over time.

Fig 2.8 Photograph of flint scatter Flintwork Cluster 1 under excavation

Fig 2.9 Detailed plan of Flintwork Cluster 1

Fig 2.10 Illustrated selected flintwork from Flintwork Cluster 1 [1/004]
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SITE-WIDE ACTIVITIES
Overall the Mesolithic assemblage provides generalised 
information regarding contemporary activities. These involved 
flint knapping, tool manufacture or repair as well as tool use. 
The former was demonstrated by the presence of numerous 
cores, core-preparation flakes, hammerstones and waste debris. 
The cores were extensively worked and orientated towards the 
production of small blades; some were also used to produce 
flakes. While no true pyramidal (conical) cores were found, 
several examples were cortical and reminiscent of exhausted 
single-face blade cores. Studies of European Mesolithic 
core technology have demonstrated that throughout the 
reduction process of conical cores, the size of blanks varies 
greatly, suggesting these were used for various tasks (Hertell 
& Tallavaara 2011). In contrast, the strategy for single-face 
blade cores during the reduction process appears to have been 
more standardised, the aim here being to produce blanks for 
a restricted set of tools. Studies show that conical cores were 
associated with high mobility and demand for core efficiency, 
and that irregular flake cores were associated with an increased 
length of site occupation. It has been concluded, however, that 
the use of single-face blade cores was unrelated to mobility, these 
examples being simply used in variable contexts (ibid, 104).

Tool manufacture and repair is indicated at Wickhurst 
Green by the presence of microliths, blades and bladelets, 
blade/bladelet cores and microburins. Microliths were often 
associated with arrows used for hunting and could be held 
with resin on to a wooden shaft, as has been shown by finds 
from Rönneholms, Sweden (Milner et al 2013). Microwear 
analyses also suggest that such pieces could have been used to 
manufacture knives, piercers, sickles or saws (Finlayson 1990; 
Healy et al 1992; Donahue & Evans 2013).

Additional recovery of scrapers, piercers and truncated 
blades indicates further tool-using activities at the site. Some of 
these tools (for instance, the piercers) may have been associated 
with the upkeep of hunting kits. Others hint at alternative 
activities. Scrapers, for example, were commonly associated 
with hide preparation or the processing of plants. Small usable 
flakes and blades were also recorded, although no large core 
tools such as adzes, picks or tranchet axes were found.

SITE FUNCTION
Using today’s terminology, the site of Wickhurst Green could 
easily be categorised as ‘task-specific’. This designation initially 
appears too broad and simple, but in fact stratigraphic, organic 
and dating evidence was either absent or was too poor to allow 
further categorisation. The problem with assemblages coming 

mostly from disturbed surface scatters is that it proves difficult 
to suggest the length and number of visits. Nevertheless, the 
site was almost certainly visited on various occasions and this 
is neatly demonstrated by the small amount of microliths 
recovered during excavations. The obliquely truncated point 
provides evidence for use during the Early Mesolithic and the 
scalene micro-triangles during the latter part of the period. 
Functionality could have changed over this long period of time 
and it remains difficult to resolve whether the evidence relates 
to one-off breaks by single people or small groups of hunter-
gatherers, or usage over a longer period of time by larger groups.

COMPARISON WITH OTHER SITES
Evidence for Mesolithic activity at Wickhurst Green is fairly 
typical for the Weald as a whole. Indeed, it supplements the 
extensive list of Mesolithic sites known from the region and, 
more particularly, from the study area. The majority of the 
records around Horsham are of artefacts deriving from surface 
collections or topsoil deposits and include material encountered 
on Land East of the A24. Here, a small assemblage of flints (c 
200) was recovered, consisting mainly of expedient Mesolithic 
types but also including end scrapers and a small number 
of flints indicating the manufacture and use of tranchet 
adzes (Stevens 2009; Sheehan 2016). From within the study 
area only Halt (Holgate 1987) was excavated using modern 
techniques. Other records consist of sites visited by keen 
collectors, including Honywood (1877), Attree and Piffard 
(Clark 1932; 1933), Standing (Butler 2008) and Lewis Gordon 
(Caroline Wells, pers comm). Further examples have been 
listed by Wymer and Bonsall (1977) or Barton (1963) but they 
all relate to surface collections. Currently the largest assemblage 
of Mesolithic material from the West Central Weald is in the 
Attree and Piffard collection, now housed at Brighton Museum. 
This consists of finds from Old Faygate, Old Beeding Wood, 
Colgate, Warnham Lodge and Halt. The latter produced 1798 
microliths (Clark 1933; Jacobi 1982).

These remarkable assemblages also include other modified 
tools. Given their unstratified nature, some of these may 
be later in date than the Mesolithic; however, they enable 
some comparison with evidence from Wickhurst Green. The 
majority of tools recovered from the West Central Weald are 
similar to those found at Broadbridge Heath, although several 
(including the Standing collection: Butler 2008) differ in that 
they contain adzes, picks, tranchet adzes and sharpening flakes. 
These have been used by Butler to suggest more than just short-
stay hunting (ibid, 17).
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Interest in the Wickhurst Green site lies predominantly in 
its geological location. It is situated largely on the Weald Clay, 
a geology poorly represented in the Wealden archaeological 
record for this period. The majority of sites have instead been 
found on sandy geologies of the High Weald and St Leonard’s 
Forest. It is often assumed, therefore, that the Weald Clay 
was thinly populated, although this is increasingly being 
challenged, with sites now recorded at Charlwood (Ellaby 
2004), Haroldslea, Horley (Roger Ellaby, pers comm), 
Warnham (Clark 1933; Jacobi 1982) and Wickhurst Green. It 
may be that these areas were visited during dry spells (cold or 
warm) or that they provided alternative foraging possibilities to 
those on the sand. It also seems probable that they were chosen 
for proximity to springs, streams or rivers and such locations 
have been demonstrated to have positive correlations to site 
location (Farr 2010). In terms of sites upon Weald Clay, it may 
simply be that these locations became increasingly visited as 
the population responded to environmental changes, including 
rising sea levels and a reduction of available land.

The nearest large-scale sites situated on the Weald Clay 
are at Warnham, just over 2 miles to the north. Here the 
presence of small scalene triangles (from Warnham Lodge) 
may indicate a predominantly late date for this Mesolithic 
activity as opposed to the earlier Horsham assemblages found 
more typically on sand (Jacobi 1982). As such, it is possible 
(though contemporaneity cannot be proven) that later activity 
associated with scalene triangles from Wickhurst Green may 
represent an outlier to that found at Warnham.

A further inherent interest in the site lies in the possible 
use of hollows during the period. As explored above this cannot 
be conclusively demonstrated, although like associations with 
the Warnham sites it remains a possibility. In fact, with the 
exception of Charlwood (Ellaby 2004) and some of the rock 
shelter sites (Money 1960; 1962; Jacobi & Tebbutt 1981), few 
Wealden sites with associated archaeological features have been 
published. They seem to be more commonly recorded from 
areas just outside or on the edge of the Weald – for example, at 
Falmer (Garland & Anderson-Whymark 2016), Woodbridge 
Road, Guildford (Bishop 2008), Farnham (Clark & Rankine 
1939), Bletchingley (Jones 2013) and the Bexhill–Hastings 
Link Road (Mike Donnelly, pers comm).

2.3  THE NEOLITHIC–EARLY  
BRONZE AGE
The process of ‘Neolithisation’ and the arrival of agricultural 
ideas to Britain is still poorly understood (Sheridan 2010), 

largely because of the limited nature of the evidence, lacking 
information for settlement and economy while being reliant 
upon pollen analysis and radiocarbon dating (Zvelibil & 
Rowley-Conwy 1986, 73; Whittle et al 2011a; 20011b). 
Though the picture is far from clear and is still a topic of 
much debate, it seems probable that new ideas took hold 
through a mixture of migration, adoption and acculturation 
(Whittle 1996; Whittle et al 2011b). Within the south-east, 
the Neolithic may have begun in the 41st century cal BC, 
spreading into surrounding areas over the next century or so 
(Whittle et al 2011b, 863). Though some have argued for 
a rapid adoption of the ‘Neolithic package’ (ibid, 863–4) 
it remains possible that uptake may have taken place in an 
environment where existing habits and successful subsistence 
strategies persisted. Precisely how quickly, how widely and 
in what manner the people of the south-east embraced 
‘Neolithisation’ is, on the strength of current evidence, 
impossible to say. Despite this, and regardless of the problems 
in differentiating between Late Mesolithic and Early Neolithic 
sites, it seems that later pottery-using communities continued 
to use locations frequented in the Mesolithic (Gardiner 
1990a, 42). Evidence for this is largely derived from the 
High Weald rock shelter sites, where excavation results have 
been interpreted as suggesting Early Neolithic exploitation 
of the Weald via activities similar to those undertaken in the 
Mesolithic (Money 1960; Oliveira & Tebbutt 1985; Harding 
& Ostoja-Zagorski 1987; Gardiner 1990a, 42). Beyond these 
foci, flintwork recovered from the remainder of the Weald 
indicates a fairly widespread Neolithic presence (Gardiner, J P 
1984, fig. 3.2), though the exact nature of this presence is still 
a matter of conjecture. In order to gain some clarity, it may 
be necessary to explore locations sealed by deposits of either 
an alluvial or a colluvial nature (SERF 2007). The potential 
for new discoveries within hillwash contexts has been recently 
illustrated at Stepstile Meadow, Reigate. At this location, on 
the boundary between the Low Weald and the Greensand, 
a deposit of pottery belonging to the Early Neolithic bowl 
tradition was discovered. The large, fresh sherds seemed to 
have been quickly sealed by colluvium, perhaps caused by 
denudation of vegetation in association with occupation 
(Margetts 2014b).

Within the West Central Weald evidence for Early and 
Middle Neolithic activity is mostly restricted to stray finds or 
flints within larger assemblages derived from surface artefact 
collection. Albeit predominantly Mesolithic, these are often 
of mixed date as has been shown by Butler’s assessment of the 
Standing material (2008). A similar situation proved to be the 
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case at Wickhurst Green, where it is likely that Neolithic finds 
exist within a light ‘background scatter’ retrieved from the 
ploughsoil (see Chapter 11.1). Of particular note in this regard 
is a finely made disc scraper manufactured on a thin, almost 
circular, flake (see Fig 11.2, no 24).

A Neolithic presence was also suggested by the occurrence 
of some fragmented sherds of possible Neolithic Peterborough 
Ware (Middle Neolithic, c 3500–2500 cal BC) found within 
an early post-medieval pit ([739], G342). The recovery of these 
sherds, albeit residually, is a rare occurrence from the Weald 
in general. Within the south-east, most finds of this type are 
derived from pit contexts and it is possible that mid 16th- to 
17th-century activity disturbed an earlier feature. If this was 
the case, it may be that as yet undiscovered pits, as well as flint 
scatters, characterise the Middle Neolithic of the area.

As with the early and middle part of the period, the number 
of known Late Neolithic Wealden sites remains small. To a 
certain extent this distribution may be misleading. A reasonable 
quantity of polished stone axes are now recorded from the 
area and, taken together, these perhaps imply some degree of 
woodland clearance (Bell et al 1982; Woodcock & Woolley 
1986, fig. 1). The results of this may be seen in the substantial 
accumulations of alluvium within the valleys of rivers rising 
in the High Weald. Significant palynological work on these 
deposits has suggested that the region’s lime-dominated (Tilia) 
forests began to disappear in the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze 
Age (Waller 1994; Waller & Schofield 2007). The presence 
of cereal, grass and weed pollen may further suggest that this 
clearance was related to the practice of agriculture, although this 
assertion needs to be supplemented by more extensive scientific 
dating (Scaife & Burrin 1987; Gardiner 1990a, 42). Beyond 
the High Weald, Early Bronze Age activity at Maltings Farm, 
Burgess Hill has shown that limited clearance of forest cover (in 
this case assisted by burning) was occurring on the Low Weald 
clays (Butler 1998, 195).

The Late Neolithic and Earlier Bronze Age may have been 
a period of relatively intensive activity at least in the Sussex 
High Weald, with the number of barrows located in this area 
indicative of an increased population and an agricultural phase 
of settlement (Needham 1987, 126–7). Perhaps the most famous 
of these barrows is the Money Mound at Lower Beeding. This 
monument originated in the Beaker period but remained a point 
of interest into later times, as demonstrated by deposition of 
Roman coins and pottery into its upstanding remains (Beckensall 
1967). Together with further barrows at Shepherdsfield and 
Black Hill near Colgate (Green 1976, 325), this shows the 
extension of monumental activity into the West Central Weald. 

Indeed, it seems that the study area was of some importance 
at this date for the barrow builders produced a concentration 
of fine planoconvex knives. One example, the ‘Stammerham 
Knife’, was found in an elevated position close to the south-east 
of the site (HER MWS5298). These single flints seem to succeed 
more substantial scatters of Late Neolithic flintwork, which 
occupy positions around the edge of the Tunbridge Wells Sands 
(Gardiner, J P 1984; Needham 1987, 126).

Also associated with this phase are rare metal implements 
of the Early Bronze Age. Half a Migdale/Marnock-type axe was 
found some 600m north-west of the Shepherdsfield Barrow 
(Green 1976, 325) and a flanged axe was apparently found 
at Leonardslee (Graves 1917). The excavations at Wickhurst 
Green produced a further example, a small flanged axe 
belonging to the Arreton class (RF<3>; Fig 2.11). Datable to 
the latest part of the Early Bronze Age, this was recovered as a 
curated find from a medieval pit ([1126], fill [1127]). As such 
it is discussed more fully below (Chapter 9.2) but, as a find, it 
contributes to a growing corpus of early metalwork from the 
Weald (eg, Needham 1987, 97–100, 126).

2.4  LIGHT THROUGH THE FOREST: 
THE EARLIER PREHISTORIC WEST 
CENTRAL WEALD

It would be difficult to claim, over a quarter of a century later, 
that our perception of earlier prehistoric exploitation of the 
Weald has changed greatly from that encountered by Gardiner 
in his survey and review (1990a). Evidence for Palaeolithic 
archaeology has not been particularly forthcoming, from 
either fieldwork or an updated review of available evidence. 
The number of finds of this date from the region as a whole, 
and the study area in particular, remains tiny. Nevertheless, an 
increased appreciation of artefact-bearing contexts, combined 
with a greater frequency of developer-funded fieldwork, is 
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Fig 2.11 Photograph of Early Bronze Age Arreton-class axe (RF<3>)
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set to increase the available data set. The potential for such 
work has been recently demonstrated at two sites, awaiting 
publication. At Gatwick Airport, Upper Palaeolithic material 
was located in a rare Low Wealden context just beyond the 
study area (Network Archaeology 2012). This is complemented 
by fieldwork from the Wealden periphery, where similarly dated 
artefacts have been recovered from an assemblage dominated 
by Mesolithic material (Oxford Archaeology in prep). Through 
the efforts of developer-funded archaeology we are beginning 
to gain baseline material, which in the future might facilitate 
meaningful comparisons between the Weald on one hand and 
surrounding districts on the other.

The excavations at Wickhurst Green demonstrated that 
Early Holocene hunter-gatherers continue to characterise earlier 
prehistoric exploitation of the area. However, despite regular 
county and regional surveys of the period (eg, Curwen 1954; 
Wymer & Bonsall 1977; Jacobi 1978b; Pitts 1980; Drewett et 
al 1988; Gardiner 1990a; Drewett 1999; Holgate 2003), little 
or no systematic work has been undertaken to define more 
clearly the spatial and temporal constraints of the Mesolithic 
Horsham industries of the West Central Weald. This is strange, 
for it is clear that the Horsham point still plays a key role in 
identifying chronological depth within the early postglacial 
hunter-gatherer cultures of northern Europe. Microlith 
typology is enduringly significant for the region because many 
artefact collections lack proper provenance or contextual data. 
Wickhurst Green perhaps presents an exception, although 
no ‘Horsham culture’ material was recovered, and despite the 
Mesolithic material from ‘archaeological’ features, the security 
and size of the assemblages could not be relied upon.

Nevertheless, the Mesolithic assemblage from Wickhurst 
Green may be valuable in that it provides one of a number 
of growing examples of sites encountered on the Weald 
Clay. While contradicting earlier assumptions regarding the 
predilection of postglacial hunter-gatherers for sand, it supports 
additional findings of work in Surrey regarding the favouring 
of elevation (35–125m OD), slightly sloping topography and 
proximity to watercourses (Farr 2010). Indeed, these positive 
associations seem to carry weight in relation to the Mesolithic 
of the West Central Weald as a whole. The plotting of known 
sites was undertaken in relation to topography and hydrology 
(Fig 2.12), and although no consideration as to time depth 
was given some important conclusions may be drawn. Sites 
were never more than 1.3km from a major watercourse and 
were often much closer. Apart from examples at Warnham 
and Broadbridge Heath, the larger Mesolithic scatters (those 
in excess of 50 flints) were confined to the sand geologies of 

the High Weald. The latter were related to areas of higher 
topography, as were sites at Warnham. Smaller scatters and 
find-spots (49 flints or fewer), as well as those at Broadbridge 
Heath (Wickhurst Green and Land East of the A24: present 
volume; Stevens 2009; Sheehan 2016), reflect areas of lower 
relief along river and stream lines. It may be that we can 
expect significantly widespread ‘background scatters’ along the 
West Central Weald’s watercourses, indicating a good deal of 
transient activity at these locations. Denser scatters belonging 
to sites of longer duration exist in areas of higher topography, 
although these need to be further investigated and added 
to, especially in relation to clay geologies. Until undisturbed 
datable sites can be located, the chronology of Mesolithic sites 
and the microlith assemblages that characterise them remains 
unresolved. The isolation of datable assemblages will allow 
comparison not just with Continental data, but also with 
recently discovered sites in the Weald and its periphery (eg, the 
Bexhill–Hastings Link Road: Oxford Archaeology in prep).

The excavations at Wickhurst Green and review of the 
available evidence have been unable significantly to alter 
previous conceptions of the Weald in relation to much of 
the Neolithic period. We must be careful, however, not to 
perpetuate long-held beliefs without critical examination 
or the quest to further knowledge through site discovery. It 
may be true that earlier Neolithic exploitation of the area 
had much in common with earlier Mesolithic methods of 
hunting and gathering, but if this was the case what does this 
tell us? Was there a strong ‘Mesolithic culture’ in the central 
Weald or did an environment unsuited to early agriculture 
limit uptake of the so-called ‘Neolithic package’? Perhaps 
we should consider that neither was the case, but that early 
‘Neolithic’ activities would leave very little archaeological 
trace. Small-scale herding could easily accompany hunting, 
as could transitory horticulture or something akin to ‘forest 
gardening’ (Hart 1996). The Middle Neolithic of the study 
area and the Weald in general may, like much of the south-east, 
have been characterised by Peterborough Ware pits along with 
flint scatters. Until more sites are identified such musings will 
remain merely that. As in the case of the Mesolithic, Neolithic 
sites must be sought out and those sealed by dynamic geologies 
would be most useful for clarifying the true nature of the 
Weald at this time.
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Fig 2.12 Distribution of Mesolithic sites within the study area in relation to topography and hydrology
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CHAPTER 3  LATER PREHISTORY

3.1  MIDDLE–LATE BRONZE AGE
The overwhelming view of the Middle to Late Bronze Age in 
south-east England is that it was a period of radical transition. 
It marks a change from the relatively modest agricultural 
regimes of the Neolithic and Early Bronze Age to the sedentary, 
intensive exploitation which typified the later Iron Age and 
Roman periods. The economic and technological innovations 
that occurred between the mid 2nd millennium and the late 
8th century BC were connected to emergent social systems 
based on hierarchy, alliance and exchange (Rowlands 1980). 
These systems did not simply function at a local level but 
covered great distances, over both land and water. In a southern 
context, this organisation becomes apparent in significant 
movements of ideas, people and produce back and forth 
across the English Channel, resulting in a south-eastern region 
that was largely outward-looking rather than insular. The 
establishment of this new world order involved a fundamental 
switch in political power away from the traditional, ritual-
based, hierarchies of Wessex to lowland centres influenced by 
newer versions of prestige (Barrett & Bradley 1980; Rowlands 
1980, 47–8; Bradley 1991). Through the efforts of developer-
funded archaeology and an influential synthesis by Yates (2007) 
the elements that characterised these Bronze Age landscapes 
have been revealed. Perhaps most important in a south-eastern 
context, there is evidence for an intensive phase of Middle 
Bronze Age clearance and the adoption of linear field systems. 
These were linked to the development of a mixed farming 
economy with signs of an emphasis on livestock control (Yates 
2007, 122). The creation of long-distance routeways and 
boundaries seems to have been tied to a more sophisticated 
pastoralism. Across Britain, artefact studies demonstrate long-
distance exchange connections for raw materials and prestige 
goods, and some settlements occur in defined enclosures 
suggestive of elite statements of differentiation (ibid).

On current evidence, it is difficult to say how far 
these changes affected Wealden settlement and land use. 
Whilst surrounding districts, such as the South Downs and 
Coastal Plain, display significant evidence for settlement, 
similar information for the Weald has proved elusive. Even 
the Greensand is emerging as a well-utilised area, with an 
increasing number of occupation sites complementing 
widespread evidence for intensive clearance and landscape 
transformation (eg, Harding 1964; Evans 1991; Scaife 2001; 

Howard-Davis & Matthews 2002; Mullin et al 2010). The 
contrasting paucity of evidence for both the High and Low 
Weald has led some commentators to view the period as one of 
relative abandonment. Localised soil exhaustion, comparative 
geographic isolation and limited opportunities for economic 
growth have all been cited as factors which may have stifled 
exploitation and led to a contraction in land use from the 
preceding period (Needham 1987, 127). The disparity in 
evidence may be accounted for in the noted lack of fieldwork 
and a less visible monumental archaeology (at least for the 
late 2nd millennium BC), but Middle–Late Bronze Age 
exploitation of the Weald has been viewed as low level, seasonal 
and linked to land pressure and diffusion from adjacent areas 
(Drewett et al 1988, 112; Hamilton 2003, 73; Wells 2005, 67).

Gardiner’s alternative view, whereby he postulated 
extensive Wealden usage, has only over the last dozen or so 
years begun to be supported through archaeological exploration 
(Gardiner 1990a, 42–3; Yates 2007, 43–4). A broad area of 
later Bronze Age activity, which included settlement and large-
scale land division, has been located on the Weald Clay in 
the area south-west of Ashford, Kent (Booth et al 2008, 25; 
Stevenson 2013, 20–33; Thorne in prep). Despite the presence 
of this activity upon a geology that characterises much of 
the Low Weald, it seems certain that the landscape owes its 
formation to prehistoric coastal proximity rather than to wide-
ranging occupation of the interior (Yates 2007, 24). As such, 
it must currently be viewed as peripheral to the Weald proper 
and atypical of the region as a whole. More characteristic 
may be the Late Bronze Age occupation site at America 
Wood, Ashington. Excavations here showed signs of a circular 
structure as well as pits and limited evidence of crop processing 
(Priestley-Bell 1994). This site is complemented by important 
discoveries at Gatwick Airport, which have included a partially 
enclosed settlement on the edge of the River Mole flood plain 
(Wells 2005). As well as an interesting and substantial north–
south ditch, the site produced evidence of a structure and of 
a previously cleared pastoral landscape. The latter comprised 
grassland with small stands of trees, which perhaps covered 
around a third of the area (Allen 2005, 66). Even more recently 
excavated sites have been located at Manor Road, Burgess Hill 
and at Chalkers Lane, Hurstpierpoint. These sites, which are 
yet to be published, yielded evidence of roundhouses, together 
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with pits and possible field systems of Middle–Late Bronze Age 
date (Wallis 2016; Stevens 2016).

Common to all these examples are locations on the fringes 
of the Low Weald with ready access to other geographical 
zones. Indeed, at Gatwick Airport, it was noted that the site 
was closely associated with the Mole drainage system and 
perhaps owed its existence to Thames valley contacts rather 
than the Weald itself (Wells 2005, 67). At variance, however, 
is a rare, central Wealden site at the Millennium Seed Bank, 
Wakehurst Place. This showed Late Bronze Age activity, 
perhaps of a seasonal nature, taking place deep within the 
Wealden interior (Stevens 1999).

Within the study area, the majority of evidence dating to 
the Middle–Late Bronze Age is currently restricted to artefactual 
finds, although three pits containing pottery of this date have 
recently been discovered at Billingshurst (Nicholls 2016). More 
typical are residual finds of flint tools, although occasional pieces 
of metalwork have also been discovered. Several palstaves were 
found by workmen employed in drainage works at Billingshurst 
(Honywood 1877, 183) and these supplemented an earlier find 
of six palstave fragments from Willis’s Farm, Lower Beeding 
(Anon 1865, 255–6). These objects were noted to be almost 
identical to a further palstave from Cowfold, just beyond 
the study area (Dixon 1849, 266). One more find worthy of 
mention is a bronze ‘celt’ from Rowhook, although its date and 
type are not known (Blaauw 1856, x). The evidence provided 
by deposition of these artefacts is currently fairly typical of 
the Weald in general. Most examples come from Sussex, but 
occasional finds occur in Kent and Surrey (Needham 1987, 
126). Of particular note is the important discovery of a fine 
Halstatt C sword at Charlwood (Lowther 1957; Kaminski 
2016). This was recovered during the channelisation of the 
Polesfleet Stream close to its confluence with the River Mole. It 
is now thought to have been deposited in a former channel of 
the Mole rather than its tributary (Rob Masefield, pers comm) 
and is one of just a few such pieces to have been found away 
from the coast or major rivers (Cowen 1967).

Complementing the evidence to date from the study area, 
limited new evidence of later Bronze Age activity was found at 
Wickhurst Green, consisting of occasional pieces of flintwork 
(Chapter 11.1) as well as pottery and environmental remains. 
The earliest material consisted of two flint-tempered Middle 
Bronze Age sherds found within a small subcircular pit ([320]; 
Fig 3.1). Though it was not conclusively dated the feature most 
probably belongs to the period. Middle Bronze Age material 
was also recovered from charcoal-rich pit [1167] (Fig 3.2). 
Oak (Quercus sp), birch (Betula sp) and bark fragments were 

its main constituents, although fragments of cherry/blackthorn 
(Prunus sp), hazel (Corylus avellana), alder (Alnus sp) and 
willow/poplar (Salix/Populus sp) were also evident. No burnt 
bone was recovered and radiocarbon dating (Salix/Populus sp, 
1390–1130 cal BC, 3013±30 BP, SUERC-61303; Betula sp, 
1410–1210 cal BC, 3051±30 BP, SUERC-61304) suggests that 
the feature is of earlier date than an adjacent ‘square barrow’, 
which was assigned to the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
period on morphological grounds. However, it is interesting to 
note that a further Bronze Age radiocarbon date (1380–1120 
cal BC, 2990±30 BP, Beta-401735) was encountered in relation 
to another square monument associated with Cemetery 2 (C2; 
Chapter 4.3, ‘Landscape Area 6 (L6)’).

Bronze Age activity was also confirmed by the recovery of five 
sherds residual in later features. Characteristic of the Late Bronze Age 
their presence indicates some transient or low-level activity of this 
date. Four fragments of Lower Greensand saddle quern (RF<541>, 
[1252]) were also recovered, although whether the associated feature 
related to a larger structure or was isolated in nature remains unclear.

Environmental evidence from a dated pollen profile perhaps 
strengthens the case for later Bronze Age activity within the 
vicinity. This was recovered from a watercourse in the east of 
the site and it showed that the local environment from the end 
of the Middle Bronze Age (1390–1130 cal BC, 3016±30 BP, 
SUERC-61293 and SUERC-61291) comprised open-aspect, 
grazed woodland dominated by oak and hazel. Ground flora 
of Dryopteris-type ferns existed and small pockets of grassland 
pasture occurred (Fig 3.3; Chapter 11.8, profile <286>). While 
it might be arguable as to whether this evidence indicates a 
managed wood-pasture environment, the presence of cereal 
pollen confirms farming in the region (Chapter 11.8).

3.2  EARLY IRON AGE
In the period which followed (600–400/300 BC), wider 
socioeconomic collapse caused large-scale disruption to long-
distance trade and exchange (Bradley 2007, 226–52; Yates 2007, 
107). These changes and the social dislocation they triggered 
are reflected in the widespread lack of Early Iron Age sites from 
Sussex (Hamilton & Gregory 2000, 61), the Weald and the 
wider south-east. This hiatus in archaeologically visible activity 
was observed at Brisley Farm, Ashford, where there was evidence 
for late prehistoric expansion on to the Weald Clay of east Kent 
during the Middle/Late Bronze Age, but with a gap in evidence 
before activity was renewed in the Middle Iron Age (Hamilton 
2007, 84–5; Stevenson 2013). A similar pattern seems to be the 
case at Wickhurst Green. The only feature dating to this period 
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was an elongated pit or short length of truncated ditch ([2668]; 
Fig 3.4). This contained some fragmentary rim and shoulder 
sherds from a distinctive bowl of possible Early Iron Age type 
(Fig 3.4; Chapter 11.2; P1, Fig 11.3). This was found in an area 
with a profuse number of undated features and the possibility 
remains that they were in fact Early Iron Age in origin (below, 

3.3 and 3.4). The only other certain evidence attributed to this 
period was a piece of waterlogged wood (Quercus) found within 
a relict stream channel, which was radiocarbon dated to 740–
390 cal BC (2400±30 BP, Beta-358741).

3.3  PERIOD 2: MIDDLE IRON AGE
THE MIDDLE IRON AGE OF THE WEALD
Since Gardiner’s review (1990a) there has been a vast increase 
in our understanding of the Iron Age settlement of the Weald. 
Examples often belong to the later part of the period, although 
major settlement sites at Brisley Farm (Stevenson 2013), Park 
Farm (Powell 2013) and Horley (Swift in prep) have shown 
significant evidence for preceding Middle Iron Age activity. For 
Hamilton (2007) this was proof of a renewed ‘uptake of the 
Weald Clay’, which is in marked contrast to our understanding 
of much of southern Britain. Beyond the south-east, expansion 
into more ‘marginal’ zones does not appear to have taken 
place until the later part of the period (Haselgrove 1999, 129; 
Hill 2002; 2007). The evidence from Sussex suggests that 

Fig 3.3 Photograph of open oak woodland possibly similar to that of later 
Bronze Age Broadbridge Heath (© Sten Porse under terms of GNU free 
documentation license)

Fig 3.2 Location, plan and photograph of pit [1167] (0.3m scale bar)

Fig 3.1 Location, plan and photograph of pit [320]
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demographic changes from the 4th century BC were based 
on population dispersal rather than population pressure and 
expansion (Hamilton 2007, 87), perhaps facilitated by the 
creation of new hillforts which played a role in uniting dispersed 
communities (ibid, 85–6). It may be no coincidence that at this 
time we have evidence for the first hillfort construction in the 
Weald, as well as on the adjacent Greensand.

The evidence for Middle Iron Age activity at 
predominantly Late Iron Age settlement sites has been recently 
confirmed from the study area. Settlement enclosures in 
the vicinity of Billingshurst date mainly to the 1st and 2nd 
centuries AD, but were preceded by low-level activity and land 
division of Middle Iron Age date (Nicholls 2015; 2016). It is 
at this time that we have evidence for the first exploitation of 
the area’s iron resources, with radiocarbon dating showing that 
activity at the Raithlin Road bloomery furnaces (Broadfield, 
Crawley) possibly began as early as the 4th century BC 
(Cartwright 1992; Pine 2013). Ironworking evidence of a 
similar date has been identified at Birchen Lane (Lindfield, 
Haywards Heath), where a smelting furnace and ore-extraction 
pits, perhaps with only a relatively short period of use, were 
recorded. Some primary smithing also took place, but this may 
have been only a single episode associated with one particular 
smelting campaign. Radiocarbon dating of the final rake-out 
deposits from this furnace indicates that this smelting activity 
may have occurred between the 4th and 3rd centuries BC 
(Sheehan in prep).

MIDDLE IRON AGE ACTIVITY AT  
WICKHURST GREEN
The Middle Iron Age represents the earliest extensive utilisation 
of the site (Fig 3.5). Evidence of occupation was encountered 
and this was typified by roundhouse settlement with occasional 

four-post structures. At variance with the usual buildings, 
which were found to be unenclosed and defined by circular 
or penannular gullies, were two atypical examples in the 
central northern and eastern parts of the site. The first of these 
was an interesting building defined by a spiral rather than 
circular gully; the second was unusual in that it was found 
to be incorporated within an enclosure at the base of High 
Wood. This was defined by an intermittent ditch representing 
the earliest recognisable phase of a long-lived succession of 
enclosures occupying this location in the landscape. Beyond 
this single, large enclosure, the site was typified by areas 
partially cleared of woodland and bordered by streams. What 
follows is a discussion of the archaeological results within 
the framework of these landscape areas. The main settlement 
is discussed in detail, followed by the other contemporary 
components of the site.

SETTLEMENT 1 (ST1)
This settlement consisted of a small group of four roundhouses, 
Buildings 1–4 (B1–B4), defined by circular ring-gullies, which 
were found to be unenclosed apart from a possible fenced 
frontage (FL1; Figs 3.6 and 3.7). The buildings were spatially 
related, possibly contemporary, and clustered together on a close 
north-east–south-west alignment (Fig 3.6). Where entrances 
could be defined these usually faced east or south-east.

B1, which had the largest footprint (external diameter c 
12−12.5m; Fig 3.8), was defined by two phases of encircling 
gully, which may indicate some longevity to the building. 
Reynolds (1994, 6–7) argued that if they were properly 
maintained, roundhouses could have lasted for two centuries 
or more; more recent reconstructions have tended to last only 
around 15–20 years (Bell 2015, 52). The ‘Old Roundhouse’ 
at Castle Henllys was reconstructed more than two decades 
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Fig 3.4 Location and plan of ditch [2668] and illustrated pottery vessel P1
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ago upon the original Iron Age foundations of an excavated 
example. Work here has shown that even if the earth-fast posts 
rotted, the grounded superstructures remained stable with 
thatched roofs and other elements replaced as required (Hughes 
& Woodward 2015; Masefield 2015, 287). These analogies are 
never perfect (Bell 2015, 52) and even a 30- to 40-year lifespan 
for the two phases shows a considerable investment in the 
locality. As well as pottery, negligible quantities of charcoal and 
fragments of hearth lining, the gullies (of which the inner was 
the earlier) produced fragments of oven or kiln furniture. The 
entrance for the roundhouse was situated on the south-eastern 
side, although disturbance from a 19th-century land drain, as 
well as a deliberate ‘sealing off’ or a slight shift in the entrance 
between the two phases, had served to obscure the location 
to some degree. An alternative explanation for this entrance 
configuration might be that a continuous gully was necessary 
in order to drain water downslope to the south. A simple 
‘bridge’ across the drain would have facilitated access from the 
adjoining porch or fenced access.

Internal features associated with B1 comprised a roughly 
circular group of postholes and a central pit (Figs 3.8 and 3.9). 
In terms of the former, the use of rings of posts was the norm 
for roundhouse construction in the Thames valley in the Early 
Iron Age (Lambrick 2009, 133), followed in the Middle and 
Late Iron Age by a trend towards roundhouses defined by 
ring-gullies. This is currently the only area of the south-east 
to have received modern in-depth synthesis of contemporary 
architectural styles. While the size and layout of this region’s 
buildings varied considerably, the basic structural principles 
remained the same. Houses were reliant on a continuous ring-
beam of solid timber or of woven rods. The presence of this 
wall, against which the outer ends of rafters could be anchored, 
ensured stability against sideways twisting and lateral movement 
(ibid). Such a building style may not be automatically assumed 
for the Weald, however, as evidence for roundhouse structures 
on clay is usually restricted to a penannular gully with few 
or no internal features (Stevenson 2013, 70; Woodward & 
Hughes 2007, 190–1). The presence of internal posts within 
B1 at Wickhurst Green is contrary to this theory and shows 

Fig 3.5 Plan of period 2 features

CHAPTER 3  LATER PREHISTORY



WEALDBǢRA: EXCAVATIONS AT WICKHURST GREEN

40

that the use of ring-beams and posts was evident in the Middle 
Iron Age architecture of the Low Weald. The lack of evidence 
from other buildings may be a result of differential survival on 
clay geologies as opposed to bedrock or gravels. The evidence 
is, however, restricted to the biggest and perhaps most well-
built structure within the settlement at Wickhurst Green and 
its large size may be indicative of use as a communal building 
or dwelling for an occupant (or occupants) of some status. 
As such, it may have displayed an atypical architectural style. 
Alternatively this difference may have been due to chronological 

variation. Lambrick (2009, 138) noted that from the Middle 
Iron Age deeply set earth-fast posts ceased to be such a common 
feature of house construction. B1 probably dates to the earlier 
part of the period (see below) and it is therefore possible that 
it shows a transitional building style from the preceding Early 
Iron Age. It may have been built prior to architectural changes 
suggested both on the site and within the wider south-east.

Apart from postholes, the only internal feature was a pit 
situated just east of centre within the building. As well as 49 
sherds of pottery, it contained moderate quantities of charcoal, 

Fig 3.6 Settlement 1: plan of excavated features
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and burnt sandstone fragments. A sample of the charcoal was 
dated to 370–160 cal BC and 360–110 cal BC (2179±30 BP, 
SUERC-61295 and 2161±30 BP, SUERC-61296), which, with 
the ceramics, indicates a date in the early to middle part of the 
Middle Iron Age (below, ‘Site chronology’). Similar features are 
found within earlier and contemporary roundhouses throughout 
southern England. They are often situated off-centre, clay-lined 
and filled with burnt sandstone cobbles. The linings are never 
fired and the features are thought to have been for heating 
water and boiling food (Williams 1993; Lambrick 2009, 148). 
Though this example did not include a lining, the impermeable 
nature of the underlying Weald Clay is thought to have made 
this modification redundant. Additional features included a 

posthole on the immediate exterior of the ring-gullies, as well as 
a larger group of structural features associated with the building’s 
entrance. While the former (if contemporary) may be interpreted 
as a cut for a rafter or projecting beam, the interpretation of the 
latter is more complex. Late prehistoric roundhouses are often 
accompanied by pairs of larger than average posts. These are 
usually placed outside the entrance and have been interpreted 
as porches (Lambrick 2009, 137–41). The morphology of these 
postholes often suggests that the entrances to Iron Age houses 
were emphasised to a greater extent than was required practically. 
They were usually larger than would have been necessary and 
often consisted of multiple cut features. This ‘doubling’ occurs 
so frequently that it is thought to have represented more than 
simple replacement of the original door posts (ibid, 138). An 
emphasis on wide and impressive entrances has been interpreted 
as a reflection of social distinctions within communities and may 
mark a break with the preceding Bronze Age, where roundhouse 
entrances were altogether more restricted (ibid). An accentuated 
entrance to roundhouse B1 at the site is suggested and is 
reconstructed in Fig 3.7. It is possible this both distinguished this 
building from those around it in terms of function and status 
and also served to prolong the stages of movement undertaken 
by those entering. People would start to enter in an upright 
position but gradually have to crouch down, before ducking 
under the threshold. This may have emphasised the status of 
those within, by putting visitors in less dominant position on 
entry. The protracted time over which admission was gained 
would merely serve to emphasise this process.

B2 (external diameter 7.3m, based on the most complete 
circuit) also showed possible signs of phasing, with a shift 
in its defining gullies (Fig 3.10). The earlier phase may have 
been truncated to some degree, as it was found in plan not 

Fig 3.7 Reconstruction of Settlement 1

Fig 3.8 Detailed plan of Building 1
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to extend beyond its relationship with the later feature. An 
alternative explanation for this arrangement may be that it 
formed part of a porch-like projection, or was for additional 
drainage. Perhaps strengthening the former interpretation was 
the presence of two postholes directly south of the roundhouse 
entrance. These may have represented a structural extension in 
order to meet the fenced frontage (FL1) of these buildings. The 
two smallest of this cluster of roundhouses, B3 and B4, were 
defined by two adjoining pennanular gullies, each of around 
6m diameter (Fig 3.11). These may or may not have been in 
use contemporaneously; both were filled by light brown-grey 
silt-clay with occasional inclusions of charcoal and sandstone 
fragments. It is also possible that these structures had a shared 
entrance, although three postholes in the frontage of B3, which 
may have related to a porch, perhaps contradict this theory. 
These buildings may have been structures such as storehouses, 
ancillary to the main dwelling B1. The eastern termination of 
the gully of B3 is not thought to be the result of truncation.

To the immediate south of this cluster of roundhouses 
was a square setting of postholes, Structure 1 (S1; Fig 3.6). 
These so called four-posters are characteristic features of late 

Fig 3.9 Photograph of Buildings 1 and 2 after excavation

Fig 3.10 Detailed plan of Building 2
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prehistoric settlements and although other interpretations are 
plausible they have, more often than not, been interpreted as 
raised granaries (Gent 1983, 244–52; Cunliffe 2005, 411). A 
standard four-poster, such as this, is calculated to hold between 
one and six tonnes of grain, which may have been adequate 
to supply a large extended family for a year (Gregg 1988). 
Whilst alternative interpretations are ventured for other four-
post structures (see below), the proximity of this example to 
the roundhouse settlement is thought to indicate that it was 

intended for storage of the community’s grain. This would have 
probably been for human rather than animal consumption.

Situated approximately 60m to the north of the main part 
of the settlement were the remains of B5 (maximum external 
diameter c 13.3m, external diameter of inner part of gully c 
9m). This intriguing group of features comprised a spiral gully 
filled with up to three distinct deposits (G25; Fig 3.12). It 
was deepest at its south-western ‘external’ terminus, indicating 
that the feature was intended to drain downslope to this end. 
Though the feature possibly related to a wall bedding trench, 
no post- or stakeholes were observed within its interior. Its 
sloping nature was thought to be more suited to drainage. 
The primary fill of the gully comprised mid brown-grey silt-
clay with occasional charcoal flecks. Radiocarbon dating of a 
wood charcoal sample (hazel) returned a result of 400–200 cal 
BC (2253±30 BP, SUERC-61300). This was overlain by a c 
0.10m-thick deposit of dark brown-grey silt-clay with frequent 
inclusions of charcoal (oak), a hazelnut shell fragment, and 
fired clay (including oven/kiln bars) as well as pottery and 
rare inclusions of fuel ash slag. This burnt backfill may have 
represented the destruction of an associated building or an 
intensive period of hearth/bonfire deposition. This fill was 
overlain by a shallow deposit of light blue-grey silting.

The internal circular space defined by the ‘spiral gully’ 
was occupied by a post-built structure that showed some signs 
of repair. This building can best be interpreted as a D-shaped 
example or possibly a small roundhouse with a south-east facing 
porch. Late prehistoric non-circular structures remain difficult 
to interpret; D-shaped buildings have sometimes been construed 

Fig 3.11 Detailed plan and photograph of Buildings 3 and 4
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as workshops, storehouses or open stock pens. While the former 
interpretation has been favoured, the lack of evidence for 
craft-related activities has made such associations problematic 
(Lambrick 2009, 155). The interpretation of this enigmatic 
building and some possible parallels are discussed further below 
(‘The buildings evidence: construction, use and abandonment’).

LANDSCAPE AREA 2 (LA2)
LA2, surrounding ST1, was largely characterised by an 
unenclosed, semi-cleared area of land, Open Area 2 (OA2; Fig 
3.13). This most likely represents a continuation of the open-
aspect woodland, or wood-pasture environment evidenced 
from the Middle Bronze Age (above, 3.1 and Chapter 11.8), 
and the findings of the pollen analysis were corroborated by 
the excavated charcoal assemblage (Chapter 11.7). This showed 
the presence of species-rich deciduous woodland in addition 
to taxa indicative of a more open landscape, heathland or 
scrub. As well as trees of drier, higher ground, the assemblage 
included taxa such as alder and willow, indicating the wetter 
environments and streamside habitats that bordered the area.

Three structures separate from ST1 were tentatively 
assigned to the Middle Iron Age. B6 was interpreted as a 
truncated and disturbed ring-gully. Located close to two four-
post structures, S2 and S3 (Fig 3.14), it consisted of short 
lengths of segmented ditch forming a rough semicircle. None 
of these features produced dating evidence and they have 
been associated with this phase owing to the prevalence of 
contemporary ring-gully-defined buildings and four-posters 
elsewhere on the site. Their usual interpretation as granaries 
(Bersu 1940, 97–8), while still valid, may be less likely in a 
Wealden context. Though it is possible that some limited cereal 
production was being undertaken on site, the heavy clays of the 

Fig 3.12 Detailed plan and photograph of Building 5, looking east
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region are thought not to be conducive to an economy based 
on arable production. Alternative interpretations come from 
ethnographic parallels. Fodder ricks (Reynolds 1972), platforms 
for exposing the dead (Carr & Knusel 1997) and even huts 
for sleeping, cooking or recreation have all been proposed 
(Lambrick 2009, 271). There has to date been little evidence 
for the two latter interpretations (ibid) and here the suggestion 
of fodder ricks is favoured. The Low Weald is well documented 
as a pastoral rather than arable area and in the Thames valley 
such features frequently occur on low-lying Middle Iron Age 
sites associated with the grazing of livestock (eg, Claydon Pike: 
Miles et al 2007; Mingies Ditch: Allen & Robinson 1993; and 
Port Meadow: Atkinson 1942; Lambrick & McDonald 1985). 
Nevertheless, a further explanation may be proposed. Square 
arrangements of posts have sometimes been interpreted as the 
remains of roof supports or porches for later prehistoric houses. 
This configuration has been postulated on a number of sites in 
Britain, where they are usually associated with Early Iron Age 
occupation. A number exist in Sussex, including examples at 
Park Brow, Charleston Brow, Muntham Court, Bishopstone 

and Harting Beacon (Wolseley et al 1927; Parsons & Curwen 
1933; Burstow & Holleyman 1957; Bell 1977; Bedwin 1978), 
and it may be that the examples from Broadbridge Heath 
related to similar structures. S2, S3 and B6 were located close 
to Early Iron Age feature [2668], a waterhole of ambiguous 
date (Chapter 4.2) and a profusion of undated pits and 
postholes. Some of the latter were reminiscent of structural 
types associated with early roundhouses and it is possible 
that rather than belonging to the middle part of the period 
these features actually related to an earlier Iron Age phase of 
occupation – one which left very little artefactual trace.

The only other feature remaining within OA2 was an 
isolated pit, [1000], containing the only Middle Iron Age 
placed pottery deposit from the site (Fig 3.15). This shallow, 
truncated feature incorporated a near-complete vessel lying 
on its side. It was crushed and heavily fragmented, although 
it is unclear to what extent this damage occurred through 
post-depositional processes. It seems entirely possible that it 
was intact when originally placed. The vessel was a plain jar of 
slightly ovoid shape and is of interest as it is in a completely 

Fig 3.13 Plan of Landscape Area 2 features
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different fabric to the majority of other Middle Iron Age 
pottery found at the site. It was tempered with coarse grog 
and other rare but large rock fragments and was located about 
150m from the nearest focal point of Middle Iron Age activity, 
ST1. It may therefore have been deliberately deposited in a 
liminal area beyond the domestic sphere. It seems likely that 
there was something inherently special about these rare grog-
tempered vessels during the earlier Middle Iron Age, and this is 
discussed more fully within the pottery report (Chapter 11.2).

LANDSCAPE AREAS 3 AND 4 (LA3, LA4)
These Landscape Areas were located in the eastern part of the 
site and were separated by a stream (Fig 3.16). Once again they 
were probably composed of open-aspect, grazed woodland and 
areas of grassland pasture.

OA3 was found to be devoid of archaeological features 
whereas OA4 included a number of pits, postholes and a 
ditch. A hearth or cooking pit ([4595], G36; Figs 3.16 and 
3.17) was found close to, and extending beyond, the northern 
limit of excavation. It was filled by dark deposits which 
produced a large assemblage of wood charcoal from a range 
of taxa. Environmental samples produced small amounts 
of burnt bone, wild seeds, cereal caryopses and glume bases 
(from <348>, not all identified to species, but at least two 
species present; Chapter 11.6). Dating evidence came from a 
number of Middle Iron Age sherds from a single vessel, and 
the presence of cereal grains perhaps strengthens the case for 
contemporary arable production in the vicinity (Chapter 11.8). 
Situated close by were two further pits (G364) dated by Middle 
Iron Age argillaceous wares; two 1st-century AD grog-tempered 
sherds were also present and have been interpreted as intrusive. 
One of the pits contained a ceramic spindle whorl (RF<4000>) 
corresponding to Danebury type 1, dated to 450–400 BC 
(Poole 1984, 401, 402, fig 7.46, no 7.35; Chapter 11.5). 
These features appear to have related to occupation in the area 
truncated by later period 3, phase 2 activity (associated with 
ENC8). This may account for the residual Middle Iron Age 
sherds found within this later land-use entity (Chapter 4.3, 
‘Settlement 3’).

Other features included a length of ditch (G37; Fig 3.16) 
that could not be further interpreted because of its isolated 
nature, as well as a group of poorly dated pits and postholes 
(G35; Fig 3.18). The latter clustered around the remains of a 
possible building (B7) and four-poster S4. The possible building 
B7 was defined by a semicircular ditch filled by light blue-grey 
silt-clay. It terminated in postholes filled with identical deposits, 
indicating that both elements silted contemporaneously.

Fig 3.14 Detailed plan of Building 6 and Structures 2 and 3
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S4 comprised four huge postholes and bore a resemblance 
to the so-called ‘mega-posters’, a class of feature generally 
associated with Middle Iron Age enclosures and low-lying 
pastoral settlements (Lambrick 2009, 272). These groups of 
postholes were occasionally linked by gullies, as at Mingies 
Ditch where ‘mega-posters’ were associated with a succession of 
roundhouses within a domestic enclosure (Allen & Robinson 
1993). The structures were well built and apparently capable of 
taking considerable weight. They have been variously interpreted 
as performing a storage function, as watch towers to guard 
against cattle rustlers or as ‘crushes’ for restraining individual 
animals (Lambrick 2009, 272). The presence of a ‘mega-poster’ 
perhaps strengthens the case for the identification of B7 as 
a roundhouse rather than a windbreak or other temporary 
structure. The proximity of an enclosure (ENC1) may also be of 
some significance in terms of parallels with other sites.

LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE 1 (LE1)
There was a clear lack of land division in the Middle Iron Age 
landscape at Wickhurst Green, with one significant exception. 
A large enclosure (ENC1; Fig 3.19) tentatively attributed to 
this phase was encountered towards the base of High Wood in 
the south-eastern area of the site. One ditch drained downslope 
(G38) while a second, perpendicular to the first, ran close to 
the hill’s bottom contour (G39; Figs 3.19 and 3.20). Both 
produced Middle Iron Age pottery but ditch G39, running 
around the base of the slope, was filled by deposits derived 
from waterborne silt whereas ditch G38, running down 
the hill, was filled by colluvium and deposits derived from 
weathering. Clearly, the former was subject to periodic water 
inundation, perhaps owing to the location of a nearby spring or 
stream line. Attempts to drain this area were indicated by the 
cutting of further ditches to the north of the enclosure (G40). 
These corresponded roughly with the location of an extant 
spring seen in the surface of the field as well as the head of a 
palaeochannel marked by alluvium encountered in trenches 
and stripped areas.

Evidence from excavations on the adjacent housing 
development have shown that the roughly east–west boundary 
probably continued, albeit intermittently, on to flatter land to 
the south-east. Here, a ditch with almost identical fill deposits 
to that encountered at Wickhurst Green (LWH09 G2) was 
investigated (Sheehan 2016; Fig 3.21).

This Middle Iron Age example may provide an antecedent 
for a large oval landscape feature utilised throughout later 
periods. Though boundaries might be expected at this location, 
for topographic and hydrological reasons, the fact that a Middle 
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Fig 3.15 Location, plan and section of pit [1000] and pottery vessel P11
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Iron Age phase exists where later enclosures are evidenced 
suggests ENC1 set the precedent for subsequent enclosures 
in the vicinity. In effect, it began a trend for demarcating the 
lower part of the hill at High Wood, a trend that persists into 
the modern day. Similar distinctive curving boundaries are 
a noticeable aspect of the Weald’s historic landscape and can 
easily be traced on the OS 1st edition maps (published in the 
1880s). These arc-shaped boundaries are in places respected 
by a loosely coaxial pattern of roads, fields and trackways and 
it seems that they represent an early or even primary element 
within the landscape (Chatwin & Gardiner 2005, 36).

Within ENC1 was a shallow pit with an adjacent 
posthole (G41; Fig 3.19) located approximately 75m east of 
a pennanular gully (B8; Fig 3.22), which was formed from 
three separate segments (external diameter c 10m). Together 
these are interpreted as a roundhouse with an accompanying 
drainage feature. Gully B8 was open on its north-eastern side 
and was filled by two distinct deposits. Both were derived 
from natural silting, and only the uppermost was dated by 
pottery. In addition to the ceramics, material derived from 

associated environmental samples (<227>, <228>) included 
loom weight fragments, flintwork, pieces of fired clay, charcoal 
(oak, Maloideae) and small amounts of charred grain. While 
two features were found on the gully’s edge, no internal 
evidence survived apart from a single pit, [4008]. This was 
also found to contain pottery, fired clay, structural daub with 
wattle impressions, further fragments of loom weight and 
flint. Such finds hint at the presence of occupation, which 
possibly included weaving. The Middle Iron Age sherds 
associated with the central pit were complemented by the 
radiocarbon dating of charcoal samples (350–50 cal BC and 
380–170 cal BC; 2130±30 BP, SUERC-61301 and 2197±30 
BP, SUERC-61302). It is possible that the pottery and indeed 
the burnt material associated with this building related to 
decommissioning or disuse (see below). This may account for 
the lack of associated structural features. Bedwin and Pitts 
(1978, 301) have suggested that a similar dearth of postholes 
associated with a roundhouse at North Bersted could be the 
result of posts being withdrawn from the ground and not left 
to rot in situ. This may therefore represent a deliberate act of 

Fig 3.16 Plan of Landscape Areas 3 and 4 features
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dismantling and the closing down of a site. A similar process 
was evident at Oving where a single act of site levelling was in 
evidence (Hamilton 1985).

Despite ENC1 being tentatively attributed to the Middle 
Iron Age, its dating is not without difficulty. As a whole, the 
ditches that formed this land-use entity incorporated a mixed 
pottery assemblage (Table 3.1). The problems associated with 
the phasing of ditches have been extensively explored in Chapter 
1 and will not be repeated here. Nonetheless, the potential 
importance of this group of features necessitates further 
explanation as to phasing. In terms of the dating material, 
although a few pottery sherds from G40 appear to be much later 
than the Middle Iron Age phase, most derive from intervention 
[4045]. This location showed signs of disturbance which may 
account for a noticeable ‘bulging’ of the feature in plan and the 
possible presence of an intrusive but imperceptible feature.

The existence of a roundhouse (B8) is also significant 
in relation to dating in terms of the problem of residuality. 
Whilst this building is located neatly within the corner of the 
enclosure (indicating spatial contemporaneity) the presence 

Fig 3.17 Plan, photograph and section of pit [4595], G36 (0.4m scale bar)

Fig 3.18 Detailed plan of Building 7 and Structure 4
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of the structure and debris produced by its occupants may 
have skewed the dating of the ditches. It is possible that the 
enclosure and the building were not contemporary and that 
waste produced from the building contributed to residual 
finds in later features. This said, the two interventions which 
produced the most Middle Iron Age sherds ([3516], G39 and 
[4006], G40) were not actually in the immediate vicinity of 
the roundhouse or other known Middle Iron Age features 

and would therefore not have been so likely to collect residual 
sherds as interventions in closer proximity to the building. The 
apparent uncertainty surrounding the dating of this enclosure 
was further compounded by the limits of the excavation area. 
Investigation of the entire circuit of the ditches was not possible 
and whilst a Middle Iron Age date has been proposed, later 
Iron Age, Roman or even early medieval foundations remain 
possible. The context of this significant feature is discussed 

Fig 3.19 Location and plan of Landscape Enclosure 1

Table 3.1 The pottery assemblage from Enclosure 1 by group (SC = sherd count; Wt = weight)

Primary land use Group Parent context no Context no SC Wt (g) Fabric Fabric grouping State

ENC1 38 [3986] [3987] 1 <2 GROG2 grog-tempered abraded

ENC1 38 [4055] [4056] 2 4 CALC2 MIA fabrics

ENC1 38 [4063] [4065] 1 6 QUAR2 MIA fabrics

ENC1 39 [3516] [3517] 2 8 CALC2 MIA fabrics

ENC1 40 [4045] [4046] 4 12 GROG1 grog-tempered

ENC1 40 [4006] [4007] 4 8 CALC2 MIA fabrics

ENC1 40 [4045] [4046] 1 <2 SAND1 post-Conquest
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more fully below and its implications for our understanding of 
the historic landscape are explored in Chapter 12.

SATELLITE OF THE WEALD: A PASTORAL 
SETTLEMENT AND ENCLOSURE OF THE 
EARLIER MIDDLE IRON AGE
The evidence presented above provides a glimpse of a new 
chapter in Wealden studies. Along with a growing number of 
sites from Kent and Surrey (eg, Stevenson 2013; Swift in prep), 
Wickhurst Green has demonstrated that the Low Weald was, 
at least in places, a well-settled landscape during the Middle 
Iron Age. There is evidence not only for domestic architecture, 
including possible specialised buildings (see below), but also for 
enclosure. This took place in an environment that contrary to 
popular belief was not a wet, thickly wooded clayland, but an 
attractive wood-pasture with indications of grassland and even 
arable production. In order fully to understand the implications 
of this it is first necessary to place the activity within a time 
frame. This relies on the ceramic evidence and a programme of 

radiocarbon dating, which it is hoped will demonstrate the site’s 
chronological niche in our developing knowledge of the region.

SITE CHRONOLOGY
Anna Doherty

Radiocarbon dates were obtained from elements of three 
different Iron Age buildings: B1, B5 and B8. These three 
structures all produced moderate assemblages of pottery 
(between 74 and 183 sherds), which together account for over 
half of the stratified Middle Iron Age sherds, including most 
of the diagnostic material. The amount of pottery recovered 
from the actual radiocarbon-dated contexts was rather smaller, 
with few feature sherds represented; however, assemblages 
from all three appear fairly representative of the Middle Iron 
Age assemblage as a whole, being entirely undecorated and 
composed for the most part of argillaceous rock-tempered wares.

The relevant associations between Middle Iron Age pottery 
and radiocarbon dates from the site are as follows: fill [947] 
from the central pit of B1 produced 49 sherds, including a 
substantial part of the profile from a bead-rimmed jar (P2; 

Fig 3.20 Map showing Landscape Enclosure 1 in relation to topography and hydrology
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Fig 11.4) associated with two fragments of charcoal dated 
to 370–160 cal BC and 360–110 cal BC (2179±30 BP, 
SUERC-61295 and 2161±30 BP, SUERC-61296); fill [3048] 
from ring-ditch G25 of B5 yielded 13 body sherds, associated 
with one date (400–200 cal BC, 2253±30 BP, SUERC-61300), 
the other attempted determination having failed owing to 
insufficient carbon; and fill [4009], an internal pit within B8, 
produced 25 body sherds associated with two charcoal samples 
dated to 350–50 cal BC and 380–170 cal BC (2130±30 BP, 
SUERC-61301 and 2197±30 BP, SUERC-61302).

It should be noted here that the dates are all provided 
by associated charcoal rather than by carbonised residues on 

pottery sherds (none were present). It is always possible that 
fills of individual pits or ditches may incorporate material 
of different ages and, looking at the wider assemblages from 
these buildings, we should remember that individual elements 
of a single structure may have been deposited at different 
times during its construction, use or decommissioning. The 
radiocarbon results do not therefore provide unambiguous 
dating evidence for the ceramic assemblage; however, it is 
notable that they do seem to point fairly consistently to dates 
of deposition in the early/mid 4th to the late 3rd/early 2nd 
centuries BC: that is, broadly in the early to middle part of the 
Middle Iron Age.

Fig 3.21 Landscape Enclosure 1 in relation to Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6) and excavations east of the A24 (with conjecture)
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To date, very little pottery of the period has been 
excavated, analysed or published from the western part of the 
Weald. One of the only substantial assemblages, from Horley, 
is of very different character and probably wholly later than 

that from Wickhurst Green (approximately late 2nd to mid 1st 
centuries BC). The fabrics in the Horley assemblage are largely 
sandy with some glauconitic and flint-tempered wares as well 
as a few contemporary grog-tempered fabrics. Although some 

Fig 3.22 Detailed plan, sections and photographs of Building 8 and Enclosure 1 (0.4m scale bars)
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of the differences in fabric type may reflect localised resource 
procurement rather than chronological variation, the Horley 
forms are also much more dominated by sinuous S-profile jars 
and there is some use of decoration, including one example 
made with a roulette (Doherty in prep b).

Consequently we have to look outside the region for 
relevant dating parallels. One of the most striking – and 
probably most chronologically significant – aspects of the 
Wickhurst Green Middle Iron Age assemblage is its complete 
lack of decoration. In other areas, increasing use of tooled 
decorative motifs appears to be a chronological trend in the 
so-called ‘saucepan continuum’ from central southern Britain. 
At Danebury, decoration was absent from the earliest Middle 
Iron Age, dated c 400–300 BC, but increased in the subsequent 
phase, c 300–50 BC (Cunliffe 1984b, 242, 324). It has also 
been suggested that decorated Middle Iron Age assemblages 
from the Sussex Coastal Plain are generally late (eg, Hamilton 
1985, 225). To the north-west of Broadbridge Heath, pottery 
from the three Surrey hillforts, Hascombe, Holmbury and 
Anstiebury, features quite a high proportion of decorated 
vessels. A large number of relatively late radiocarbon dates 
are available from Hascombe, although there has been some 
question about how reliably these date the pottery (Seager 
Thomas 2010, 15).

In East Sussex, the only radiocarbon dates associated with 
Middle Iron Age pottery, from Norton, are comparatively 
early. One date of 550–200 cal BC (GU-11245) was associated 
with large undecorated sherds (Seager Thomas 2005, fig 15, 
1–4) and another of 400–200 cal BC (GU-11244) came from 
a directly overlying midden group, which included only one 
illustrated decorated piece. By contrast, Middle/Late Iron Age 
assemblages from Bishopstone and St Anne’s Road, Eastbourne 
(Hamilton 1977; Barber 2016) contain a great proportion 
of highly decorated vessels and, in a few features, there were 
associations between assemblages of this type and potin coins, 
dated to the late 2nd/early 1st century BC. At both St Anne’s 
Road and at Lewes House (Barber 2016; Doherty in prep c) 
highly decorated assemblages were also frequently associated 
with grog-tempering, another possible indicator of Middle to 
Late Iron Age dating. At Wickhurst Green, it is notable that 
even the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British assemblage is 
relatively sparsely decorated and, with the exception of two 
sherds which were probably residual in period 3, phase 2, seems 
completely to lack typical Middle/Late Iron Age decorative 
motifs such as infilled or rouletted arcs.

Sherds from a single grog-tempered vessel were found in 
the ring-gully of B1 at Wickhurst Green, although given all the 

other dating evidence it seems possible that they were intrusive. 
There are strong hints that there was a substantial hiatus in 
activity between Middle and Late Iron Age activity, with these 
two assemblages being of entirely different composition. Instead 
of gradually declining levels of argillaceous rock-tempered wares, 
for example, there is a very sudden reduction in these fabrics 
from c 90% of the assemblage in period 2 to less than 5% at the 
beginning of period 3, whereas if occupation were continuous, a 
more gradual shift would be expected.

THE BUILDINGS EVIDENCE: CONSTRUCTION, USE 
AND ABANDONMENT
With Anna Doherty
Contemporary settlement architecture is rare for Sussex in 
general and roundhouse examples have to date been mostly 
restricted to the Coastal Plain. At the North Bersted excavation 
of the 1970s evidence was limited to a single pennanular gully 
of c 6m diameter interpreted as a wall bedding trench (Bedwin 
& Pitts 1978). During later excavations in the area, evidence 
of Middle Iron Age roundhouses was restricted to two partial 
ring-gullies (10313 and 600) with projected diameters of 
9m and 7.6m respectively (Taylor et al 2014, 39, 50). The 
more certain example, 10313, was associated with internal 
postholes whereas 600, which was only tentatively identified 
as a roundhouse, had none (ibid, 50). A roundhouse was 
evidenced by a pennanular, slightly smaller (7m projected 
diameter) gully at Copse Farm Oving. In contrast to Bedwin 
and Pitts’ building at North Bersted (1978), a number of 
postholes were associated with this structure, although it was 
not fully exposed (Bedwin & Holgate 1985; Hamilton 2003, 
78). Five unenclosed, post-built roundhouses attributed to 
the Middle Iron Age were encountered at Westhampnett. 
These had diameters varying between 5.5m and 8m. Only 
one of the structures was excavated and none of the features 
produced dating evidence (Fitzpatrick et al 2008, 150–3). If 
the phasing of these roundhouses is correct, they provide both 
a chronologically and geographically comparable site to the 
13 or more roundhouses excavated at nearby Lavant (Kenny 
1993). All the buildings from this site, which is yet to be 
published, appeared to be post-built without defining gullies 
(ibid). At Titnore Lane, Goring the three or possibly four 
roundhouses of Middle Iron Age date showed signs of a high 
degree of longevity and, despite being partially truncated by 
later phases of rebuild, were probably constructed of elements 
that left both postholes and short gully sections (Clarke 2012). 
Rarer examples of rectangular buildings have also come to light 
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during large-scale investigations of a block of downland at 
Peacehaven, East Sussex (Hart 2015, 173–7).

Beyond Sussex, it has been observed that Middle Iron Age 
roundhouses of the Thames valley tend to lack evidence for 
earth-fast posts (Lambrick 2009, 138), but this is at variance 
to as-yet-unpublished examples from Horley (Surrey) which 
show a good deal more evidence for structural features (Swift in 
prep). This said, the atypical amount of internal features from 
Horley may be due to the settlement’s comparatively late date. 
This phase of activity encompasses the 2nd to 1st centuries BC 
(ibid) and as such is not contemporary with the evidence from 
Wickhurst Green.

A clear feature of the buildings architecture from 
Wickhurst Green is the marked variety in roundhouse 
structural forms. In B1, for instance, we have the first Sussex 
Middle Iron Age example displaying strong indications for an 
internal ring of earth-fast posts. Whilst this proved to be larger 
and more impressive than many buildings excavated elsewhere 
on site, it was augmented by structures that seem much more 
typical of the period. B2, B3, B4 and B8 showed a distinct 
lack of structural evidence as well as the characteristically 
penannular, rather than complete or near-complete, gullies. The 
slighter structural evidence of these examples could have been 
bound up with such variables as social status, wall construction, 
functionality, intended duration and the whims or skills of 
the builders. Though they may not have been on the scale of 
or possibly built to the same standard as B1, they were wholly 
more impressive than B6 or B7, which may not have related to 
roundhouses at all.

Though the spiral gully of B5 could have related to a wall 
bedding trench no associated post- or stakeholes were observed. 
This may be because of the unsuitability of Weald Clay for 
revealing ephemeral structural evidence. 
If the building was constructed using 
a post-in-gully technique the internal 
postholes would relate to roof supports. 
This said, B5 is more likely to have 
represented a D-shaped structure (Fig 
3.23). Within the Thames valley such 
buildings are usually of Late Bronze 
Age–Early Iron Age date (Lambrick 
2009, 153); a Middle Iron Age example 
has been tentatively identified at 
Shorncote (Hearne & Heaton 1994; 
Hearne & Adam 1999) while at 
Farmoor a more certain Middle Iron 

Age semicircular building was enclosed by a small penannular 
gully. This abutted a larger horseshoe-shaped enclosure or 
pen (Lambrick 1979). Similarly shaped structures of Middle 
Iron Age date do not currently exist from the Wealden region 
and this is probably due to the general dearth of later 1st-
millennium BC settlement sites from the south-east as a whole. 
The nearest D-shaped building is a Late Bronze Age example 
from Peacehaven on the South Downs (Hart 2015, 108–9).

The strongest parallel for the spiral form of gully, which 
defines the area occupied by B5, is to be found in the so-called 
‘snail-shaped’ buildings of North Wales. The first of these to 
be recognised was Structure 1 at Bryn y Castell, Gwynedd 
(Crew 1984; 1985; 1987), constructed within a small hillfort. 
Of a similar size and shape in plan to B5, although later in 
date (Late Iron Age to Romano-British), it was built in stone 
without a defining ditch. It did, however, replace a timber-built 
predecessor which returned from its central hearth a much 
earlier radiocarbon date of 230±100 BC (revised to 320±110 
BC, HAR 6234; calibrated after Clark 1975) (Crew 1987, 
93, 99). The orientation of the later snail-shaped structure 
was positioned so as to face south-west, the direction of the 
prevailing wind. This alignment, which was shared by the gully 
entrance of B5, was thought by Crew to be intended to improve 
the ventilation of the structure (ibid, 93). The atypical entrance 
arrangement may have been designed to limit sunlight into the 
interior. This would have created a dark working environment 
necessary for judging stages in the metalworking process with 
which the building was associated (ibid). A further example, 
of similar morphology, was identified at a nearby settlement at 
Trwstyllan (ibid), which led Crew to search for other examples 
in published literature elsewhere. Among them are a double-
walled roundhouse at Braich y Dinas Hillfort, Penmaenmawr 

Fig 3.23 Suggested reconstruction of Building 5
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(Hughes 1912) and structure J1 at Crawcwellt (Crew 1998, 23). 
Another parallel claimed by Crew was a hut at the large hillfort 
of Garn Boduan on the Llŷn Peninsula (Hogg 1960), although 
the similarities are not as immediately apparent.

Despite the fact that only a few pieces of fuel ash slag (which 
are not diagnostic of process) were associated with B5 (along 
with much evidence of burning), smithing-related activities 
would not perhaps be out of place in an iron-bearing region 
such as the Weald. Ironworking activity was associated with 
roundhouse structures of later date at the site (Chapter 4.3, 
‘Settlement 3’) and although B5 has been interpreted as a ditch 
or gully it is possible that the defining spiral feature was related 
to a structural slot for continuous walling. This would provide 
even stronger parallels with Structure 1 at Bryn y Castell, as 
would the presence of mass walling. Mass walling is not favoured 
in this context, however, simply because of spatial limitations in 
both the interior and the entrance arrangement.

Though a specialised smithy, analogous 
to the snail-shaped buildings of North Wales, 
is the author’s most favoured interpretation, 
other industrial uses could also be proposed. 
Such usage would fit with the style of D-shaped 
buildings, which are often interpreted as 
workshops (Lambrick 2009, 155). If an open 
or semi-open front was evident, as seems 
likely, this would be beneficial not only for the 
smithing outlined above but also for other craft-
related activities that involved fire and required 
ventilation. Oven/kiln bars were recovered 
among the burnt debris within the defining 
gully and it is possible, although the evidence 
is limited, that this structure was also utilised 
for pottery production or, perhaps more likely, 
cooking (see below).

Apart from industrial and craft-related 
activities, there are many other functions for 
which B5 may have been used. Two structures 
from Brisley Farm on the Kentish Weald Clay 
(S17 and S18: Stevenson 2013, 100–2), despite 
being of Late Iron Age date, show some similar 
morphology to B5 at Wickhurst Green. They 
were interpreted as animal pens rather than 
buildings on account of their unusual form and it 
is possible that the atypical entrance arrangement 
of B5 was similarly related to the controlled 
movement of livestock. If animals were entering 
B5 at Wickhurst Green, they were probably not 

coming out again, at least not alive. The entrance arrangement 
would be suited to moving animals into the building but 
would make it difficult for animals to exit. Another building 
analogous to B5 is known from the Middle Iron Age phase 
of Winnall Down near Winchester, Hampshire (Structure 
E: Fasham 1985, 19–20, figs 15 and 17). It consisted of 
two discontinuous lengths of gully, which were described as 
looking in plan like a question mark (Fig 3.24). The gullies 
were clearly utilised as wall trenches and associations with a 
contemporary pit full of cattle and horse bones, which showed 
signs of stripping and dismemberment of the carcass, indicate 
that Structure E was used as a specialised butchery (ibid, 130; 
Maltby 1985, 104–5).

Though disturbed by later remains, a further possibly 
analogous structure, defined by a spiral or oval gully, was 
indicated by RG15 at the Daventry International Rail Freight 

Wickhurst Green 
B5

Winnall Down 
Structure E

Fig 3.24 Plan of Building 5 at Wickhurst Green in comparison to Structure E at Winnall Down, 
Hampshire (after Fasham 1985, fig 17)
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Terminal (DIRFT), Northamptonshire (Chapman 2015, 38; 
Masefield 2015, 34–9, 291). This building was situated close 
to an unusual north-west-facing ring-gully (RG6) interpreted 
as the location of a shrine (ibid, 291) and was atypical for the 
wider DIRFT settlement, which had large numbers of standard 
ring-gully-defined roundhouses. The gully neatly encompassed 
a tree throw and the author speculated that this may have 
been a deliberate ‘ritual’ association (ibid, 38, 291). Though 
such connotations are difficult to confirm archaeologically, 
it is possible that they applied to B5 at Wickhurst Green. If 
this interpretation is correct it may not preclude ironworking 
associations since it is probable that at this early date the 
ironworking process was surrounded with secrecy and 
exclusivity (Hamilton & Gregory 2000, 70). The atypical form 
of B5, together with its deliberately concealed entrance and 
marginal location, may have been intentional – both because of 
its function and to add to its air of mystery.

As is clear from the above discussion, interpretations 
of functionality within a group of buildings present 
many problems. Any attempts are reliant on associated 
artefactual and environmental evidence as well as 
on parallels in morphology. In terms of the other 
buildings encountered at Wickhurst Green, a similar 
example to B2 has been excavated at Shorncote Quarry, 
Gloucestershire (Brossler et al 2002; Fig 3.25). Here 
there seem to have been comparable difficulties in 
identifying whether the additional gully projection was 
contemporary with the main ring. Such dualism may be 
a reflection of different functionality, one structure being 
used for food preparation and craft activities, the other 
for consumption (ibid, 81). This has been demonstrated 
at Winnal Down, Hampshire (Parker Pearson 1996, 
117–33) and may provide a ready interpretation for the 
arrangement of B3 and B4, which also have parallels in 
the Thames valley at Salmonsbury and Claydon Pike 
(Dunning 1976; Allen et al 1984).

Apart from noting a correspondence with the 
well-established trend for easterly and south-easterly 
entrances (see Masefield 2015, table 6.6), it is not the 
intention to repeat here discussions relating cosmology 
to the roundhouses at Wickhurst Green. Such 
interpretations are fraught with difficulty (Pope 2007) 
and it is beyond the scope of this publication, as well as 
the available evidence, to discuss the use of space in such 
terms. There are, however, some indications that there 
were culturally defined customs or practices determining 
how pottery was being deposited in relation to the 

buildings at the site. A large proportion of the assemblage (c 
71% of estimated vessels from period 2) came from just three 
structures. Within the main cluster, only the largest building, 
B1, produced any quantity of pottery, while the other buildings  
produced fairly substantial groups, B5 and B8, were both 
stand-alone structures. Some Middle Iron Age buildings and 
lighter structures, by contrast, including B6, B7, S1, S2, S3 and 
S4, were entirely devoid of pottery.

In interpreting this evidence, it is important to consider 
when in a building’s life the pottery is likely to have been 
deposited. Looking more closely at individual stratigraphic 
elements, it is striking that about three-quarters of the pottery 
from buildings was recovered from the ring-gullies rather 
than from internal pits or structural posts. Synthetic study 
of building evidence from the Thames region suggests that 
continuous wall trenches might have been used for closely set 
load-bearing posts, particularly in some large Early to Middle 

Wickhurst 
Green B2

Shorncote Quarry 
house gully [1611] 

area of burnt limestone
tree-throw hole

Fig 3.25 Plan of Building 2 at Wickhurst Green in comparison to house gully [1611] at 
Shorncote Quarry, Gloucestershire (after Brossler et al ,2002)
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Iron Age roundhouses; later, ring-grooves for vertical planking 
or poles may also have been used (Lambrick 2009, 133–5). 
If a ring-gully is interpreted as a construction-related feature, 
it seems unlikely that it could have collected finds whilst the 
building was in use. Many roundhouses may, however, have 
been constructed either with mass walling (which did not 
require foundations) or as lighter integrated structures that 
needed few substantial posts (ibid). In these cases, the ring-
gully is traditionally interpreted as a drainage feature, though 
some have suggested that it may have served symbolically to 
delineate a space in which the house stood (eg, Woodward & 
Hughes 2007, 191). Such features would clearly have been 
open during the building’s life, but they would probably have 
been kept clean in order to function. Again, it seems unlikely 
that they would have been used for day-to-day disposal of 
domestic waste during the building’s period of use.

One possibility is that pottery was deposited during 
construction. In clusters of buildings like B1–B4, it is 
conceivable that not all buildings were directly contemporary, 
but that one was constructed as another was dismantled. In this 
scenario, deposition in construction trenches could represent 
expedient rubbish disposal or perhaps a more deliberate act, 
using broken domestic objects to create a link between the 
old and new phases of occupation. On the other hand, two 
of the more finds-rich structures, B5 and B8, appear to have 
been more isolated, suggesting that there was less likely to have 
been domestic material to hand during their construction. It 
is perhaps more probable that most of the pottery deposited in 
this phase related to decommissioning or disuse of buildings.

Functional and spatial analysis of finds assemblages 
deposited as or after buildings went out of use is tricky (Pope 
2007, 208–9). It is possible that occupation material used 
within a house was spread into negative archaeological features 
as the structure was taken down or rotted away; it seems 
unlikely that food remains and broken pottery would be 
disposed of inside the house. If more than one contemporary 
building stood in a concentrated area, as may have been 
the case with B1–B4, there could have been communal 
arrangements for the disposal of refuse and it is perfectly 
possible that an artefact found in a house-related context was 
never used in the building whilst it stood. It is interesting to 
note that most pottery-producing features in period 2 tended 
to contain small to moderate groups of fragmented sherds from 
a relatively low number of individual vessels – usually fewer 
than six – with no sherd links identified between features. 
The relatively small but relatively unmixed nature of these 
assemblages tends to suggest that the sherds had not come from 

long-lived middens but were perhaps picked up fairly directly 
from thinner spreads of primary rubbish in the immediate 
vicinity of the houses.

Given the modest quantities of material recovered from 
Middle Iron Age buildings at Wickhurst Green, it is difficult to 
determine whether these acts of deposition were simply a by-
product of backfilling or silting with material which happened 
to contain occupation debris or whether they had some 
considered, ritual or cultural purpose. The latter can certainly 
not be ruled out. It is worth noting that at Horley the pottery 
was also found disproportionately within roundhouse ring-
gullies, suggesting that this pattern of deposition was recurrent 
rather than entirely random (Doherty in prep b). Many papers 
have drawn attention to links between domestic, agricultural 
and human life cycles in Iron Age society, suggesting that 
deposition of used domestic objects at the end of a period of 
household occupation may have been seen as an integral part 
of the cycles of life, death, fertility and renewal (eg, Parker 
Pearson 1996, 125–7; Fitzpatrick 1997a, 79). It may therefore 
be significant that B1, B5 and B8 yielded much more pottery 
than the other structures. Perhaps as a house was dismantled or 
abandoned, objects that belonged to it and its occupants were 
very deliberately selected as part of a closing ritual. This may 
not have happened in every case and it may be too simplistic to 
suggest that buildings without pottery, such as B6 and B7, were 
therefore not domestic in character. Nevertheless, there was a 
marked absence of pottery from lighter structures, like S1, S2, 
S3 and S4, which were clearly not dwellings.

Even if the finds do have a direct link with the buildings in 
which they were found, the pottery assemblage is unfortunately 
very homogeneous with a narrow range of fabrics, forms and 
size ranges and no decoration at all. If there were functional 
differences between individual Middle Iron Age structures, as 
the form of B5 in particular might suggest, then the pottery 
assemblage does not provide much insight on this subject.

AN EARLY LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE
It has been demonstrated in the south-east of the site that 
there was a significant enclosure, possibly dating from the 
Middle Iron Age (above, ‘Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1)’). This 
consisted of an intermittent ditch, which encircled the bottom 
of High Wood, and an internal boundary that radiated from 
the summit. Later evidence for parallel enclosures exists from 
the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period through to 
the modern day and this suggests that a tradition of enclosing 
this area was a long-lived feature of the historic landscape 
(Chapter 12.1). Though similar ditches were not recorded 
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during fieldwork south of the River Arun (Stevens 2015), the 
existence of a possible oval descendant (within the cartographic 
record; Figs 3.26 and 3.27) may imply that the Middle Iron 
Age example was of similar morphology. This is of course 
speculation, but even if the enclosure extended only around 
the base of the hill to join with the River Arun (as seems likely 
given the presence of palaeochannels to the west), it would 
still have comprised an oval enclosure with the southern and 
western parts defined by watercourses. In addition to the 
ditches associated with this phase, it is possible that features 
assigned to the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period 
(ENC3) were actually part of the Middle Iron Age enclosure 
system (Chapters 4.2 and 12.1).

As has been mentioned, arc-shaped or oval boundaries 
are a feature of the Western Weald (English 1997; Chatwin & 
Gardiner 2005) and this is especially true of areas close to the 
River Arun (ibid, 36). If the oval landscape feature depicted 
on both the tithe and the early OS 1st edition map (Figs 3.26 
and 3.27)) can indeed be used as a rough guide to the extent 
of the Middle Iron Age enclosure, an elliptical area of roughly 
160 acres (65ha) can be proposed. This is slightly larger than 
the similar examples noted by Chatwin and Gardiner (2005, 
36), which usually measured 100 acres but could be as small as 
22 acres or as large as 150 acres. A closer point of comparison 
between this tentatively suggested example at Wickhurst Green 
and those identified by Chatwin and Gardiner is the fact that 
it bordered the River Arun on its western and southern sides as 
well as an ancient droveway, ‘Old Wickhurst Lane’ (Chapter 7) 
to the north-west. This is a typical feature of these arc-shaped 
boundaries, which are often bounded by roads, streams or 
tracks (ibid). Indeed, Chatwin and Gardiner (2005, 37) would 
probably have mapped this example had it not been for the 
presence of a medieval deer park in the documentary record. 
These elements of the historic landscape can leave similar 
boundaries but in the excavated evidence from Wickhurst 
Green, the earliest in a long tradition of enclosures (ENC1) may 
have pre-dated any mention of a park by around 1600 years.

It is very likely that at least some of these oval landscape 
enclosures were created before the large-scale development of 
the Low Wealden landscape and it is almost certain that they 
were utilised in both early and later medieval exploitation 
of the area (English 1997; Chatwin & Gardiner 2005, 47; 
Margetts 2017a; in prep). Similar enclosures have been found 
as far away as Lancashire, where they existed in a landscape 
that shows a high degree of continuity (Atkin 1985). Here, as 
in Sussex (Margetts 2017a; in prep), they have been associated 
with medieval livestock establishments, although some showed 

signs of Roman origins and even prehistoric antecedents were 
proposed (Atkin 1985, 177). Such enclosures are not a feature 
only of wooded landscapes – they have been recognised in 
both wetland and moorland, where they represent the most 
convenient shape for an early ‘intake’ from the waste (Rippon 
2000, 156).

The Wickhurst Green enclosure may, in some respects, be 
at variance with the majority of instances outlined above, in 
that it was clearly related to a prominent hill (above, ‘Landscape 
Enclosure 1 (LE1)’ and Chapter 12.1). Immediate parallels 
for such activity include the ‘ranch boundaries’ and ‘hilltop 
enclosures’ of central southern Britain (Cunliffe 2005). Despite 
an earlier date (Late Bronze Age–Early Iron Age) being generally 
accepted for the latter group, they do share some similar 
morphological characteristics with the suggested enclosure at 
Wickhurst Green. Whilst some, like Harting Beacon, West 
Sussex, are roughly oval ridgetop enclosures (Bedwin 1978, fig 
2), others, like Walbury, Berkshire (Cotton 1962, 42) or Bindon 
Hill, Dorset (RCHME 1970, 489–92), are ‘vast and straggling 
with slight defences’ (Cunliffe 2005, 378). The function of 
these early hilltop enclosures is imprecise; evidence for sporadic 
occupation, an association with four-post structures and the 
accumulation of ‘midden’ material (from Balksbury, Hampshire: 
Elllis & Rawlings 2001) all indicate traditional interpretations 
as pastoral enclosures (Bradley 1971, 17–18; Bedwin 1984; 
Cunliffe 2005, 382; Hamilton 2003, 76).

One example cited above, Balksbury Camp, may provide 
a good topographic parallel (if not a chronological one) for 
the enclosure at Wickhurst Green (Fig 3.28). This univallate 
‘plateau enclosure’ was constructed on a low spur (91m OD) 
at the junction of the Rivers Anton and Anna (Wainwright & 
Davies 1995). Proximate to this example is Danebury. Here a 
further analogous enclosure, this time associated with linear 
ranch boundaries, has been shown to encircle the hill prior 
to the fort’s construction (Cunliffe 1984a, 22 fig. 1.3; 2005, 
589). Perhaps these parallels should not be considered merely 
in terms of temporal difference but in relation to a shared 
functionality. That is, if (as seems most likely) the Wickhurst 
Green enclosure dated to the Middle Iron Age, it performed 
some similar task to early hilltop enclosures. It was certainly 
not a defensible site, consisting basically of a ditch and slight 
bank (perhaps topped by a hedge). As well as rising, freer-
draining land on the slopes of a hill, it probably also enclosed 
flat, well-watered pasture on the northern banks of the River 
Arun. It had notable gaps in its circuit, possibly intended to 
facilitate ready access from surrounding areas. Similar examples 
found in other parts of the country have been interpreted as 
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Fig 3.26 Oval enclosure on the Horsham (1844), Sullington (1840) and Itchingfield (1831) tithe maps
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winter enclosures associated with expanses of open summer 
grazing (Atkin 1985, 177). Herds would need to be rounded 
up for sorting, castrating and culling, which is most likely to 
have been a communal activity (Cunliffe 2005, 382). A large 
late Middle Iron Age curvilinear enclosure has been related to 

coralling at Brisley Farm on the Kentish Weald Clay (Stevenson 
2013, 40; Fig 3.29). This example referenced Late Bronze Age–
Early Iron Age boundaries and, despite an apparent hiatus in 
activity, it is likely that earlier landscape divisions survived to 
some degree and exerted influence over later patterns of land 
use (ibid, 45–8).

Excavations associated with the Daventry International 
Freight Terminal (Masefield 2015) encountered a set of 
curving ranch boundaries surrounding areas of dense Iron 
Age settlement. These boundaries and/or tracks served to 
link upland pastures with lower-lying river valleys and it was 
postulated that they represented a landscape-scale enclosure. 
The boundaries may have surrounded an expanse of enclosed 
or semi-enclosed grassland around which settlement sites 
were scattered. It is possible that the ‘hamlets’ were utilising 
the area as ‘common pasture’ with a collective responsibility 
for combined herds (ibid, 277). More similar, in terms of 
morphology to the suggested enclosure at Wickhurst Green, 
is a large oval enclosure identified at Charlton during an aerial 
photographic study of Northamptonshire (Deegan & Foard 
2007). This feature had notable gaps within its circuit as well 
as a large funnelled entrance on its north-eastern corner. This 
led into a small valley from higher ground (Fig 3.30). Though 
this feature remains undated through excavation, it appears to 
pre-date the imposition of a rectilinear landscape of Iron Age/
Roman date. The enclosure was proximate to the Iron Age 
hillfort of Rainsborough, which had a full view of its interior 
(ibid, 89).

Perhaps the hillfort links discussed above may not be too 
far-fetched in the context of Wickhurst Green. An undated 

Fig 3.27 Plan of Enclosure 1 in relation to the Ordnance Survey 1st edition 
map (1875–6)
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Fig 3.28 Plan of Balksbury Camp, Hampshire (© Historic England)
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Fig 3.29 Plan of the Middle Iron Age ‘corral’ at Brisley Farm, Kent  
(after Stevenson 2013, fig 3.13)
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univallate enclosure is recorded about two-thirds of the way up 
the hill, following the 45m contour (West Sussex HER 5816). 
During the desk-based assessment this feature was related to 
a post-medieval leat shown on historic mapping (Ordnance 
Survey 1912 edition; James 2007). This earthwork bounded 
an area of cropmarks apparent on aerial photographs (Fig 
3.31). These are thought (but not proven) to correspond with a 
noticeable shelf on the side of the hill, which might reflect the 
junction between the Weald Clay and its capping of Paludina 
Limestone. This geological break might have been modified 
subsequently by 20th-century activity (ibid), but it is also 
possible (though unlikely) that there is another explanation. 
Two fields incorporating the name ‘Castle’ exist on the 1831 
Itchingfield tithe map adjoining the south of High Wood (land 
parcels 52 and 52a; Fig 3.26). Though it is more probable that 
they relate to a newly found, or yet to be discovered, medieval 
moated site within the Arun flood plain (Margetts 2017b), it 
is also possible that they reference an earlier earthwork at High 
Wood (below).
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Fig 3.30 Plan of a probable 
Iron Age oval enclosure at 
Charlton, Northamptonshire. 
It may have continued in use 
in the Anglo-Saxon period 
(Deegan & Foard 2007) 
(figure by Alison Deegan; © 
Historic England)

cropmarks

HER 5816

Fig 3.31 Aerial photograph showing cropmarks and the location of 
univallate enclosure HER 5816  
(aerial photograph MAL/69037, frame 197 (09/04/1969), supplied by the 
National Monuments Record; © West Sussex County Council)
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The Middle Iron Age is a well-attested period of hillfort 
development in the region. While the downland examples 
have been viewed as central places (Cunliffe 1991, 354; 
2005, 388), this has been based on Wessex analogies that 
may not be suitable for Sussex (Hamilton 2003). These 
instances lack evidence for occupation, production and 
exchange, and a consistent downslope location of their 
ramparts monumentalises, rather than obscures, their interiors 
(Hamilton 1998; Drewett & Hamilton 1999; Hamilton & 
Manley 2001). Away from the downland, there is significant 
evidence for hillfort construction in the Weald and on the 
Surrey Greensand. Philpots (Curwen & Curwen 1925), 
Piper’s Copse (Winbolt 1936), Garden Hill (Money 1977) 
and Saxonbury (Winbolt 1930a) occupy discreet locations, 
whereas the Greensand examples, Holmbury (Winbolt 1930b), 
Hascombe (Winbolt 1932) and Anstiebury (Thompson 1979), 
have far-reaching views (Hamilton & Manley 2001). Though 
the earliest of these, Hascombe and Holmbury, may be of 
later date (2nd century BC) than the activity at Wickhurst 
Green (Seager Thomas 2010) they were clearly sited to observe 
activity within the Wealden interior and perhaps worked as 
a pair (Judie English, pers comm). Indeed, viewshed analysis 
taken from the summit of High Wood shows that all three 
Greensand hillforts are visible from this location (Figs 3.32 and 
3.33). It is easy to imagine lines of communication between 
the hillforts and ‘satellite’ or ‘parent’ elevated locations within 
the Wealden interior, perhaps via a system of beacons, as has 

been demonstrated on the Welsh borders by the ‘Hillfort 
Glow’ project (Robinson & Soper 2011). If the evidence from 
Wickhurst Green articulates with any of the region’s hillforts, 
however, the earlier examples of Chanctonbury or Wolstonbury 
could have been equally likely.

SITE FUNCTION, AGRARIAN ECONOMY, TRADE 
AND EXCHANGE
With Anna Doherty
As well as the domestic settlement indicated by the roundhouse 
remains, the site is dominated by a large enclosure. That this 
landscape feature was probably related to pastoral activities has 
already been discussed. It had access to rich riverine pasture 
as well as higher, drier ground, which would be desirable in 
winter. The Weald Clay has a predilection for waterlogging 
and subsequent poaching by livestock. This was best avoided 
by access to well-drained areas and/or the winter housing and 
corralling of livestock. The rise of so-called ‘banjo’ enclosures 
in Wessex has been seen as a switch back to an emphasis on 
pastoralism during the Middle Iron Age (Cunliffe 2005, 428) 
and this is an activity that is highly suited to the Wealden 
environment. It is impossible to be sure which species made 
up the Middle Iron Age herds at Wickhurst Green, as faunal 
evidence does not survive the acidic ground conditions. A 
mixed herd is most likely, perhaps with an emphasis on cattle, 
which are suited to the region’s well-watered environment 
and may have indicated social status during the period (ibid, 

ZTV point (visible)

Hascombe

the site

Fig 3.32 Viewshed analysis based on a 27.6km radius from a location on High Wood Hill (NGR: 514901 130193) at a height of 58.6m (an additional 2m was 
added to the m OD height at the ZTV point to allow for human height) (source: Alice Thorne)
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Fig 3.33 Photograph looking south-east from Holmbury towards High Wood (top) and north-west from the latter towards Holmbury (bottom)  
(source: author)
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419–20). The presence of sheep may be indicated by spindle 
whorls and loom weights within the finds assemblage and these 
occurrences imply the production of textiles.

It can therefore be inferred that the site at Wickhurst 
Green functioned largely as a pastoral settlement, perhaps a 
specialised one. Though some arable agriculture is implied by 
environmental evidence and the presence of a likely granary 
(S1), this is thought to have been at a subsistence scale with the 
majority of the immediate landscape characterised by pasture. 
The site may have produced a surplus of animals, which could 
have been moved, on the hoof, to other areas within the south-
east whose economies were based on different agricultural 
regimes or whose pastoral economy was based on different 
livestock types. Transhumance may also have played a role, 
as has been demonstrated for later periods within the Weald 
(Chapters 7 and 8), and the area’s suitability for the pannage 
of pigs should also be noted in this regard. Any movement of 
livestock would have been reliant on long-distance tracks and a 
network of droves. A number of these exist as uncertainly dated 
relict landscape features, both in the immediate vicinity and the 
wider region. They are discussed in detail during later parts of 
this volume (Chapters 7–10, 12).

If transhumance played a role in the Middle Iron Age 
exploitation of Broadbridge Heath, this may have been 
associated with hillforts that exist both within and on the 
fringes of the region. It has often been postulated that hillforts 
had a role to play within transhumance economies and it 
may be significant that arc-shaped boundaries similar to the 
oval enclosure described above (ENC1) once existed a short 
distance from the hillfort at Hascombe (English 1997, 6). 
Wessex hilltop enclosures and hillforts sometimes occur within, 
or overlie, systems of long-distance linear features or ranch 
boundaries. Such networks have been studied on Salisbury 
Plain, where they probably performed a number of functions 
related to agricultural, social and territorial matters (McOmish 
et al 2002, 64). Their siting is clearly intended to allow access 
to various resources and one of their many interpretations is 
as drove roads for the movement of livestock (ibid, 64–5). If 
transhumance played a role in the function of the settlement 
at Broadbridge Heath, the movement of animals may not 
have been enough to provide far-reaching contacts outside the 
immediate region, at least in terms of other tradeable goods.

The near-complete dominance of argillaceous rock-
tempered wares in the Middle Iron Age suggests that there 
was very limited trade or exchange of non-local ceramics. 
Based on distribution, Seager Thomas (2010, 21) suggested 
a North Wealden source for this fabric type. Its frequency in 

the current assemblage might suggest it is local to Broadbridge 
Heath, although there is no evidence to suggest that it was 
produced on the site itself. Fabrics of this type appear to have 
travelled along quite specific trade or exchange routes, which 
do not necessarily form an even geographical distribution. For 
example, they make up at least half of the Middle Iron Age 
pottery fabrics at the group of hillforts (Hascombe, Holmbury 
and Anstiebury) located just beyond the north-western edge of 
the Weald and are very common on some Surrey sites, such as 
West Clandon and Ashtead, but are absent from others, such as 
Tongham and Horley. They have also been noted in quite large 
numbers on just a few sites on the West Sussex Coastal Plain 
(Seager Thomas 2010, table 3; Doherty 2010).

While the distribution of these argillaceous rock-tempered 
wares is an interesting pattern that requires further study, 
there is no compelling evidence that Wickhurst Green was 
anything other than a consumer of this pottery, so the fact that 
similar wares occur on other sites does not necessarily imply 
any trade or exchange relationship between them. Certainly, 
the highly decorated assemblages from Hascombe, Holmbury 
and Anstiebury are possibly significantly later in date than that 
from the current site (above, ‘Site chronology’) and it seems 
likely that argillaceous rock may have been used in pottery 
production over a fairly wide Wealden territory and over an 
extended timescale.

3.4  WOODLAND PASTURES, NEW 
BOUNDARIES AND EARLY INTAKES: 
THE LATER PREHISTORIC WEST 
CENTRAL WEALD
Discoveries over the last 20 years or so have demonstrated 
that the Wealden periphery was settled during the later 
Bronze Age, perhaps because of expansion from adjacent 
areas. This new evidence may be linked to population growth 
facilitated through the intensification of agriculture and 
widespread clearance. That Late Bronze Age removal of tree 
cover was occurring within the High Wealden river valleys 
has been demonstrated by palynological work in the area of 
Rye (Waller & Schofield 2007). Perhaps similar activity can 
now be postulated for the river valleys and streamsides of the 
Low Weald clay lands, as has been shown by the largely open 
landscape of Bronze Age Gatwick (Wells 2005) and the open-
aspect woodland at Wickhurst Green (this volume). This said, 
the heavy clays may actually have been harder to clear than 
the lighter soils of the Wealden interior, given that they tend 
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to give rise to a much thicker and wetter understory. It must 
also be remembered that evidence from Gatwick may rather be 
indicative of processes beyond the Weald as the site was linked 
to the Thames valley via the River Mole. Nevertheless, pollen 
evidence from Wickhurst Green has demonstrated that from 
the end of the Middle Bronze Age this portion of the West 
Central Weald had been subject to some clearance, perhaps 
creating something akin to a wood-pasture environment. 
In order to understand more fully the extent of Bronze Age 
clearance and exploitation of the West Central Weald further 
investigation of buried anaerobic soils should be undertaken. 
The presence of these deposits has recently been demonstrated 
at Loxwood, on the edge of the study area. Here, over 5m of 
alluvium was encountered within the flood plain of the River 
Lox. This sediment sealed an organic buried soil horizon of 
apparent Middle Bronze Age date (Chisham 2006). This 
example and similar deposits may prove crucial to expanding 
our already vastly increased understanding of the degree of 
Bronze Age Wealden clearance.

The emerging picture, that the Weald was a more utilised 
zone during the later Bronze Age than was previously thought, 
requires a reassessment of what this exploitation may have 
involved. The woodland camps suggested by earlier writers 
(Drewett et al 1988, 112) are likely to have been proven 
by sites such as Wakehurst Place (Stevens 1999); however, 
such temporary occupation may have been just one element 
of Bronze Age Wealden usage. Partially enclosed pastoral 
settlements have been inferred from the evidence from Gatwick 
Airport (Wells 2005) and it is probable that similar sites 
once existed within the West Central Weald. Gatwick also 
showed evidence of Bronze Age land division in the form of a 
substantial north–south ditch with banks on either side (ibid, 
53, fig 8). Until more examples of such early boundaries are 
identified, it is difficult to claim that the area was divided to 
any great degree. This is especially true given this site’s links 
with the Thames valley rather than with the Weald itself. 
Nevertheless, evidence of land division together with buildings 
may be beginning to emerge from the periphery of the Weald 
Clay (eg, at Hurstpierpoint; Simon Stevens, pers comm) and 
perhaps the occurrence of metalwork hoards within the West 
Central Weald should be considered in this context. Such 
finds are associated with field systems within surrounding 
districts (Yates 2007, 119), and boundaries both to facilitate 
and demarcate areas of pastoral usage would not be unexpected 
features within the study area. The digging of boundaries and 
tracks may have been necessary for any organised seasonal 

activity such as transhumance, a system that is highly suited to 
the environment of the area and the banded resources of the 
south-east.

When considering the Iron Age period, the West Central 
Weald is as poorly furnished as the rest of the region with 
sites belonging to the earlier part of the period, although 
pottery, perhaps slightly earlier in date to that encountered at 
Wickhurst Green, was found during work on the Billingshurst 
Western Bypass (Chapter 11.2; Barber 1999a). The ceramics 
were encountered in a deposit which also contained charcoal 
and burnt sandstone, perhaps a hearth indicating occupation 
(ibid). It has been noted that Early Iron Age activity from 
Wickhurst Green may have been more extensive than the 
one feature conclusively dated to this phase would suggest, 
and perhaps more activity of this date will be found in the 
wider vicinity in the future. In this regard, radiocarbon dating 
programmes incorporating undated features would help ensure 
clarification of contemporary activity. The general lack of 
features and land division of this phase may, however, reflect 
the prevailing pattern of a widespread hiatus and contraction of 
settlement in the Early Iron Age in the south-east.

The Middle Iron Age provides more tangible evidence 
for later prehistoric settlement of the West Central Weald. 
As well as Wickhurst Green, sites are now known from 
Billingshurst (Nicholls 2015) and Southwater (Doherty in 
prep d), confirming a trend noted for the Weald in general – 
that sites which show extensive evidence for Late Iron Age/
Early Romano-British activity often show signs of a preceding, 
lower-intensity, Middle Iron Age phase (Hamilton 2007, 
84–5). The evidence from Wickhurst Green is slightly atypical, 
being of earlier (c 400–200 BC) Middle Iron Age date, but it 
nevertheless confirms that the period was one of expansion into 
more marginal areas, a process probably based on population 
dispersal rather than growth (ibid, 87). Thus this phenomenon 
was not the product of Late Iron Age or Roman colonisation 
as was previously supposed (see Thompson 1979; Hanworth 
1987). Evidence from Wickhurst Green shows that the 
landscape of the West Central Weald was populated by open 
roundhouse settlements associated with large (potentially oval) 
enclosures suitable for the pasturing and overwintering of 
herds. Locations near to watercourses were favoured, as were 
sites close to prominent hills necessary for communication 
and perhaps even defence. The site displayed evidence for 
both domestic and specialised architecture at variance to the 
evidence known from the wider south-east. The success of 
fieldwork and the publication of a synthesis of later prehistoric 
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evidence from the Thames valley (Lambrick 2009) has led to 
this becoming the dominant region from which parallels can 
be drawn. This is a great shame, for the Weald may have had its 
own distinctive culture but suffers from a lack of archaeological 
investigation. Indeed, it has been demonstrated that in order to 
gain an insight into rare instances of yet unparalleled aspects of 
Wealden archaeology (such as B5) it has been necessary to look 
beyond the south-east as far away as north Wales.
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CHAPTER 4  THE LATE IRON AGE/EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH PERIOD

CHAPTER 4  THE LATE IRON AGE/EARLY  
ROMANO-BRITISH PERIOD

4.1  THE LATE IRON AGE/EARLY 
ROMANO-BRITISH ARCHAEOLOGY 
OF THE WEALD
As the Iron Age progressed the amount of settlement within 
the Weald increased (Gardiner 1990a). This was once thought 
to represent new uptake of marginal land in response to 
demographic changes and population pressure (Cunliffe 
1978a; Drewett et al 1988, 127, 129). This ‘colonisation’ 
probably took place in conjunction with increased exploitation 
of specific resources, especially of iron. It now seems highly 
likely that movement into the Weald took place during the 
Middle Iron Age or earlier (Chapter 3) and may have been 
linked to population dispersal rather than pressure (Hamilton 
2007, 87). This has been demonstrated by sites on the 
Wealden fringe (Powell 2013; Stevenson 2013; Swift in prep), 
but also within the study area. Two recently discovered 1st-
century AD settlement sites on the edge of Billingshurst show 
evidence of preceding, less intensive Middle Iron Age activity 
(Nicholls 2015; 2016). This trend was not evident at Millfield, 
Southwater, however, where settlement activity may have begun 
to take place in the late pre-Roman Iron Age (Doherty in prep 
d). Other evidence from nearby is usually restricted to stray 
finds. A gold stater was found in 1866 at Shipley (TQ 130 
230) and a sherd of grog-tempered pottery was encountered at 
Chennells Brook Farm on the north side of Horsham (Place 
1989). Even closer to the site, sherds of probable Late Iron Age/
Early Romano-British pottery were found during evaluation 
trenching at Christ’s Hospital and north of Broadbridge Heath 
(Wessex Archaeology 2002; Wallis 2015). These join enclosures 
and low-intensity activity east of the A24 as extensions of the 
results from Wickhurst Green (Sheehan 2016).

Before the recent increase in known ‘farmstead’ sites of 
Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British date, research into this 
period was usually restricted to the Wealden hillforts (Gardiner 
1990a, 43), which tend to be of generally late origin and show 
little sign of occupation. This has led to their interpretation as 
temporary refuges (Money 1978, 40; Drewett et al 1988, 159), 
but excavation of these sites has been so sparse that generalities 
of this kind are based on very little evidence. The only example 
to be investigated on any scale, Garden Hill, produced 
evidence of late pre-Roman roundhouses as well as a ceramic 
assemblage dominated by grog-tempered wares (Money 1977). 
Investigation of these hillfort sites has provided early indications 

that the Weald was not an impenetrable prehistoric forest as 
was once assumed. At High Rocks the hillfort was located in 
an area used for arable cultivation (Money 1960, 184, 193–7) 
and settlement of Ashdown Forest (Margary 1930a; 1930b; 
Wickenden 1986) may have been accompanied by an extensive 
fieldscape preserved as earthworks (Gardiner 1990a, 43).

Beyond the more prosaic evidence associated with hillforts 
and settlement sites, it is obvious from finds recovered from 
the study area that Wealden communities were also engaged 
in funerary and ritualistic activities. In this context Money 
Mound (Chapter 2.3) may have continued to be a site of 
religious significance as finds of Iron Age pottery of ‘Wealden 
type’ were encountered within the upstanding monument 
(Beckensall 1967, 20). The proximity of a trackway may have 
kept the feature in sight (ibid) and it possibly remained as a 
notable landmark for travellers on the Wealden ridge. A burial 
which produced two 1st-century AD brooches (Colchester 
type) was located on Barrack Field south of the River Arun 
near Horsham (Dixon 1849, 269). This find (which is not 
often cited) may indicate that 1st-century AD occupation of 
the West Central Weald occurred in proximity to watercourses 
(Chapter 5.5). Further afield, the area around Ashford, Kent 
is increasingly being understood as an area of ritual focus 
owing to the significant funerary activity at Brisley Farm 
(Stevenson 2013) and a probable Iron Age temple site at nearby 
Cheeseman’s Green (Wendy Rogers, pers comm).

LATEST IRON AGE/EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH 
ACTIVITY AT WICKHURST GREEN
From around the end of the 2nd century BC there seems to 
have been a decline or hiatus in occupation at Wickhurst Green. 
Whilst seasonal pastoral activity and clearance is likely to have 
continued, this may not have included any long-term settlement 
or landscape division, at least within the confines of the site. It 
is not until the early 1st century AD that the area shows signs of 
being reoccupied and although this settlement activity may have 
been fairly short-lived (during this phase, around 50–60 years; 
Chapter 11.2) it left an enduring mark on the landscape.

Period 3 has been divided into two phases, largely on 
stratigraphic grounds. This is due to the presence of a rectilinear 
enclosure (ENC2) which clearly pre-dated other 1st-century AD 
activity (ENC5 and ENC6; below, 4.3, ‘Settlement 2 (ST2)’). It 
must be noted, however, that elements of the period 3 land use 
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which did not have stratigraphic relationships, or which could 
not be separated on the basis of associated dating material, could 
have belonged to either or both of the stratigraphic phases.

4.2  PERIOD 3, PHASE 1: LATEST 
IRON AGE/EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH
LANDSCAPE AREA 2 (LA2)
There was no evidence for land division of the area, with an 
apparent hiatus of activity from the later centuries of the 
Middle Iron Age through until the 1st century AD (Fig 4.1). 
It is presumed that OA2 persisted as a tract of open country 
from the preceding period. Despite the lack of fields, there is 
considerable evidence that the wider environment and on-site 
habitats continued to change over this time. Evidence from 
pollen analysis (Chapter 11.8) suggests that around the turn of 
the millennium (60 cal BC – cal AD 70) the local environment 
altered from open woodland to open grassland. This landscape 
was characterised by pasture bordered by alder-fringed streams 
(Fig 4.2). The only feature was a large waterhole (G27; Fig 

4.3). This measured 5.5m in length and 3.8m in width, and 
was excavated to c 1.7m in depth, although the base was 
not reached. It was filled by four consecutive silt layers and, 
although flintwork was recovered, the only datable find was a 
single sherd of Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British pottery 
from the upper levels of a slowly accumulating deposit of clear 
secondary nature. It is possible, therefore, that this feature was 
much earlier in origin (possibly Middle Iron Age) than the 
single sherd suggests. It was undoubtedly open, however, in the 
1st century AD, when it probably consisted of a wet depression 
in the landscape. Final cessation of soil accumulation may not 
have taken place until period 3, phase 2.

LANDSCAPE AREAS 3 AND 4 (LA3, LA4)
Like its neighbour OA2, OA3 (Fig 4.1) probably embraced 
open grassland bordered by streams. A number of largely 
unremarkable pits (G48) occupied this area and were dated 
to this phase on the basis of stratigraphy, as well as a general 
lack of post-Conquest pottery. They lay outside a rectilinear 
enclosure in the southern central area of the site (ENC2; Fig 

Fig 4.1 Plan of period 3, phase 1 features
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4.4). This was made up of a number of lengths of ditch that 
were heavily truncated by later activity (G45) but produced 
pottery assemblages consisting for the most part of grog-
tempered wares. Significant quantities of residual Middle Iron 
Age material were also present, although again there were 
almost no post-Conquest sherds (1 tiny chip). A quartzite 
pebble (RF<543>) recovered from these ditches could have 
been used as a whetstone. Several features (G46) on the same 
orientation as the enclosure ditches may have been related 
to drainage of the interior into a nearby watercourse. It is 
probable that this enclosure included occupation of some kind, 
although no building remains were found, probably because of 
intensive later activity which truncated any associated structural 
remains (below, 4.3, ‘Settlement 2 (ST2)’). The only internal 
features to have survived were a group of six pits (G47). One 
of these ([2200], SG938) produced a small quantity of grains 
and some charred weed seed (Chapter 11.6) as well as a piece 
of fired clay and a moderate-sized group of pottery. A further 
pit, [4241], contained a single piece of worn bloomery tap slag 
(weight 56g). This was the only evidence of iron smelting from 
the enclosure, although some slight evidence for smithing (just 
seven pieces of slag weighing 570g from the enclosure ditch) 
may indicate domestic-level ironworking in the vicinity.

Fig 4.2 Photograph of Wealden grassland pasture bordered by a stream

Left: Fig 4.3 Plan and section of waterhole G27
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Fig 4.4 Detailed plan of Enclosure 2

Fig 4.5 Plan of Landscape Enclosure 1, period 3, phase 1 features, overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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LA4 (Fig 4.1) was characterised by open, grassland 
pasture (OA4). This area was bordered by watercourses and 
an enclosure (below, ‘Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1)’), but was 
devoid of archaeological features.

LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE 1 (LE1)
Although the tradition of curvilinear enclosures at the base of 
High Wood probably originated in the early Middle Iron Age 
(Chapter 3.3), there was a further period of development in the 
early 1st century AD (Fig 4.5). A large curvilinear boundary 
ditch was discovered in the west of this area (ENC3). It ran 
parallel to an undated example as well as to a feature equated 
with the medieval and post-medieval boundary surviving 
into the modern day. It was filled with two deposits that were 
perhaps related to different phases of disuse. Only the later fill 
produced any dating evidence – six sherds of grog-tempered 
pottery, two of which were fairly large and unabraded. This 
curvilinear feature was augmented by a single boundary, which 
may have acted as a marking-out ditch for later concentric 
examples (below, 4.3, ‘Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1)’). As 
discussed previously the rarity of finds, compounded by the 
limitations of the excavation area, makes the dating of this 
enclosure rather ambiguous.

It is possible that the ditches of ENC1 and ENC3 were 
originally in use as contemporary elements of a Middle Iron 
Age landscape enclosure, or they may have originated in the 
1st century AD. If ENC3 was Middle Iron Age in origin, it 
would have formed the western part of an oval system. The 
undated parallel ditch may be a more likely candidate in 
this regard but all it produced was five pieces of struck flint, 
including a side scraper.

4.3  PERIOD 3, PHASE 2: LATEST 
IRON AGE/EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH 
(AD 25–70)
LANDSCAPE AREA 5 (LA5)
This landscape area is thought to have consisted for the 
most part of open pasture (OA5; Fig 4.6). Possibly it was 
beginning to take on a more heath-like appearance, as ling 
and heather (Calluna/Erica) start to appear in the upper 
part of the associated pollen profile (Chapter 11.8). The 
existence of these species indicates soil acidification and their 
presence alongside gorse and small stands of trees (Fig 4.7; 
Chapter 11.7) shows the beginnings of an environment that 
would later be encapsulated in the historic ‘hǣđ’ place name 
(Broadbridge Heath).

The only archaeological features encountered within the 
area were pits or tree throws, which were dated by pottery 
(G63; Fig 4.8). In addition, the hollow depression of an earlier 
waterhole (G27; Fig 4.8; above, 4.2, ‘Landscape Area 2 (LA2)’) 
probably persisted during this phase.

FIELD SYSTEM 1 (FS1)
The 1st century AD witnessed the introduction of the first 
Field System at the site. This comprised a significant long-
distance boundary that stretched for a minimum of 380m 
from north to south, Ditch 1 (D1). Interventions through D1 
showed it to have a sloping profile with a slightly rounded base 
(Fig 4.9). Fill deposits and stratigraphy indicated its longevity – 
while it produced 14 reasonably large sherds of Late Iron Age/
Early Romano-British grog-tempered pottery, slightly higher 
quantities of smaller, more fragmentary, Middle Iron Age 
sherds were recovered. This rather ambiguous dating evidence 
perhaps suggests that the feature originated in fact in the 4th 
century BC (Middle Iron Age) or earlier. Though it has been 
phased to period 3 because of the grog-tempered pottery and 
its obvious relationship with the remainder of the field system, 
it could have represented a long-lived feature in the landscape.

In conjunction with a parallel watercourse, this boundary 
served to delineate a so-called ‘linear settlement’ or ‘ladder 
enclosure’. Such enclosure complexes were often associated 
with routeways and groups of ‘paddocks’. They are a feature 
of loosely coaxial landscapes across Britain and have been 
consistently associated with livestock management and 
movement (Stoertz 1997, 51). Occasionally these complexes 
were associated with a single linear feature, which may have 
been a boundary, hollow way or one surviving side of a double-
ditched trackway (ibid, 52). D1 may have formed just such a 
feature, for it effectively provided a ‘spine’ from which two long 
curving boundaries (D2 and D3) extended to a stream line. 
These ditches or trackways were all filled by dark deposits, but 
while the southerly of the two (D2) displayed homogeneity 
along its length, the northerly double ditches (D3) were 
separated into three distinct episodes. These comprised 
progressively darker silt-clays, representing backfills and turf 
lines, sealed by a layer of redeposited natural. It is thought that 
the darkest layer (which included some charcoal) may have 
related to decommissioning of the boundaries and associated 
vegetation before they were sealed and levelled from the 
northern and southern sides by infilling with external banks.

To the south of these ditches and the intervening spaces 
(OA6 and OA7), which were probably paddocks, was evidence 
of further subrectangular compounds. ENC4 was separated 
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from OA7 to the north by a roughly east–west ditch (G56). In 
places this showed evidence of Early Romano-British recutting 
(occasionally on slightly different alignments); however, owing 
to spatial and stratigraphic relationships, the earliest phase of 
fill deposition (silting) has been equated with period 3, phase 
2 activity. The western side of the enclosure was represented by 
a parallel ditch (south of section 2 on Fig 4.8). It is likely that 
there was a high hedgebank in this area created by the ditch 
arisings or that the intervening space (1.6m across) represented 
a droveway opening into LA5. If the latter interpretation is 
correct this routeway (together with linear boundary D1) 
shared a parallel orientation to both Mill Lane and Wickhurst 
Lane, droveways shown on historic mapping (Fig 4.10).

Fig 4.6 Plan of period 3, phase 2 features

Fig 4.7 Photograph showing an example of a grassy heathland pasture  
(© Jim Champion, reproduced under Creative Commons license)
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Fig 4.8 Plan of Landscape Area 5 and Field System 1 features

Fig 4.9 Section and photograph of Ditch 1 (1.0m scale bar)
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The primary function of ENC4 was probably livestock 
grazing as there was little evidence of occupation refuse or 
ritual/funerary activity within the enclosure ditch and the local 
geology is thought to be unsuited to arable farming. There 
were few internal features of this date, just a single pit (G100; 
Fig 4.8) which was inconclusively dated by a few sherds of 

pottery that could easily be Middle Iron Age 
in origin. Two waterholes or sumps (G58; 
Figs 4.8 and 4.11) were located in the north-
eastern corner and on the western side of one 
of the compounds. Both these features were of 
similar morphology, but while [3845] clearly 
silted contemporaneously with its associated 
feeder ditch, [1955] showed a sequence of 
fill deposits (Fig 4.11). It is possible that 
D1 originally fed this sump and that the pit 
feature was not maintained for as long as the 
ditch. However, it is equally plausible that 
the waterhole was an earlier feature in the 
landscape and was used as a convenient marker 
for, and sump in, the later ditch system. Both 
these features are thought to have represented 
early forms of livestock watering.

South of OA7, D4 and D5 delineated two 
further paddocks (Fig 4.8). The southernmost, 
OA9, contained no archaeological features 
and is interpreted as a block of streamside 
pasture. The middle ‘paddock’ or area 

contained a pair of conjoined rectangular features, or ditched 
enclosures (Cemetery 1 (C1), G61). These were identified 
on the higher ground to the west of a watercourse and were 
defined by ditches or gullies filled with identical deposits (Fig 
4.12). The similarity in fills meant that no relationship could 
be detected between the two. They seemed to have silted 

Fig 4.10 Map showing Field System 1 in relation to Mill Lane and Wickhurst Lane as shown on the 
Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)

Fig 4.11 Section and photograph of waterhole/sump [1955]
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contemporaneously; the form of the features suggests that the 
larger example may have existed first (Fig 4.13). Environmental 
evidence showed the presence of rootlets and uncharred 
seeds, indicating some degree of modern disturbance. Despite 
extensive cleaning and complete excavation, no internal 
features or associated finds were encountered (Fig 4.14).

Despite the lack of associated artefactual material, 
these features were most likely related to late pre-Roman 
mortuary activity. Such ‘ritualistic’ square features are a rare 
but characteristic element of Sussex and Kent, where they 
occur between the North Downs and the English Channel 

Fig 4.13 Detailed plan and section of conjoined square barrow Cemetery 1, G61

Fig 4.12 Photograph of conjoined square barrow Cemetery 1, G61,  
before excavation

Fig 4.14 Photograph of conjoined square barrow Cemetery 1, G61,  
after excavation. Top looking south west; bottom looking west
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(Hamilton 2007, 94–5). Whilst some have been interpreted as 
shrines, with the enclosure representing a continuous bedding 
trench for an upstanding wooden structure (Bedwin 1981, 42; 
Fitzpatrick 1997b, 231), others have been interpreted as small 
subrectangular barrows (Stevenson 2013, 158). Three postholes 
and a pit were located close to the enclosures. These were 
largely unremarkable but may have been related to totems or 
organic offerings any trace of which has long since disappeared. 
A further nearby pit filled with charcoal, [1167], produced a 
later Bronze Age radiocarbon date (Chapter 3.1).

ROUTE 1 (RO1)
A curving boundary interpreted as a stock droving feature (R1) 
was encountered close to the modern line of Mill Lane (Fig 
4.15). Analysis of present-day cattle races shows that a curving 
route is beneficial to controlled and safe livestock movement. 
R1, in conjunction with its parallel counterpart ditch, was 
probably intended as a route into a large paddock or holding 
area (OA8). It continued in use during the subsequent period 
(Chapter 6.2, ‘Route 1 (RO1)’).

The fact that this probable drove was encountered in 
the area of known river crossings belonging to later periods 
is further explored in Chapter 12.1. Nevertheless, it is worth 
mentioning here the nature of the River Arun in this area. 
Much of the watercourse that borders the south of the site 

is characterised by deeply incised cliff-like banks, which cut 
through the local sandstone and are not suited to a ford. The 
presence of a crossing point in the area of Mill Bridge and the 
southern extent of R1 is therefore difficult to explain. The river 
is not particularly narrow here (c 7.5m wide) when compared 
to other parts of the watercourse in the vicinity. The banks 
are slightly shallower, however, which might account for this 
choice of a crossing point. Alternative explanations may be 
possible, especially when considering the regularly laid out 
nature of many of the historic routeways in this part of the Low 
Weald (Chapter 12.1).

LANDSCAPE AREA 6 (LA6)
This landscape area was interpreted as a large expanse of 
undivided pasture (OA10) which, like the field system 
described above (FS1), incorporated remains interpreted as 
being related to a cemetery (C2; Fig 4.16). The focal point of 
this postulated funerary area was a small ditched enclosure, 
measuring c 2.5 × 3.5m (Fig 4.17). As well as the short lengths 
of segmented gullies that defined its perimeter, there were 
possible postholes and a pit. All these features were filled by 
similar deposits of mid brown-yellow silt-clay with occasional 
charcoal flecks and fragments of sandstone. Unfortunately, 
complete excavation produced only 15 worked flints. These 
included burnt flakes and blades similar to those from 

Fig 4.15 Plan showing Routeway 1 in relation to the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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nearby flint scatter CL2 (Chapter 2). Three environmental 
bulk samples were taken and although these showed signs of 
disturbance, they also provided a small amount of material 
suitable for radiocarbon dating. Regardless of the shallow depth 
and potential low integrity of the samples it was determined 
to send them for analysis. This was partly because of the lack 
of other datable material but also because of the morphology 
of the enclosure, which shared some characteristics with 
segmented monumental enclosures (Hey et al 2011, 273–7) or 
small square ‘houses’ (eg, Fengate: Pryor 1974; Hey et al 2011) 
of earlier Neolithic date. Such a find would have been highly 
important both for the region and nationally.

The resultant radiocarbon measurements were not 
conclusive: a hazelnut shell fragment was dated to 8550–8290 

cal BC (9190±40 BP, Beta-401734) and wood charcoal 
fragment to 1380–1120 cal BC (hazel/alder, 2990±30 BP, Beta-
401735). These samples are clearly not statistically consistent 
with each other and individually relate to different periods, 
ones which do not currently include morphological parallels 
for this group of features. Given these results they cannot be 
used to date the feature and simply reflect the presence of a 
disturbed Mesolithic horizon as well as Bronze Age activity in 
the wider area. This said, similarly dated charcoal belonging to 
the mid–late 2nd millennium BC was also recovered in close 
proximity to the barrows associated with C1.

The most probable explanation for this group of features 
is that they correspond with a truncated Late Iron Age/Early 
Romano-British shrine or square barrow, examples of which 

Fig 4.16 Plan of Landscape Area 6 features
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(albeit with unbroken defining gullies) have been found 
elsewhere on the site. In contrast to these other cemetery 
features, this example may have been situated within a 
wider enclosure. Three lengths of gully (G76; Fig 4.18) were 
located close to the square shrine or barrow and whilst these 
did not include any dating material they delineated a space 
with the monument roughly at its centre. Such enclosed 
mortuary areas are not unknown and maybe a feature of 

so-called ‘Aylesford–Swarling’ cemeteries within southern 
Britain (Cunliffe 2005, 153). An example dating to the early 
1st century AD has been excavated at King Harry Lane, 
Verulamium, Hertfordshire (Fig 4.19). A number of ditched 
enclosures were found here surrounding principal graves, 
which were accompanied by circular arrangements of satellite 
burials. Though the cemetery was typified by the cremation 
rite (463 individual examples), 18 inhumations were also 

Fig 4.17 Plan, sections and photograph of square ditched enclosure Cemetery 2
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revealed. These were typically unaccompanied by grave goods 
(16 examples; Stead & Rigby 1989).

Though no cremation burials were revealed in the vicinity 
of C2 this may be due to limitations in the excavation area and 
significant modern truncation by the plough. An interesting 
feature, pit [3430] (G77), was discovered a little way to the 
north beyond the enclosure ditches. This oval pit was orientated 
on the same north-west–south-east axis as the ditched enclosure. 
Noted during excavation to be ‘grave-like’ in appearance it yet 
failed to produce any bone or artefacts. The lack of bone could 
plausibly have been due to the acidic ground conditions, but the 
feature is more likely to have been a simple pit.

Though the interpretation of pit [3430] as a grave cannot 
be justified, Late Iron Age inhumations are not unknown in the 
wider region. The rite tends to vary markedly in its occurrence 
and forms (Hamilton 2007, 90) and while the richly furnished 
warrior burials of Ashford (Stevenson 2013) and North Bersted 
(Taylor et al 2014) are perhaps more famous, unaccompanied 
examples are known from Mill Hill, Deal, Kent (Parfitt 1995) 
and Balcombe Quarry, Glynde, East Sussex (Burstow & Norris 
1962, 307; although the latter examples, a woman and baby, were 
inserted into a silted ditch rather than into a specific grave cut).

SETTLEMENT 2 (ST2)
This settlement area, which represented one of the most 
intensive areas of activity at the site, consisted of three separate 
low-lying enclosures (ENC5, ENC6 and ENC7; Fig 4.20). 
Owing to the proximity of a watercourse, the ditches that 
bounded these enclosures showed much evidence of recutting, 
although this could also be a result of the longevity of the 
associated activity. While ENC6 may have been a direct 
descendant of rectilinear ENC2 (above, 4.2, ‘Landscape 
Areas 3 and 4 (LA3, LA4)’) all three compounds apparently 
continued, with modification, into the post-Conquest period 
(Chapter 6). Enclosure ENC5 was situated against a north–
south watercourse which probably formed the western side of 
the enclosure. It was demarcated by two parallel right-angled 
ditches, which were shown by associated postholes to be 
fenced along their length. These ditches may have represented 
a track or stock race around the enclosure’s perimeter. They 
produced finds of pottery as well as two fragments of forge 
bottom (542g), a triangular polishing stone (RF<4001>) and 
fragments of a rotary quern (RF<545>). Entry to the enclosure 
would have been via a simple gap within the internal ditch. 
Poaching or disturbance within this area indicates heavy traffic, 
which was probably related to livestock (Fig 4.21). Within the 
enclosure was a single pit, dated to this period ([1705], G66; 

Fig 4.18 Plan of Cemetery 2 showing location, section and photograph of 
pit [3430], G77
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Fig 4.19 Plan of Cemetery 2 at Wickhurst Green in comparison with the cemetery at King Harry Lane, Verulamium (© Historic England)
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Fig 4.22). This contained a large assemblage of grog-tempered 
pottery as well as burnt animal bone, charcoal (oak, Maloideae, 
cherry/blackthorn, hazel, hazel/alder, birch and willow/poplar), 
iron knife fragments (RF<536>), fired clay and a nail.

The other enclosures (ENC6 and ENC7) were situated a little 
way to the east, and were orientated on an east-north-east to west-
south-west axis, with drainage ditches on their south-western and 
southern sides. The two enclosures were not physically connected, 
but instead were separated by a negative space interpreted as a 
routeway (R2). This north–south-aligned corridor is thought 
to have allowed livestock from the open grasslands to the north 
(OA10) access to the adjacent watercourse to the south. It may 
be that the gap between ENC5 and ENC6 performed a similar 
role. Subdivisions within the enclosure system possibly related 

to individual animal pens, allotments and small arable areas. A 
concentration of domestic material within the associated ditches 
(including large quantities of pottery) perhaps indicates that 
roundhouses or other dwellings were more prevalent in these 
enclosures than the single surviving example (B9, below) would 
suggest. Small-scale zonation of activity is therefore suspected 
within this enclosure system, but because of the large quantities 
of finds retrieved from across the area and the frequent recutting 
of ditches (which would have served to mix the assemblage) no 
further resolution as to functional areas could be achieved. Amongst 
the refuse encountered within the ditches were partially complete 
vessels and an intact jar ([2303], G67; Figs 4.23 and 4.24). 
Environmental samples included small quantities of burnt bone, 
negligible quantities of hammerscale, five pieces of hearth lining and 

Fig 4.20 Plan and photograph of Settlement 2 features
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a fragment of shale bracelet (RF<521>). Kiln bars were retrieved 
from ditches [2441] and [2291] (Chapter 11.4, Fig 11.34), a pottery 
waster was found in ditch [2334] and a possible gaming counter 
(RF<526>) was recovered from intervention [2293].

B9 (Figs 4.20 and 4.26) comprised a single uninterrupted 
ring-gully, c 7.5m in diameter, located within ENC6. 
Interventions through the gully showed a contrast in fill 
deposits across the feature. The southern and eastern sides had 
obviously been subjected to periodic flooding from a nearby 
watercourse, resulting in an alluvial silt fill. The remaining 

Fig 4.21 Detailed plan of Enclosure 5 showing poached area in entrance gap 
above photograph of modern livestock poaching in a Wealden farm gateway 
(source: author)

Fig 4.22 Section and photograph of [1705], G66 (0.4m scale bar)

Fig 4.23 Photograph and illustrated pottery deposits within Enclosure 6, 
[4253] (0.2m scale bar)
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deposits seemed to be derived from slightly drier depositional 
processes. The gully clearly cut earlier alluvium associated with 
the nearby watercourse and was therefore excavated during 

a drier period of water regression. The latest fill represented 
an inundation event most likely occurring during or just 
before the structure’s abandonment. Finds recovered from 
the gully included a large assemblage of pottery, occasional 
fired clay, flint, amorphous lumps of iron (3) and nails (2). 
Environmental sample <174> included charcoal of oak, poplar/
willow and ash (Fraxinus sp). Possible structural evidence 
was identified internally within the north-western half of the 
building footprint, where large postholes were filled by similar 

P35

0 5cm

5cm0

11

Fig 4.24 Photograph and illustrated intact pottery jar P35 from [2303] 

Fig 4.25 Shale bracelet RF<521>

Fig 4.26 Detailed plan and photograph of Building 9, looking south 
 (1.0m scale bar)
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Fig 4.27 Plan and photograph, looking west, of Landscape Area 7 features
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deposits of light-mid brown-grey silt-clay. 
There was also a centrally located hearth, 
[2770], which was filled by frequent 
inclusions of fired clay within a mid red-
brown matrix.

LANDSCAPE AREA 7 (LA7)
This landscape area represents a contraction 
of LA4 after the inception of ST3 (below, 
‘Settlement 3 (ST3)’). Though the area was 
now divided into two (OA11 and OA12), 
it probably still consisted basically of open 
grassland pasture. Whereas the preceding 
OA4 had been devoid of archaeological 
features, OA12 was the location of a 
significant cremation cemetery, C3. This was 
characterised by two small square enclosures, 
interpreted as barrows, accompanied 
by both urned cremation burials and 
cremation-related features (Fig 4.27).

SQUARE BARROWS
The larger of the two barrows was defined 
by a quite substantial ditch (G91; Fig 
4.28), which survived to a greater depth 
than the barrows or ‘shrines’ associated 
with C1 or C2. Pottery recovered from 
this ditch amounted to just ten fragmented 
sherds. Though it is not impossible that 
this pottery derives from funerary-related 
activities, there is nothing to distinguish it 
from material found in settlement enclosure 
ditches. It seems most likely to have been 
accidentally incorporated rather than 
deliberately placed. Within the interior of 
the enclosure was a shallow redeposited 
natural clay (perhaps from the ditch 
arisings), which contained a single piece 
of prehistoric flintwork. It is thought that 
the material may have been the remains of 
a mound, which would indicate that the 
area of the barrow was deturfed during 
construction. Alternatively, it may simply 
have been plough-disturbed natural clay. As 
no burial remains were encountered within 

Fig 4.28 Detailed plan, sections and photograph of larger square barrow plan G91 in Cemetery 3
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the interior of the ditch-defined space it 
is possible that they were inserted into a 
mound and later removed by the plough. 
A body could also have been placed on the 
ground surface before being covered with 
the ditch arisings.

A further, smaller square mortuary 
enclosure or barrow was located in close 
proximity to the larger example (Fig 4.29). 
Its ditches defined an area measuring 
approximately 1.5m2 and had sharply 
sloping near-vertical sides giving on to an 
undulating base. It was filled by two distinct 
deposits. The lower was derived from natural 
silting of the barrow ditch as well as some 
redeposited natural material introduced via 
weathering. The upper was almost entirely 
derived from redeposited natural clay, 
interpreted as an internal mound which had 
eroded into the ditches. The only find was 
recovered from the upper deposit and was an 
abraded piece of ceramic building material, 
most likely introduced to the mound 
via ploughing before deposition within 
the barrow ditches. The western quarter 
was noted to be wider in plan than the 
remainder of the enclosure, and although 
no bone was recovered and no difference 
could be distinguished within the associated 
fill deposits, it is possible that this anomaly 
related to a secondary interment within the 
barrow ditch. A further irregular feature on 
the edge of the barrow may have related to 
the truncated remains of a neighbouring 
barrow, an additional secondary interment 
or a tree throw. On the north-western edge 
of the barrow ditch was a small posthole, G101, which may have 
related to a wooden marker for the barrow or the purported 
secondary interments.

URNED CREMATION BURIALS (G95)
Nine urned cremation burials in pits were discovered close to 
the south and east of the space occupied by the two square 
barrows described above (Figs 4.30 and 4.31). These support 
the funerary association ascribed to the square ditched features, 
as well as providing a tangible link to the early to mid 1st-
century AD community at Broadbridge Heath. The majority 

of the cremation vessels were grog-tempered jars, with a single 
jar in a Roman sandy ware also present (below, ‘Pottery from 
cremation Cemetery 3 (C3)’). The cremation burials were fully 
excavated and intact vessels lifted whole. Backfill deposits were 
sampled for retrieval of artefactual evidence and bone. Almost 
all the cremation burials related to single adults, and were often 
accompanied by objects such as brooches. The wood fuel selected 
for the cremation was mostly oak and ash, although other 
taxa were also evident (Chapter 11.7). The individual urned 
cremations are detailed below. A discussion of cremation-related 
features that may have been disturbed urned or unurned burials 

Fig 4.29 Detailed plan, sections and photograph of smaller square barrow G93 in Cemetery 3



89

is then followed by consideration of the cemetery features as a 
whole. The individual specialist reports should be referred to for 
details and discussion of aspects of the cemetery such as the bone 
assemblage (Chapter 11.9), environmental assemblage (Chapters 
11.6 and 11.7) and registered finds (Chapter 11.5).

Cremation pit [4679]

Pit [4679], fill [4680] (Figs 4.31 and 4.33) contained cremation 
vessel [4692], a typical East Sussex ware narrow-necked globular 
jar with burnished arcs and a rough lattice on the lower body 
(Fig 4.33,V1). A number of holes of c 7mm diameter were noted 
around the lower body and both the holes and some of the 
breaks were covered by a thick pitch/resin, suggesting repair to 
the vessel in antiquity. It was fragmented but survived to its full 
height within the pit. Micro-excavation of the vessel produced 
only 28.1g of bone, surrounded by a matrix rich in charcoal 
and fired clay. The lack of bone in a large jar may indicate that 
this burial related to a cenotaph or memorial, a practice not 
uncommon in contemporary sites in both the wider south-east 
and Continental Europe (McKinley 1997, 57, 71; 2006a, 34–5; 
Chapter 11.9).

Cremation pit [4687]

Pit [4687], fill 4688 (Figs 4.32 and 4.34) contained cremation 
vessel [4689], a wide-mouthed, necked jar (Fig 4.34, V2). The 
upper part of the vessel had been heavily truncated though 
some rim sherds survived. The vessel produced 207.4g of 
bone, most of which came from the lower limbs. Iron staining 
was noted on a femoral shaft. Two brooches (Fig 4.34, nos 5 
and 6) and an iron bracelet (Fig 4.34, no 7) were found within 
the vessel (Chapter 11.5).

Pit [4703]

Pit [4703], fill [4705] contained carinated beaker [4704], 
probably an accessory vessel (Fig 4.35, V3). The vessel was 
lying on its side and had been split longitudinally. This was 
probably the result of post-depositional truncation, although 
the split had happened quite cleanly without the collapse of the 
upper sherds, so it is not impossible that it was deposited in a 
half-complete state. Beakers are typically accessory vessels rather 
than the main cinerary urn, although there are rare recorded 
examples of drinking vessels used to contain bone. No human 
remains were found associated with this vessel. This separate 
stratigraphic event may in fact have been associated with the 
underlying urned cremation burial, [4706].

Cremation pit [4706]

Pit [4706], fill [4708] contained cremation urn [4707], a wide-
mouthed simple necked jar (Fig 4.35, V4). It survived to its full 
height within the pit but in a heavily cracked condition. During 
micro-excavation 84.4g of human bone were recovered, amongst 
which was an iron brooch of Colchester type (Fig 4.35, no 8).

Cremation pit [4711]

Cut [4711], fill [4712] contained cremation urn [4715], a fairly 
narrow-necked jar (Fig 4.35, V5), the top of which appears to 
be slightly damaged/truncated (Figs 4.31and 4.36). This vessel 
produced 441.2g of bone during micro-excavation. A sciatic notch 
fragment amongst this material suggests that this individual was 
female; sutures on associated skull fragments were unfused, which 
may suggest a younger adult (Chapter 11.9). A one-piece bow 
brooch (Fig 4.36, no 9) was found within the vessel. Also within 
the cremation pit was accessory vessel [4716], an oxidised grog-
tempered fine ware beaker (Fig 4.36,V6). After micro-excavation 
this vessel was found to contain some human bone (18.6g) but 
this could have been accidentally incorporated. A concentrated 
area of 43.2g of burnt bone, [4717] <303>, appeared to lie outside 
either vessel and is thought to have been contained within an 
organic receptacle.

Cremation pit [4718]

Cut [4718], fill [4719] (Fig 4.37) contained cremation urn 
[4720], a jar truncated at the mid body (V7 not illustrated). 
Bone recorded during micro-excavation weighed 96.5g. On the 
surface of an upper limb fragment a small patch of periosteal 
new bone was visible, which could have resulted from localised 
infection or trauma (Chapter 11.9). Three incomplete brooches 
corroded together (Fig 4.37, no 10) were found within the vessel.

Fig 4.30 Photograph of urned cremation burials during excavation,  
looking east
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Fig 4.31 Plan of Cemetery 3 showing location of cremations, postholes and possible pyre site
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Fig 4.32 Plan showing pits [4803], [4713] and [4687] in relation to G93

Fig 4.33 Section and photograph of pit [4679] (0.4m scale bar) with 
cremation vessel  V1 [4692]

Fig 4.34 Photograph of pit [4687] (0.4m scale bar) showing cremation 
vessel  V2 [4689] , with illustrated metal finds nos 5–7 (RF<3003> and 
RF<3004>, RF<3005>, RF<3006>)
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Cremation pit [4803]

Pit [4803], fill [4805] (Figs 4.32 and 4.38) contained 
cremation urn [4804], a jar truncated at the mid body (V8 not 
illustrated). One c 7mm post-firing perforation was observed 
low on the body, possibly related to repair thought no adhesive 
was noted. Bone recorded in micro-excavation weighed 64.3g.

Fig 4.35 Photograph of pits [4703] and [4706] (0.4m scale bar) showing 
vessels V3 [4704] and V4 [4707] with illustrated metal find no 8 (RF<3002>)

Fig 4.36 Section and photograph of pit [4711] (0.4m scale bar) showing vessels V5 [4715] and V6 [4716], with illustrated metal find no 9 (RF<3001>)
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Fig 4.37 Photograph of pit [4718] (0.4m scale bar) showing vessel  V7 
[4720], with illustrated metal find no 9 (RF<3000>)

Fig 4.38 Photograph of pit [4803] (0.4m scale bar) showing vessel V8 [4804]
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Cremation pit [85/007]

Pit [85/007], fill [85/005] contained cremation vessel [85/006], 
a narrow-necked globular jar (Fig 4.39 V9). The vessel survived 
to its full height. At least nine post-firing holes were noted on 
the lower body with evidence of some kind of adhesive around 
the holes and along some sherd edges. Bone recorded in micro-
excavation weighed 162.3g. 
The remains may belong to a subadult or gracile female 
(Chapter 11.9). Fragments of pig cranium and maxilla 
were also recovered; these were probably introduced to the 
cremation pyre as part of the funerary rite. Two iron brooches 
(Fig 4.39, nos 3 and 4) found within the vessel were also burnt, 
suggesting these too were included on the cremation pyre.

Cremation pit [85/013]

Pit [85/013] (Figs 4.31 and 4.40) contained primary fill 
[85/012], which was made up of deposits of oak and ash 
charcoal and unurned cremated human bone from an adult 
individual. There were also a number of unidentifiable tubers, 
grass stem fragments and four seeds of common chickweed 
(Stellaria media). It was sealed by [85/011], a redeposited natural 
clay mixed with some charcoal. At the top of the feature an 
extremely fragmentary and perhaps truncated vessel of uncertain 
form, [85/009], was recorded (V10 not illustrated). Though it 
appeared to have been deliberately placed, it is unclear whether 
this vessel served the same function as other urns or accessory 
vessels within the cemetery. It may have been an old/curated 
artefact at the time of deposition (below, ‘Pottery from cremation 
Cemetery 3 (C3)’). It was covered by a further deposit of oak 
and ash charcoal, [85/010], which incorporated tiny flecks 
of unidentifiable burnt bone (<2g), a charred seed of vetch/
vetchling/tare (Vicia/Lathyrus sp) and of orache (Atriplex sp).

Fig 4.39 Photograph of pit [85/007] (0.2m scale bar) showing vessel V9 
[85/006], with illustrated metal finds nos 3 and 4 (RF<517> and RF<518>)

Fig 4.40 Section and photograph of pit [85/013] (0.2m scale bar) showing 
vessel  V10 [85/009]0 5cm
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CREMATION-RELATED FEATURES (G96)
Five cremation-related features consisting of subcircular pits 
filled by charcoal and some cremated bone were found, largely 
to the west of the urned examples described above. Most of these 
features had been heavily plough-truncated and may once have 
included vessels. Two of the five features produced no bone.

Pit [4677]

Pit [4677], fill [4678] (Figs 4.31 and 4.41) had been heavily 
truncated. Only a tiny amount (0.2g) of unidentifiable burnt 
bone was present within the associated sample, <351>.

Pit [4681]

Pit [4681], fill [4678] (Figs 4.31 and 4.42) comprised a 
cremation-related feature or cenotaph. Only a small amount 
of unidentifiable burnt bone (0.5g) was present within the 
associated sample, <350>.

Pit [4683]

Pit [4683], fill [4684] (Figs 4.31 and 4.43) was heavily 
truncated. No bone was recovered. The associated sample, 
<293>, produced only charcoal, an unidentifiable charred seed 
and burnt/magnetised granules of naturally occurring materials. 
Despite the lack of bone, it is thought, because of the proximity 
of other related features, that this feature was associated with 
funerary activity.

Pit [4690]

Pit [4690], fill [4691] (Figs 4.31 and 4.44) had been heavily 
truncated. Only a tiny amount of unidentifiable burnt bone 
(0.2g) was present within the associated sample, <294>.

Fig 4.41 Section and photograph of pit [4677] (0.4m scale bar)

Fig 4.42 Section and photograph of pit [4681] (0.4m scale bar)

Fig 4.43 Section and photograph of pit [4683] (0.4m scale bar)

Fig 4.44 Section of pit [4690] 
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Pit [4713]

Pit [4713], fill [4714] (Figs 4.32 and 4.45) contained a fairly 
large quantity of charcoal (251g) but no bone. Though it is 
best termed a ‘cremation-related deposit’, pottery from the 
associated sample, <301>, may indicate a disturbed urned 
cremation burial. Despite the lack of bone, it is thought this 
feature was associated with funerary activity because of the 
proximity of other related features. It may have related to 
redeposited pyre debris or the location of a pyre, although there 
was little evidence of in situ burning.

CEMETERY 3 (C3): OTHER FEATURES
Eight postholes (G105) were scattered throughout the cemetery 
(Fig 4.31). These are thought to have represented markers 
or totems of some kind. Similar features were present in the 
cemetery at Westhampnett, where they were interpreted as 
possible screens or supports for wooden statues (Fitzpatrick 
1997b, 234). As well as the postholes and cremation burials 
themselves there was evidence within the main focus of the 
cemetery of a pyre location, in the form of a small suboval area 
of natural clay that had clearly been heated to a high temperature 
(G107). Environmental sampling of the feature produced only 
a small amount of charcoal (0.8g) as well as burnt/magnetised 
granules of naturally occurring materials (47.6g) and fired clay 
(88.6g). No bone was recovered. If this does relate to a pyre site, 
as seems probable given its spatial location within the cemetery, 
it may be that it was a very truncated example. Traditional pyres 
often include channels scraped in the earth to provide ventilation 
flues (McKinley 1994) and the feature may be a survival of one 
of these channels. If this was the case then this example is at 
variance with the instances from Westhampnett, which came 

in a variety of shapes in plan (X, Y, T and of short linear form), 
always incorporated iron nails and had a paucity of evidence for 
in situ burning (Fitzpatrick 1997b, 65, 231–4). The form of the 
example from Wickhurst Green would suggest an under-pyre pit.

In addition to the funerary-related features, an undated 
and largely unremarkable pit ([4870]) has also been associated 
with the cemetery on spatial grounds, although this could be of 
any date and not necessarily associated with funerary activity. 
Analysis of the postholes and cremation burials within the 
cemetery seems to point to the distinctive spatial patterning 
apparent within other funerary sites dated to this period from 
the wider south-east. This important aspect of the remains is 
more fully explored below in Chapter 5.3.

POTTERY FROM CREMATION CEMETERY 3 (C3)
Anna Doherty
As outlined above, ten placed vessels were recovered from 
C3. The cemetery contained at least seven separate features 
containing urned cremation burials, of which only [4711] 
also contained a separate accessory vessel. Two other funerary 
features contained vessels. One of these, [4703], included 
a probable accessory vessel which may in fact have been 
associated with the underlying urned cremation, [4706], rather 
than representing a separate burial. The other was recovered 
from pit [85/013], at the top of a layer of backfill above an 
unurned cremation burial, and was in such a fragmentary 
condition that its status as a possible additional urn or 
accessory vessel remains uncertain (see discussion below). Five 
burials were devoid of pottery or contained only a few sherds. 
Some of these were heavily plough-damaged, suggesting the 
possibility that additional cremation vessels could have been 
completely truncated away. On the whole, however, urns were 
placed upright on the base of the pit, so that even in cases of 
severe truncation one might expect base fragments to survive.

As is typically the case in Late Iron Age and Roman 
cremation cemeteries, all the cremation urns are coarse ware 
jars (Table 4.1). Six were in grog-tempered fabrics and one in 
a Roman sandy ware. Several of the urns were too truncated 
to determine the precise form but in general the range of jars 
is similar to that seen in the settlement assemblage. There are 
two examples of quite narrow-necked globular bodied forms, 
including one with typical East Sussex ware-style burnished 

Fig 4.45 Section and photograph of pit [4713] (0.4m scale bar)

Jar Possible jar Beaker
Cremation urn 7
Accessory vessel 2
Uncertain interpretation 1

Table 4.1 Summary of funerary pottery
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eyebrow decoration, as well as two other simple necked jars, 
one with a wide-mouthed profile.

Although small numbers of beakers and cups were noted 
in the wider assemblage, the two probable accessory vessels are 
forms that were not observed elsewhere. One of these vessels, a 
beaker found alongside a grog-tempered urn in burial feature 
[4711], is in a fine grog-tempered fabric whose red surface 
finish was clearly intended to imitate a red slip (Fig 4.36, V6). 
The form is not an exact copy of any imported terra rubra or 
samian prototypes. The other vessel, also in a grog-tempered 
fabric, is a carinated beaker clearly based on terra nigra 
Camulodunum form 120 (Fig 4.35, V3).

The final vessel, apparently placed after cremation burial 
[85/013] V10 was sealed by a significant amount of backfill, 
is difficult to interpret. Its form cannot be determined and 
neither is it clear in which position it was placed in the ground, 
for only extremely fragmented body sherds were recovered. 
Interestingly, the fabric of this vessel is different from that 
found in the rest of the funerary assemblage. Calcareous rock-
tempered wares of this type were probably going out of use by 
the beginning of period 3, and this could suggest that the vessel 
was old/curated at the time of deposition. Although it appears 
to have represented a placed deposit of some kind, it is difficult 
to determine whether it is a cremation or accessory vessel of the 
type typically associated with Roman funerals.

CATALOGUE
For fabric descriptions, see Chapter 11.2.
V1. Urned cremation vessel [4692] (Fig 4.33) a typical ‘East Sussex ware’ 

style simple narrow necked globular jar with burnished arcs and a rough 
lattice on the lower body. A number of holes of c.7mm in diameter were 
noted around the lower body and both the holes and some of the breaks 
are covered by a thick pitch/resin like substance clearly suggesting quite 
extensive repair to the vessel in antiquity. It was fragmented but surviving to 
its full height within the cut. Fill [4680], pit [4679]. Fabric GROG1.

V2. Urned cremation vessel [4689] (Fig 4.34), a wide-mouthed, necked jar. 
The upper part of the vessel had been heavily truncated though some rim 
sherds survive. Fill [4688], pit [4687]. Fabric GROG1.

V3. Heavily truncated probable accessory vessel, [4704] (Fig 4.35), a carinated 
beaker. The vessel was lying on its side and had been split longitudinally. 
This is probably the result of post-depositional truncation although the in-
situ photos show that bisection happened quite cleanly without the collapse 
of the upper sherds so it not impossible that it was it was deposited in a 
half-complete state. No bone was found in this cut and although it seems to 
be a separate stratigraphic event it may be associated with the same burial 
as [4706]. Fill [4705], pit [4703] later cut ?associated with cremation cut 
[4706]. Fabric GROG2.

V4. Urned cremation vessel [4707] (Fig 4.35), a wide-mouthed simple necked 
jar. It survived to its full height within the cut but was in a heavily cracked 
condition. Fill [4708], pit [4706], Fabric GROG2.

V5. Urned cremation vessel [4715] (Fig 4.36), a fairly narrow-necked jar. The 
top of the vessel appears to be slightly damaged/truncated, although in 
situ photos show that its full height seems to have been covered by fill so 
it is possible that it was not wholly complete on deposition. Fill [4712] pit 
[4711]. Fabric GROG1.

V6. Accessory vessel [4716] (Fig 4.36), an oxidised grog-tempered fine ware 
beaker. Fill [4712] pit [4711]. Fabric GROG1.

V7. Urned cremation vessel [4720], a jar truncated at the mid body (not 
illustrated). Fill [4719] pit [4718].  Fabric GROG1.

V8. Urned cremation vessel [4804], a jar truncated at the mid body (not 

illustrated). One c.7mm post-firing perforation was observed low on the 
body possibly related to repair but no adhesive was noted.  Fill [4805], pit 
[4803]. Fabric SAND1.

V9. Urned cremation vessel [85/006] (Fig 4.39), a narrow necked globular jar. 
The vessel survived to its full height. At least nine post-firing holes on lower 
body with evidence of some kind of adhesive around the holes and along 
sherd edges. Fill [85/005], pit [85/007]. Fabric GROG1.

V10. Extremely fragmentary and perhaps truncated vessel of uncertain form, 
[85/009], was recorded at the top of the feature (not illustrated). Although 
it appears to have been deliberately placed, it is unclear whether this 
vessel served the same function as other urns or accessory vessels from the 
cemetery. Feature contained a primary fill [85/012]/ [85/010], deposits of 
charcoal, unurned cremated human bone from an adult individual, sealed 
by [85/011] and redeposited natural clay mixed with some charcoal. Pit 
[85/013] ?unurned cremation and pyre deposit. Fabric CALC2.

SETTLEMENT 3 (ST3)
Settlement 3 consisted of two roundhouses (B10, B11), the 
larger of which showed evidence for at least two phases, an 
enclosure (ENC8) and an associated routeway (R3). A small 
enigmatic structure (S5) was located within the enclosure. The 
roundhouses were unenclosed and there was nothing apparent 
within the archaeological remains to segregate them spatially 
from C3 or OA12 (Figs 4.46 and 4.47).

The larger of the roundhouses, B10, was defined by 
two phases of gully with an external diameter of 11.75m, 
truncated by a large pit, G81 (Figs 4.48 and 4.49). The latter 
was filled by charcoal inclusions derived mainly from oak as 
well as tiny quantities of burnt bone and negligible quantities 
of hammerscale. The only directly datable finds were sherds 
of grog-tempered pottery dating to the 1st century AD. The 
two phases of gully were largely filled by deposits containing 
a charcoal assemblage dominated by oak but including a mix 
of other taxa (Chapter 11.7) as well as pieces of fired clay. The 
earlier, inner gully (Fig 4.48) was penannular, with its entrance 
situated on the north-western side. It is almost certain that 
this phase related to a large roundhouse dwelling. In contrast, 
the later phase (Fig 4.49) was semicircular in form. Two 
deeper parts of the gully (SG2439 and SG2435) were filled 
by silting and slumping, derived from weathering or from the 
redeposition of arisings, perhaps indicating that the associated 
building was constructed with mass walling formed from 
natural clay and turf as an alternative to the primarily timber 
construction assumed elsewhere. This deposit was overlain by 
a pale silt, which incorporated frequent dumped deposits of 
charcoal, fired clay, pottery and industrial debris. The latter 
included hammerscale with interventions typically producing 
between 25 and 75 flakes apiece. Negligible spherical pieces 
were also noted, as well as four fragments of hearth lining (26g), 
ten pieces of fuel ash slag and six undiagnostic lumps of iron 
(444g). This deposit was in turn overlain by a fill with frequent 
charcoal inclusions, pieces of unmodified local iron concretion 
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Fig 4.46 Plan of Settlement 3 features

Fig 4.47 Photograph of Settlement 3, looking north
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Fig 4.48 Detailed plan of the first phase of Building 10 and photograph showing both phases excavated in their entirety
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and ferruginous Wealden sandstones. Finds were dominated by 
grog-tempered pottery, though post-Conquest sandy fabrics and 
residual Middle Iron Age sherds were also present.

Structural evidence was for the most part restricted to the 
south-eastern half of the building. Analysis indicates that during 
its second phase the building utilised the earlier structure but 
was perhaps remodelled to form a D-shaped building with an 
open front (Fig 4.49). Such a construction style has often been 
interpreted as a form of workshop (Lambrick 2009, 155) and 
this function would seem to suit other evidence from B10 (see 
below). As well as postholes there was evidence for a centrally 
placed hearth (G85). This was filled by large quantities of fired 
clay as well as small amounts of charcoal. It was capped by large 
pieces of ferruginous Wealden sandstone as well as unmodified 
iron concretions which probably formed the main hearth fabric 
(Fig 4.50). During excavation this feature was thought to be 

related to iron smelting or smithing, but while these functions 
should not be excluded environmental samples showed only 
burnt/magnetised granules of naturally occurring materials and 
a piece of fuel ash slag. No hammerscale or slag diagnostic of 
metalworking was encountered. A further internal pit (G84) 
is thought on morphological grounds to have performed a 
storage function, while a shallow oval feature (G86) filled with 
silt may have related to a basin or trough. Though indistinct, 
it is possible that the later phase of gully had a contemporary 
relationship with a short length of straight ditch and an 
associated posthole (G82). It may be more likely, however, that 
this was part of a square enclosure with perpendicular ditch G90 
(see below).

Despite the lack of ironworking remains associated with 
the central hearth, interpretation as a workshop or forge would 
not be inconsistent with the evidence from this building. The 

Fig 4.49 Detailed plan of the second phase of Building 10
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metallurgical remains with which it was associated almost 
certainly support smithing activity within the vicinity and its 
open-fronted D-shaped form may be consistent with other 
workshops and forges. At Hartshill Copse in the Kennet 
valley a semicircular structure (Structure A) was encountered 
(Collard et al 2006). Though this feature was much earlier in 
date than B10 at Wickhurst Green (the site was radiocarbon-
dated to the 10th century BC), flaked hammerscale was found 

in association with the semicircular building. By contrast, 
roundhouses at Hartshill Copse were associated with 
spheroidal hammerscale, a material diagnostic of bloom 
smithing. It seems probable that there was functional 
separation between structures at the site with blacksmithing 
occurring in the semicircular or D-shaped ‘Structure A’ and 
bloom processing occurring in the adjacent roundhouse 
(Roundhouse D; ibid).

Roundhouse B11 was smaller than B10 in plan, with 
an external gully diameter of 8.4m (Figs 4.51 and 4.52). It 
was associated with finds of Romanised pottery and probably 
post-dated the first phase of roundhouse B10 but was 
contemporary with its latter, semicircular form. The defining 
gully was truncated, not only by later features but also by 
ploughing; its entrance was most likely situated on the south-
western side. Internally there were a number of postholes as 
well as two pits. One of the latter was filled by a silt deposit 
as well as a clearly backfilled layer of domestic refuse. This 
contained a large group of grog-tempered and sandy Roman 
sherds suggestive of a later 1st-century AD date. The pottery 
recovered from B11 suggests that it survived into the earlier 
part of the subsequent period (period 4, phase 1: Early 
Romano-British, AD 70–130). Stratigraphic relationships 
appeared to show that the building’s defining gully was 
associated with a straight length of undated ditch (G90), 
but it may have been more likely, spatially, to have been 
associated with perpendicular ditch and posthole G82 as part 
of a square enclosure (see above).

To the north-east of roundhouses B10 and B11 was a 
complex system of ditched enclosures, ENC8. This set of 
features was dominated by what has been interpreted as a 
double-ditched subrectangular or ovoid enclosure (G78; 
Fig 4.46). This extended to the north and east, partly 
beyond the limit of the site. The ditches which formed the 
enclosure had clearly been in use for some time, to judge 
from the amount of recutting, and were filled by slumped 
deposits caused by weathering, as well as by gradual silting 
and dumped backfills containing domestic waste. This 
material, perhaps derived from nearby occupation, included 
charcoal (dominated by oak), fired clay, pottery (largely 
grog-tempered but also post-Conquest material and a few 
residual Middle Iron Age sherds) and small amounts of 
burnt bone. The enclosure would have been approached 
from the south and west by a ditched, funnelled routeway 
(R3), which had probably at least three phases of use 
extending from the Iron Age to the early 2nd century AD. It 
is possible that this route would have led between the ovoid 

Fig 4.50 Plan, section and photograph of hearth G85 (0.4m scale bar)
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or rectangular enclosure and C3 with its surrounding pasture 
(OA12; above). Within ENC8 was a small and enigmatic 
‘structure’, S5. This showed some morphological similarities to 
small structures found at Monkton Lane, Farnham (Priestley-
Bell 2016), which were interpreted as shelters or windbreaks, 
perhaps of a temporary nature (ibid).

LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE 1 (LE1)
LE1 underwent some limited alteration during the mid 1st 
century AD (Fig 4.53). The main enclosure ditch, which 
encircled at least part of the base of the hill, was augmented by 
at least three perpendicular field boundaries (D6, D7 and D8), 
dividing the hillside into concentric land parcels. These fields 
radiated out from the summit of the hill beyond the excavation 
area, much like slices of a cake. They probably replaced 
marking-out ditches evidenced in the preceding phase (above, 
4.2, ‘Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1)’). The ditches were dated by 
pottery, including some post-Conquest sherds from the primary 
fills. Some of the interventions (especially within D8) showed 
signs of recutting in later periods (Chapter 6.2, ‘Landscape 
Enclosure 1 (LE1)’). The land units created within ENC3 by 
the division of these boundaries potentially acted as pastoral 
or (perhaps less likely) arable fields. Such radial field patterns 
are reminiscent of areas where oval enclosures have survived as 

boundaries within the historic landscape. They have exerted an 
influence over contemporary or later field patterns, as is most 
striking in the case of the Cornish ‘rounds’ (Fig 4.54) and at the 
hillfort of Brent Knoll, Somerset (Fig 4.55; Preece 1993).

It is likely that LE1extended into the adjacent site at Land 
East of the A24, although the course of this boundary was not 
sampled at these locations (Sheehan 2016). The only features 
encountered within the enclosure were a circular oven or fire-pit 
as well as three, probably associated, postholes. Environmental 
sampling of these features identified oak as the only taxon 
represented and produced a small amount of fired clay.

LANDSCAPE AREA 13 (LA13)
Garrett Sheehan

CEMETERY 4 (C4)
An unstratified urned cremation (LWH09 G15) was recovered 
on a spoil heap at Land East of the A24. These remains were 
encountered c 100m west of a ditch (LWH09 G14) forming 
what appeared to be the north-eastern corner of a probably 
rectangular or square enclosure, measuring at least 25 × 
50m, which had also been truncated during unmonitored 
groundworks (Sharp 2012).

The cremation consisted of 34.7g of burnt human bone, 
probably from a single adult, as well as a quantity of burnt 

Fig 4.51 Photograph of Buildings 10 and 11, looking north
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Fig 4.52 Detailed plan and photograph of Building 11
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long bone and ribs from a medium-sized mammal, found in 
association with a large quantity of pottery sherds comprising 
the base/lower wall area of a jar (fabric GROG2).

Two sherds of probable 1st-century AD date (fabrics 
GROG1 and SAND1) were also recovered from the enclosure 
ditch and the possibility that the disturbed cremation may have 
been contemporary with, or perhaps originally enclosed by, this 
ditch must be considered.

A number of other features, including postholes and 
subcircular areas of in situ burning, were also encountered within 

part of LA13 (Fig 4.56), which was probably open grassland 
pasture (OA98). These features may also have been associated 
with the funerary activity evidenced by the urned cremation, C4. 
A group of six postholes, S14, identified in the north-east corner 
of the site were clearly elements of a post-built structure or fence 
line, although no overall form could be determined from their 
arrangement. It is possible that this structure was originally more 
extensive and that there were other postholes which have either 
been truncated by later activity or simply did not impact upon 
the natural substrate to begin with.

Several broad but shallow circular areas of burning were 
identified across this part of the site, occasionally found in 
association with other circular pits or postholes (LWH09 G10). 
No bone was recovered from any of the features and whilst 
they may have represented the remains of under-pyre pits and 
screens or funerary markers, they could also have been related 
to vegetation clearance or assarting.

N

Fig 4.53 Plan of Landscape Enclosure 1 features

Fig 4.54 A round and associated radial fieldscape with arc-shaped boundaries 
at Carlidnack, Mawnan (source: Google Earth © 2016 Getmapping plc)
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N

Fig 4.55 Brent Knoll hillfort (source: Google Earth © 2016 Getmapping plc)

Fig 4.56 Plan of Landscape Area 13 features
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CHAPTER 5  THE LATEST IRON AGE/ROMANO-BRITISH EVIDENCE IN CONTEXT

5.1  THE EARLIER 1ST-CENTURY AD 
SETTLEMENT AND LANDSCAPE AT 
WICKHURST GREEN
The excavations at Wickhurst Green and on the adjacent 
site east of the A24 (Sheehan 2016), were clearly successful 
in tracing Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British settlement 
and land use on a scale that has not been seen before within 
the Sussex Weald. This is a fairly recent contribution to the 
archaeology of the south-east and one which has been heavily 
reliant on the expansion of fieldwork facilitated through 
developer-funded projects. Before the implementation of PPG 
16, few Iron Age farmstead sites had been investigated in the 
region, either to a modern standard or on a landscape scale 
(Drewett et al 1988, 130). This site therefore joins other large 
Wealden projects that have revealed evidence of Late Iron Age 
activity, such as in the Ashford area of Kent (Park Farm: Powell 
2013; Brisley Farm: Stevenson 2013) or in proximity to the 
River Mole in Surrey (Horley: Swift in prep; Gatwick: Network 
Archaeology in prep). The 1st-century AD reinvigoration of 
settlement at Wickhurst Green, after a hiatus from the end 
of the 2nd century BC, was characterised by multiple, small, 
ditched enclosures of rectilinear type. The earliest of these, 
ENC2, was located close to a watercourse and may have 
represented a new claim to the land during the earliest decades 
of the new millennium. This, and the later enclosures associated 
with both ST2 and ST3, joins a growing corpus of sites within 
the Wealden region. Further evidence of the contemporary 
fieldscape was encountered in association with High Wood 
and its attendant oval enclosure. Here, a radial field pattern 
was established, one which strengthens the case for early land 
division in this area. The Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
enclosure (ENC3) was more certainly associated with the oval 
boundary shown on historic mapping (equated with later 
periods of use) than was the Middle Iron Age ENC1. This 
is because it ran parallel with the later boundary (a gap of c 
2.5m), and the internal field boundaries appeared to run up to, 
but not extend beyond, the later oval enclosure. It is possible 
therefore that ENC3 experienced some form of continuity into 
the historic landscape. It is equally plausible that boundaries 
may be expected at this location through a combination of 
environmental factors, and these aspects are more fully explored 
in Chapter 12.

Whilst the examples from Wickhurst Green show 
similarities with other ‘farmsteads’ from the Low Weald 
(Billingshurst: Nicholls 2015; 2016; Fig 5.1) they seem 
altogether different to the larger, more continuous, settlements 
of the Wealden fringe (eg, Stevenson 2013; Swift in prep). 
These uninterrupted landscapes of ditched enclosures 
interspersed with larger-scale settlement foci (Hamilton 2007, 
87) may be more reflective of areas beyond the so-called 
‘Atrebatic Zone’ (Cunliffe 2005). Their cultural perspective 
in relation to regionalism is more fully explored later (below, 
5.4). It is also possible, however, that such differences may have 
reflected slight contrasts in environment, access to the coast or 
Thames valley and associated land use. Though the similarities 
with other nearby settlement enclosures may be significant 
in understanding Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
exploitation of the Sussex Weald, there is a distinct variation 
in the evidence from Wickhurst Green, lying primarily in 
relation to chronology and site succession. In contrast to both 
nearby settlement sites and the morphologically different, 
continuously ditched, examples from Kent (Powell 2013; 
Stevenson 2013) and Surrey (Swift in prep), it is likely that 
the settlements at Wickhurst Green were not immediately 
preceded by Middle Iron Age occupation. This is at variance to 
earlier understanding of the Iron Age in the region which has 
usually been characterised by late settlements with evidence 
for preceding, less intensive Middle Iron Age occupation 
(Hamilton 2007, 84). It must be remembered, however, that 
the landscape at Broadbridge Heath is not thought to have 
been abandoned during the latter part of the Middle Iron 
Age, when there may have been a hiatus in settlement and 
pottery deposition but possibly not land use. It is probable that 
clearance and grazing continued to some degree at Wickhurst 
Green owing to the changes in environment witnessed around 
the turn of the millennium. Though there appears to have been 
a hiatus in settlement (c 200 BC to AD 25) within the confines 
of the site, this may not have been true of the immediate 
landscape. Perhaps some ‘settlement drift’ may account for 
the lack of settlement evidence on the site itself. It must be 
noted that some of the grog-tempered pottery encountered at 
Wickhurst Green may actually be of Middle to Late Iron Age 
date, indicating that the supposed hiatus may not be as clear 
cut as it at first appears. Perhaps these wares were derived from 
settlement foci that existed just beyond the confines of the site.
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Fig 5.1 Plan of the Wickhurst Green enclosures in comparison to recently excavated examples from Billingshurst
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The emerging settlement pattern of the 1st-century AD 
Low Weald seems to be one of a dispersed nature. Small 
rectilinear enclosures existed in either low-lying or slightly 
elevated positions with access to watercourses, routeways and 
long-distance boundaries. They appear to have been largely laid 
out on a north–south or north-east–south-west orientation 
and bear a resemblance to so-called ‘droveway’ or ‘ladder 
enclosures’. This category of enclosure is known as far away as 
the Trent valley (Whimster 1989), Lincolnshire Fens (Phillips 
1970) and Yorkshire Wolds (Fenton-Thomas 2005), where they 
have an unclear relationship with the coaxial landscapes present 
in the lowlands (Atha 2004). The small rectilinear enclosures 
themselves may, however, show similarities to examples found 
elsewhere in Sussex such as on the Coastal Plain. Here, an 
extensively ditched landscape exists which is again characterised 
by rectilinear settlement enclosures up to 40m across. These are 
often associated with long trackways and connected systems 
of rectangular or square fields, which were often exploited 
from single-unit farmsteads, at least in the immediate vicinity 
of the enclosures (Hamilton 2007, 87). This pattern has most 
recently been demonstrated by the landscape-scale excavations 
at North Bersted (Taylor et al 2014). Again, the small size of 
the individual settlement enclosures is in contrast to the more 
extensive occupation areas known from the Wealden fringe of 
Kent (ibid) and possibly parts of Surrey (Swift in prep) but may 
be similar to the so-called fermes indigènes of northern France 
(Hamilton 2007, 96; Fig 5.2).

That the settlement sites existed alongside linear routeways 
and boundaries is a significant discovery for the region. This 
is owing to the formation of the landscape, which often shows 
signs of linearity most easily distinguished in the historic road 
network (Chapters 12.1 and 12.2). That the ladder enclosure 
evident at Wickhurst Green was associated with a long-distance 
north–south boundary and/or routeway may be of further 
significance in terms of inscribing the landscape and early land 
division of the area. Such linear arrangements may have been 
linked to resource exploitation of the region’s banded resources 
and could have been associated with livestock control (as is 
assumed for the ranch boundaries of Wessex; see Cunliffe 2005) 
and transhumance. Such linear features usually connect upland 
with lower-lying river valleys. On Salisbury Plain these have 
been shown to comprise a V-shaped ditch of between 2m and 
8m in width, flanked by low banks on either side (McOmish 
et al 2002, 56). They extend for considerable distances, 
sometimes in excess of 15km (ibid). The dating of these linear 
boundaries is not fully understood but they are often attributed 

to the Late Bronze Age or earlier part of the Iron Age (Cunliffe 
2005, 420; Giles 2012, 44–5). The significance of ‘residual’ 
Middle Iron Age pottery within D1 and Bronze Age clearance 
of the landscape may be significant in this regard (see Chapters 
3.1, 4.3, ‘Field System 1 (FS1)’ and 11.8). The creation and 
maintenance of these linearly bounded landscapes indicates 
considerable investment of labour (McOmish et al 2002, 64), 
which may have been linked to political acts and the interests 
of communities in relation to the resources of others (Giles 
2007). They mark an interest in monumentalising thresholds, 
creating barriers which both facilitate and impede movement. 
They are also linked to the creation of a sense of place. As such 
they may have been related to long-term transformations in the 
landscape (ibid) and possibly included components of partial 
and full continuity (Chapter 12.1).

This apparently dispersed but linear arrangement of 
settlements perhaps shows a preference for both slightly 
elevated and lower-lying locations close to watercourses. The 
former situation may possibly be seen in the newly discovered 
sites close to Billingshurst (Nicholls 2015; 2016) as well as 
in those that are known in the High Weald (Margary 1930a; 
1930b; Money 1979; Wickenden 1986). As discussed in 
Chapter 3, such sites may have been chosen for their free-
draining properties and ease of communication. At variance 
to these elevated locales, ST2 and ST3 at Wickhurst Green 
were both situated in close proximity to streams and/or springs 
(as well as the nearby River Arun) and this seems to have 
been an emerging theme in Late Iron Age settlement of the 
region. During his survey and review of the archaeology of 
the Weald, Gardiner (1990a, 46) noted that there seemed to 
be a concentration of Late Iron Age activity around the heads 
of springs in the Hastings area. An increasing trend towards 
settlement of lower-lying well-watered land was also evident 
at Brisley Farm, Kent (Hamilton 2007, 87; Stevenson 2013, 
377). It must be remembered, however, that these represent 
areas with access to the coast in prehistory and may therefore 
not be representative of the Wealden interior. This said, recent 
discoveries at Horley and Gatwick in Surrey also show a 
predilection for lower-lying streamside locales (Swift in prep; 
Rob Masefield, pers comm). The siting of these examples may 
have been influenced by the proximity of the River Mole and 
access to the Thames valley.

It seems that the low-lying occupation of streamside sites 
may not have been favourable as the 1st century progressed and 
this can be seen in the archaeological evidence associated with 
B9. It is probable that flooding of this building contributed 
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to its abandonment, although the enclosures in its vicinity 
continued to see some development as the Roman period 
progressed (Chapter 6.2). The further significance of B9 lies 
in its contribution to our knowledge of building style within 
the region; together with examples B10 and B11, it adds 
considerably to our hitherto limited knowledge of 1st-century 
AD architecture in the Weald. While B9, B11 and the first 
phase of B10 related to classic roundhouses, the second phase 
of B11 may have been slightly atypical in form. Possibly 
representing a D-shaped building with an open front it was 

defined by a semicircular rather than pennanular gully. Its non-
standard construction was possibly linked to smithing activities 
and as such it may have represented a specialised workshop of 
the later 1st century AD. This evidence for building style is a 
relatively new phenomenon in the understanding of the Weald 
and the contribution from Wickhurst Green joins other newly 
excavated sites in the region, such as Horley (Swift in prep).

Pollen and other environmental evidence has helped 
characterise the local landscape during the 1st century AD. It 
also proved invaluable for suggesting how apparently open areas 
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Fig 5.2 Plan of the Wickhurst Green enclosures in comparison to those from elsewhere in the Weald, the Coastal Plain and the so-called fermes indigènes of 
northern France (modified from Hamilton 2007, fig 5)
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devoid of archaeological features may have functioned. Around 
the turn of the millennium the local environment had been 
dramatically transformed, from one of woodland with glades to a 
cleared area of grassland with heath. Though woodland did exist, 
it was not prevalent within the site itself. The evidence from 
Wickhurst Green provides a valuable record of the landscape 
during this time and shows that the Low Weald may not have 
been the thick impenetrable wilderness it was once supposed.

5.2  STYLE AND CONSUMPTION
With Anna Doherty
Within the pottery assemblage of the Middle Iron Age, it is 
hard to draw specific stylistic links between the Broadbridge 
Heath ceramics and those from adjacent regions because 
fabrics appear to be overwhelmingly local and forms are all 
undecorated: fairly simple jars, types common to Middle Iron 
Age assemblages throughout much of southern Britain. What 
is striking about the 1st-century AD pottery is the degree 
to which fabric, form and decoration fit within the stylistic 
grouping which has traditionally been referred to as East Sussex 
ware (Green 1980). At the time this term was coined, few sites 
were known from the western Weald but as more have come 
to light it is arguably becoming something of a misnomer for 
a stylistic and technological tradition which can be traced well 
beyond the boundaries of East Sussex. The main features of 
the Wickhurst Green assemblage – the complete dominance 
of grog-tempering, the relatively limited adoption of typical 
Aylesford–Swarling-style traits like shoulder cordons or body 
corrugations, the use of distinctive decorative techniques such 
as burnished ‘eyebrows’ and applied cordons – all distinguish 
Wealden assemblages from those in the wider south-east. This 
perhaps suggests a coherent region of cultural influence.

Another interesting aspect of the Wickhurst Green 
assemblage, which is somewhat distinct from other Wealden 
sites, is the moderate frequencies of imported Gallo-Belgic 
wares, accounting for an estimated 15 vessels. These are 
principally butt-beakers but white ware flagons and a single 
probable terra rubra cup form are also present. In a wider 
British context the pattern of distribution of Gallo-Belgic 
wares is clearly focused on oppida, usually with limited 
distribution to networks of smaller high-status sites in their 
environs. In Sussex for example, terra nigra (TN) and terra 
rubra (TR) vessels from Chichester and Fishbourne together 
accounted for around 600 of these vessels, whilst other sites on 
the surrounding Coastal Plain and Downs usually yield fewer 
than five examples (Timby & Rigby 2007). Quantification 

of imported north Gaulish white wares (NGWH) was less 
of a focus for the Gallo-Belgic project (http://gallobelgic.
thehumanjourney.net/) and although these wares seem to 
follow similar trade or exchange networks as TN and TR, 
they are generally slightly more common on lower-status rural 
sites than the slipped wares. Unsurprisingly, given the lack 
of Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British sites known before 
development in the last decade, the Gallo-Belgic database 
records no examples of TN or TR from the Weald. It had 
seemed therefore that there were no major trade or exchange 
networks for Gallo-Belgic imports of this type coming inland 
through Sussex.

The recent publication of a large archive assemblage 
of Republican wine amphorae from Beedings Hill, near 
Pulborough, suggested that some kind of significant inland 
transport route was established in the 1st century BC, using 
either a trackway precursor to Stane Street or the River Arun 
(Pope et al 2012, 82). Unusually for sites in central Sussex, 
Beedings Hill also produced a few Gallo-Belgic wares of 1st-
century AD date, perhaps implying that this route continued 
to be used into the period around the Roman Conquest. 
The moderate assemblage of Gallo-Belgic wares from the 
current site, together with small numbers of vessels from other 
relatively newly excavated sites, such as Horley (NGWH 5 
ENV) and Billingshurst (probable imported TN, 2 ENV), 
begins to suggest that the Weald was less isolated in terms 
of ceramic imports than previously thought (Nicholls 2015; 
Doherty in prep b).

The reason why Gallo-Belgic wares are important in 
interpreting sites is not just the fact that they demonstrate 
connectedness to complex trade or exchange networks. 
Increasingly it has been noted that table wares, like other highly 
visible objects such as brooches, were important in expressing 
distinct identities in the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
period. Work by Pitts (2013; 2014) has highlighted differences 
in the supply of drinking and dining vessels to contemporary 
and proximate sites which show real variation in the way that 
different population groups ate and drank. For example, at 
Colchester distinct patterns of pottery usage were noted in 
assemblages recovered from Sheepen, the proto-urban area 
which had pre-Roman origins, and from the contemporary 
Claudian fort. Gallo-Belgic wares at the former were not only 
much more numerous but included a wider range of vessel 
types, whereas the fine ware used by the Roman military 
consisted largely of samian ware vessels with some examples of 
other imports such as eggshell wares and Lyon ware.
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With this work in mind, it is worth noting that proximity 
to the nearby mansio/posting station at Alfoldean does not 
seem to have been the impetus behind the distribution of 
Gallo-Belgic wares to Broadbridge Heath and other sites in the 
Weald, as they are entirely absent from the only fully published 
assemblage from the site (Luke & Wells 2000, table 7, 88). 
This may be a reflection of chronology – Alfoldean has been 
subject to fairly limited excavation and its date of construction 
remains somewhat unclear but the earliest published features 
date to the later 1st century AD, at a time when production 
of these wares in Gallia Belgica was coming to an end. Given 
the evidence regarding the lack of supply of Gallo-Belgic wares 
to other sites with a direct Roman military or administrative 
presence, it seems unlikely that populations at Alfoldean would 
have been consuming these vessels in any quantity, even if it 
was established earlier. Neither does it seem likely that Wealden 
populations had access to these vessels because of established 
supply lines going north-east along Stane Street – so far only 
one TR/TN vessel is recorded on the Gallo-Belgic database from 
Surrey and, despite the huge scale of excavation and pottery 
analysis on material from sites in Roman London, few Gallo-
Belgic vessels have been recorded there (Timby & Rigby 2007).

Given the proximity of Alfoldean, which was clearly using 
a reasonable number of samian vessels (Luke & Wells 2000, 
table 7, 88), as is typically the case on sites with ties to the 
Roman administration, it is also worth noting that the 10,000+ 
sherds from Wickhurst Green did not include even a single 
example of south Gaulish samian ware. In fact it appears that 
the quantity of high-status table wares used at the site declined 
from the later 1st century AD, when Alfoldean was clearly 
well established. This further seems to emphasise the fact that 
a different range of fine ware was being used. Supply to these 
sites must have been organised quite separately.

Further evidence of stylistic choices and consumption 
may be evident amongst other objects. These include a small 
shale bracelet that probably originated in Dorset and implies 
a degree of trade and perhaps links with the coast via river 
valleys or trackways (Chapter 11.5). A red glass bead may also 
be significant in this regard. The colour is a rare occurrence 
in Britain and it again implies some degree of coastal trade. 
Other exchange networks may be represented by both the 
geological material found at the site and the iron grave goods 
found amongst the cremations. Among the former was a 
fragment from the upper stone of a Lodsworth-type rotary 
quern (1470g, RF<545>, ENC5), while the latter included 
Nauheim-derivative and Colchester-type brooches, as well 
as an iron strip bracelet. Lodsworth querns are perhaps the 

most common type in Sussex during the Iron Age and Roman 
periods, the quarries being situated some 22.5km to the south-
west of the site (Peacock 1987). It is more difficult to be sure 
where the jewellery originated, as the production of such 
examples has not been studied in any detail. Only sporadic 
evidence of domestic iron smithing was found at the site 
and it is unlikely that the process was being undertaken on 
anything like an ‘industrial’ scale. That said, B10 showed signs 
of being related to a workshop with some evidence of smithing 
activity. Much of the evidence for this building had been later 
lost to the plough, in contrast to Bryn y Castell, a site with 
exceptional upstanding preservation. Here only small amounts 
of hammerscale were present within a structure interpreted 
as a smithy, despite the build-up of 35kg of slag within its 
interior (Crew 1987, 93). The difference in evidence between 
the two sites is marked and there may have been a difference in 
functionality. Bryn y Castell yielded evidence of both smelting 
and smithing, leading the excavator to interpret it as the 
residence of a high-status or specialist ironworker (ibid, 99). 
B10 at Wickhurst Green was associated with only small-scale 
domestic working, and the iron most likely brought in as bars 
or blanks.

5.3  RITUAL AND BELIEF
With Anna Doherty
One of the most obvious and demonstrable expression of belief 
systems may be recognised within the rituals associated with 
the disposal of the dead. Within the later Iron Age culture 
of south-east England a complex mix of both ‘old’ and ‘new’ 
burial traditions taken from widely dispersed cultural traditions 
is evident (Hamilton 2007, 89). Wickhurst Green and Land 
East of the A24 (Sheehan 2016) provide rare examples of not 
one but four distinct cemeteries which include monumental 
architecture as well as a mixture of burial rites. Such remains 
are so far limited in number and the funerary evidence from 
the site may be important at a national level. As such it invites 
comparison with evidence found within the wider region and 
elsewhere. The counties of Kent, Sussex and Surrey have thus 
far produced only a few sites with similar square enclosures, 
barrows or shrines. These include Westhampnett (Fitzpatrick 
1997b) and Lancing Down (Bedwin 1981), as well as Brisley 
Farm (Stevenson 2013) and Saltwood, near Folkestone (Riddler 
& Trevarthen 2006; Booth et al 2011, 232–5).

Distinctive square enclosures have often been associated 
with a tradition referred to as the Arras culture, found in East 
Yorkshire. The Middle Iron Age funerary practices of that area 
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include very occasional vehicle burials, the surrounding of 
burials with square- or rectangular-ditched enclosures and the 
grouping together of these monuments in cemeteries (Stead 
1991; Cunliffe 2005, 246). The most famous site with such 
burials is Wetwang/Garton Slack in the Yorkshire Wolds (Dent 
1982, 437), where more than 200 graves (out of a total of 446 
burials) dating from c 500 BC to the Roman Conquest of the 
area in AD 71 were enclosed (Fig 5.3).

Whilst the enclosure of burials enjoyed some longevity in 
Yorkshire, the examples from the south-east are much more 
restricted chronologically. The earliest example was found at 
Saltwood, where a small 3m-square feature was interpreted 
as a mortuary enclosure or barrow (Booth et al 2011, 232). 
This both overlay and was cut by deposits of charred material 
returning radiocarbon dates from 790 to 390 BC. This suggests 
an Earliest Iron Age (c 800–600 BC) or Early Iron Age (c 
600–400 BC) date for the enclosure, which was close to both 
cremations and inhumations (Riddler & Trevarthen 2006, 
15–16; Booth et al 2011, 232–5). The remainder of the square 
barrows or shrines belong mainly to the Late and pre-Roman 
Iron Age of the region. At Westhampnett, for example, the 
enclosures (interpreted as shrines) were themselves poorly dated 
but were associated with a cremation cemetery dated to c 90–
50 BC (Fitzpatrick 1997b). At Lancing Down an immediately 
pre-Conquest shrine pre-dated a Romano-Celtic temple 
(Bedwin 1981). It consisted of concentric square features 
surrounded by faint traces of a circular enclosure. The larger 
‘square’ had four associated postholes at each corner, while 
the inner square had two, one at the south-east and one to the 
south-west (ibid, 42; Fig 5.4). At Brisley Farm, the two square 

enclosures (interpreted as barrows) contained richly furnished 
warrior burials of the early 1st century AD (10–50 AD; 
Stevenson 2013; 151–9). The examples from Wickhurst Green 
were poorly dated – no pottery was associated with either C1 
or C2, and only ten sherds were recovered from the larger 
square barrow related to C3. It is possible that some or all of 
the square enclosures pre-dated the early 1st century AD, but 
the association of C3 with square enclosures suggests a Latest 
Iron Age/Early Romano-British date for this group of features.

Relationships between burials and the landscape, including 
topographic features, settlements and boundaries, can help to 
identify and interpret attitudes towards death and the social 
choices that dictated the location of funerary sites (Sharples 
1985; Parker Pearson 1993; Hodder & Hutson 2003, 28). 
Such work has been undertaken for the Arras burials of East 
Yorkshire (Bevan 1999) but not for the quadrangular ritualistic 
monuments of the south-east. In terms of topographic setting 
the Westhampnett cemetery was situated within the West Sussex 
Coastal Plain on a low but prominent hill, ensuring its visibility 
from nearby settlement sites for which it may have provided 
a communal burial ground (Fitzpatrick 1997b, 228). This 
elevated position (albeit on a higher, drier downland site) was 
shared by the shrine at Lancing Down (Bedwin 1981), as well as 
by the cremation cemetery and warrior burials at Brisley Farm. 
These lay on a slight rise in the otherwise low-lying and well-
watered landscape (Hamilton 2007, 89; Stevenson 2013). At 
Saltwood the square barrow was located on a Greensand spur or 
plateau; although no specific evidence for natural water sources 
was found, superficial groundwater may at times have existed in 
the area of the barrow (Riddler & Trevarthen 2006, 2).
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Fig 5.3 Plan of the cemetery at Wetwang/Garton Slack (after Dent 1982 ©Prehistoric Society)

CHAPTER 5  THE LATEST IRON AGE/ROMANO-BRITISH EVIDENCE IN CONTEXT



WEALDBǢRA: EXCAVATIONS AT WICKHURST GREEN

112

Fig 5.4 Plan of Lancing Down shrine (after Bedwin 1981, fig 3)

Fig 5.5 Plan of Cemeteries 1–3 at Wickhurst Green in relation to topography, watercourses and settlement sites
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The evidence from Wickhurst Green and Land East of 
the A24 (Sheehan 2016) seems altogether different. Here, the 
cemeteries occupied lower-lying sites close to watercourses 
and individual settlement enclosures (Fig 5.5). The distance 
between the square features of particular cemeteries and 
contemporary watercourses were as follows: C1, 47m; C2, 60m; 
C3, 11m; and C4, 160m (Fig 5.6). This correlation between 
square barrows (or in the case of C2, ‘shrine’, see below) and 
hydrology was something that was shared by the burials of East 
Yorkshire. Indeed, the watery aspects of Iron Age ritual hints 
that square barrows may in fact have been intentionally sited 
in order to be seasonally filled with water (Fig 5.7). Bevan’s 
(1999) topographical synthesis of the La Tène cemeteries of 
East Yorkshire found that most occurrences (from a sample 
of 63) were located in upland valley bottoms (34.9%) and 
sides (23.8%), whereas of the smaller number that occurred in 
lowlands (25.4%) nearly all (22.2%) were located on level plains 
(ibid, 78, table 1). A positive correlation was seen between the 
location of burials and watercourses, with most being situated 
within 50m of an actual or potential watercourse (ibid, 81, fig 6). 

It must be remembered, however, that Bevan assumed all valley 
bottoms in his study area to have once carried watercourses and 
the correlation may therefore relate to topography rather than 
hydrology. It was also noted that the cemeteries showed positive 
associations with trackways, boundaries and the orientation 
of watercourses (ibid), all of which aspects are apparent in the 
evidence from Wickhurst Green (Fig 5.5) and to a lesser extent 
Land East of the A24 (Fig 5.6).

An increasing trend for the separation of ‘secular’ and 
‘ritual’ Iron Age activities is noticeable within much of southern 
and eastern England. This pattern is, however, only partially 
evident in the south-east (Hamilton 2007, 89). Cemeteries 
could often be ‘set apart’ as is the case at Westhampnett 
(Fitzpatrick 1997b) and presumably Herstmonceux Castle, 
where no evidence related to occupation was found (Norris 
1956, 4–5). In east Kent, however, there seems to have been 
far greater integration of burial and settlement evidence 
(Hamilton 2007, 89). This has been demonstrated at Brisley 
Farm (Stevenson 2013; Fig 5.8), Dumpton Gap, Broadstairs 
(Hurd 1909) and Glebeland, Harrietsham (Jarman 1998). 

Fig 5.6 Plan of Cemetery 4 on Land East of the A24 in relation to topography and watercourses
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At Wickhurst Green and Land East of the A24 
(Sheehan 2016) the cemeteries occupied discreet 
spaces within field systems and open areas. The 
numbers and spacing seem to correspond to the 
various settlement enclosures found at the site(s) 
(Fig 5.9). This may imply that small enclosed 
farmsteads were furnished with their own burial 
ground. There may also, however, have been 
chronological variation in the inception of the 
various cemeteries. The marking of burials with 
a low mound and the placing of cemeteries 
in less visible areas was a feature of the largely 
Middle Iron Age Arras burials of East Yorkshire 
(Bevan 1999, 89). This placement meant that 
burials could be observed only in close proximity, 
probably during everyday activities and movement 
within the agricultural landscape (ibid).

In terms of morphology there seemed to 
be a degree of variation within the funerary 
monuments at Wickhurst Green. Though C1 
is believed to have represented late pre-Roman 
mortuary activity, no dating evidence or burial 
remains were found in association with the 
attached square enclosures. Thought to represent 
barrows and morphologically similar to other 
features on the site, these examples currently lack 

Fig 5.7 Suggested reconstruction of Cemetery 3 during the winter, looking north-west

sacred/funerary areas

Fig 5.8 Plan showing suggested sacred/funerary areas at Brisley Farm, Ashford  
(after Stevenson 2013)
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close parallels within the wider south-east. The only similarities 
are to be found at Saltwood Tunnel (Riddler & Trevarthen 
2006; Booth et al 2011, 232–5), where no evidence for an 
internal burial was discovered. For shared enclosure ditches, 
parallels have to be sought even further afield. The Arras burials 
of East Yorkshire sometimes showed evidence of attached 
square barrows (eg, at Wetwang Slack: Dent 1982, fig 3), but 
this may often have been due to superimposition rather than 

deliberate extension. Stronger parallels are evident in La Tène 
burials of the Continent, as at Ménil-Annelles in the Ardennes 
(Flouest & Stead 1979) or Bouy in the Marne (Chossenot 
1997; Fig 5.10). At the former site, the majority of the burials 
were cremations within square ditched enclosures interpreted 
as ‘the sites of barrows’ (Flouest & Stead 1979, 18). Both the 
graves and the surrounding enclosures were orientated roughly 
north-north-east to south-south-west. One of the larger 
enclosures, C, had a sequence of two progressively smaller 
enclosures with central burials attached (ibid). Perhaps these 
sequences of attached burials and those at C1 at Wickhurst 
Green marked the passing of progressive generations of a 
family, perhaps a parent and child.

The small square ‘enclosure’ (2.5 × 3m) associated with 
C2 was not complemented by any surviving funerary remains. 
It has been discussed in terms of potential parallels with 
the King Harry Lane site at Verulamium (Stead & Rigby 
1989), but there is an even more marked similarity between 
this monument and the shrine known from Lancing Down 
(Bedwin 1981). It was not only of similar size but was also 
segmented in form and associated with shallow postholes. 
While it did not apparently share the concentric nature of 
the Lancing Down shrine, it is possible that post-medieval 
ploughing had destroyed similar remains in this area. It is also 
possible that the outer enclosure served a similar purpose to 
the ‘square-within-a-square’ arrangement noted at Lancing 
Down (ibid, 42). As a shrine this example may have been 
characterised by a small upstanding timber structure. It was 
therefore different in character to the enclosures interpreted as 
barrows associated with both C1 and C3.

It was not certain that the barrows related to C3 were 
directly associated with any burials, although they were certainly 
situated close to a reasonably extensive cremation cemetery. 
This lack of a central burial is again shared with the enclosure at 
Saltwood, as well as the shrine at Lancing Down, and it has been 
noted that such interments could have lain on the ground surface 
or within a mound. These barrows share some partial similarities 
with the quadrangular enclosures at Westhampnett (Fitzpatrick 
1997b), but features from Wickhurst Green tentatively 
attributed to later periods may be more similar in form (B14 and 
B15; see below). Both the large and the small barrow from C3 at 
Wickhurst Green are arguably more comparable to Late Iron Age 
funerary monuments from the Continent (see Haselgrove 2007, 
496–8). These associations were apparent to Hamilton (2007, 
97), who saw parallels between the mortuary and ritual traditions 
of the Low Countries, the Champagne–Ardennes region and 
the Moselle and Rhineland on the one hand and, on the other 

Fig 5.9 Plans showing suggested associations between Wickhurst Green 
cemeteries and settlement sites
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hand, the region termed the ‘British Eastern Channel Area’ (an 
area that encompassed the south coast from Hayling Island, 
Hampshire to Ramsgate, Kent, and was bounded by the North 
and South Downs).

As well as quadrangular mortuary spaces, which may have 
been in deliberate contrast to the roundhouse form, circular 
space may have been an important architectural element 
within the funerary traditions of the south-east (Hamilton 
2007, 94). The circular arrangement of cremations witnessed 
at both Westhampnett (Fitzpatrick 1997b) and Herstmonceux 
Castle (Norris 1956, 4) is noticeable too within funerary 
spaces at Brisley Farm (Stevenson 2013, 140) and Wickhurst 
Green. Within C3 there was a possible circular arrangement of 
funerary-related features ([4690], [4677], [4681] and [4683]), 
a possible pyre ([4685], G107) and two postholes ([4701], 
[4697]). By contrast the urned cremation burials seem to 
have been placed in linear arrangements radiating outwards 

from the circular space (Fig 5.11). The deliberate arrangement 
of cremation burials is a recurrent theme throughout the 
Aylesford burial tradition and was apparent to Evans (1890, 
320–1) at the type site. It was he who evoked the term ‘family 
circle’, and Fitzpatrick (2000) suggested that this circularity 
echoed the form of the Iron Age roundhouse. This may be 
further referenced in the presence of timber posts within the 
circle at Wickhurst Green. The posts may have acted as totems 
or statues of the deceased and could have performed the role 
of a cenotaph. It is important to remember that in time of 
endemic warfare and raiding, as well as of high exposure to 
the natural world, bodies of the dead or ‘lost’ may not always 
have been recoverable. Such representations of the departed 
may therefore have performed an important role in the grieving 
process for a community as well as in modes of ancestral 
remembrance. Spatial patterning may have also reflected the 
status of the interred individuals. The radiating lines of urned 
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Fig 5.10 Comparative plans of Late Iron Age cremation cemeteries in northern France (after Haselgrove 2007, fig 3; courtesy of Oxbow Books)
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cremation burials may be indicative of the individual’s ranking 
within the group or perhaps their genealogical relationship 
within an extended family. It is possible that the circular space 
was occupied by a ‘head family’ with those on the outside 
relating to marriage partners or dependants. Similar arcs of 
posts have been noted in the Continental La Tène sanctuaries 
of Gournay and Vendeuil (Haselgrove 2007, 500) as well as 
at Brisley Farm, where the circular space they helped define 
may have been related to the canopy of a centrally placed tree 
(Stevenson 2013, 40).

A further element of spatial patterning relates to the 
barrow monuments themselves. No burials were located north-
west of the two associated with C3 and this was also a theme 
noted at Westhampnett, where the shrines seemed to delineate 
the edge of the cemetery (Fitzpatrick 1997b, 231). At Brisley 
Farm, a potential circular shrine occupied the north-western 
edge of the circular space (Stevenson 2013, 141; Fig 5.12), a 
location also occupied by the ‘barrows’ of C3.

As well as demarcating and monumentalising the areas 
occupied by burials, aspects of ritual and belief may also be 
visible within the material which accompanied the dead. The 
presence of pig bones within cremation [85/007] is not an 
uncommon occurrence in the south-east (Hamilton 2007, 90), 
and the importance of these animals may be linked to their 
status as a meat provider. While the domestication of many 
animals is associated with secondary products (wool from sheep, 
dairy from cattle, etc), the keeping of pigs is almost exclusively 
for meat consumption. Thus the ability to keep and slaughter 
animals kept largely for feasting may convey the social standing 
and wealth of the deceased. Choice of pottery vessels and other 
grave goods may also be of significance within the role and 
status of burials. At Wickhurst Green and Land East of the A24 
(Sheehan 2016) the use of plain coarse ware jars was apparent 
and these vessels are no different to those utilised in domestic 
contexts. The only exception to this would be the possibly 
curated vessel or family heirloom found within [85/013].

Fig 5.11 Plan showing spatial patterning within Cemetery 3
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A particularly interesting aspect of the ceramic burial 
assemblage is the use of damaged/repaired vessels. Burials 
[4679] and [85/007] contained very similar types of vessel, both 
of which had numerous post-firing perforations of c 7–8mm, 
low down on the vessel wall. The perforations and some sherd 
edges had thick residues of a resin/pitch substance strongly 
suggesting that both vessels had been broken and repaired in 
antiquity. In addition, a similar single perforation was noted 
in a comparable position on one of the other burial urns, 
from [4803], although it was less clear in this instance that the 
purpose of the perforation was for repair. Elsewhere it has been 
shown that birch bark tar was a particularly common adhesive 
used in the repair of vessels (Seager Smith et al 2011, 124–5).

So why would damaged objects be chosen for inclusion 
in a funerary rite? It is not uncommon for associated groups 
of funerary vessels to include one or more example that is of 
a wholly earlier date than the terminus post quem provided by 
the latest example; nor is it unusual to encounter cremation or 
accessory vessels that are worn or otherwise affected by previous 
use (eg, Barber & Bowsher 2000, 122; Biddulph 2006, 19, 27). 
This phenomenon of heirloom survival in burials may partly 
reflect the fact that new table wares may have been expensive 
or difficult to acquire at short notice. The repaired vessels 
at Wickhurst Green, however, were grog-tempered coarse 
ware jars which were locally produced and occurred in their 
thousands in the settlement assemblage. One explanation may 
be that vessels were deliberately selected from the possessions 
of the dead or at least from their household (Biddulph 2005, 
37). If this is the case, these objects may have taken on a 
personal significance where the condition of the vessel was less 
important than its connection to the deceased.

Nevertheless, it seems unusual that two different vessels 
from a small cremation cemetery would have been so 
extensively repaired. It is therefore possible that breakage or 
modification and subsequent mending were in some way 
connected to the burial rite rather than being the result of 
expedient repair. Certainly deliberate damage to vessels is a 
recurrent feature in large cemeteries such as Pepper Hill and 
Chequer’s Lane, Great Dunmow (Biddulph 2006, 31–33; 
Going & Ford 1988, 23). However, whilst these included 
some holed vessels, deliberate clipping of the rim was more 
common; perforation, when present, tended to be through 
the base rather than the vessel wall. Evidence of deliberate 
repair in funerary or other votive/religious contexts is less 
common, although there are some parallels. Perhaps the 
most interesting is the Late Iron Age cemetery at King Harry 
Lane, Verulamium, where 15 different vessels from funerary 

contexts, mostly those used as urns rather than as accessory 
vessels, had been repaired before deposition, two of them 
appearing in a single grave. All had been repaired using parallel 
holes bound with ties made of various materials (no evidence 
for adhesives was noted). Interestingly, almost all of these 
were imported Gallo-Belgic wares, especially butt-beakers. 
These vessels may have been mended because they were seen 
as special and worth conserving, but repaired vessels did not 
occur disproportionately in less wealthy graves, suggesting that 
the repair may not have been entirely motivated by economic 
concerns (Stead & Rigby 1989, 203–4). Similarly at Haslers 
Lane, Great Dunmow, a samian platter repaired with a tar-like 
adhesive appeared in one of the richest individual groups of 
accessory vessels (Atkinson in prep).

Slightly closer to home, a whole quern was deposited 
in a Middle/Late Iron Age storage pit in Eastbourne, the 
upper stone having again been glued with a similar substance 
(Doherty 2016). It should be noted that, although this example 
is perhaps only around half a century older than the Wickhurst 
Green cemetery, it seems to have come from a slightly different 
cultural milieu where Middle Iron Age traditions such as 
offerings to chthonic deities and disposal of the dead through 
excarnation appear to have persisted.

The use of perforations in the repair of the funerary vessels 
is also interesting. Single and – less commonly – multiple 
perforations on the body of vessels were a recurring trait 
identified in archive material spanning the Late Iron Age and 
Roman periods from past excavations at Silchester (Fulford & 
Timby 2001). Most of these came from pits and wells and their 
intact state may imply that they were involved in votive acts of 
deposition. It was argued that pierced vessels could have been 
preferentially selected because they had been adapted for special 
purposes such as fermentation, straining of brewed drinks 
or even use in timing devices. Cheese straining is sometimes 
suggested as a possible function for shallow vessels which have 
multiple perforations in the base, but such a function could 
not be ascribed to a large tall vessel with a constricted neck and 
perforations high up the vessel walls. The perforation of vessel 
bodies, which seemed to occur disproportionately on closed 
vessel forms like jars and flagons, may have been deliberately 
used to render the vessels unusable for their primary domestic 
purpose (often involving the storage or heating of liquids). This 
idea is particularly interesting in the context of damaged and 
repaired vessels at Wickhurst Green because if the purpose of 
breakage was essentially to ‘kill’ the vessels symbolically then we 
could speculate that the act of repair had connotations with life 
after death.
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5.4  CULTURAL REGIONALISM
The south-east is a region made up of contrasting landscapes 
and geological zones (Chapter 1). It was, moreover, occupied 
by a number of different Iron Age tribal groups and cultural 
traditions. These have been variously termed and defined 
including the ‘Aylesford–Swarling’, ‘Atrebatic’ (Cunliffe 2005, 
fig 5.12) and the ‘British Eastern Channel Area’ (BECA) 
(Hamilton 2007). The linking of variations in archaeological 
evidence with cultural differences is not without problems and 
the prevalent view since at least the mid 1990s has been that 
such concepts are deeply flawed and best avoided (Roberts 
& Vander Linden 2011, 1). The results of excavations at 
Wickhurst Green do, however, cover all the main categories of 
evidence usually referred to when exploring potential cultural 
affiliations of past groups. These patterns are most easily 
distinguished within associated settlement forms, stylistic 
artefact typologies and belief systems (Cunliffe 2005, 73). 
Such cultural indications can either range over a considerable 
distance or be distinctly localised in scale (ibid, 70). The 
argument that during the later Iron Age the south-east should 
be viewed as a dynamic and individualistic cultural zone with 
broad links to the Continent, rather than as a peripheral 
neighbour to areas with greater access to Roman goods, is 
persuasive. To claim, however, that the entire area was defined 
by its complexity and diversity of settlement pattern as well as 
the ritual behaviour of its residents may underplay emerging 
differences within an ever growing data set.

Evidence from Wickhurst Green is somewhat illustrative of 
this point. While the burial and ritualistic traditions outlined 
above may indicate a broad and cosmopolitan approach to 
belief, we should not cease to explore parallels and differences 
at local, regional, national and international levels. Many of the 
choices apparent regarding the belief systems of Broadbridge 
Heath’s latest Iron Age inhabitants can be traced in deeply 
rooted traditions that encompass a large area on either side 
of the English Channel. Nevertheless, this is one of the most 
ephemeral aspects of the archaeological record, which is 
charged with our own preconceptions and interpretations of 
patterns and choices of behaviour which are largely intangible 
to our modern sensibilities. Analysis of artefact typologies and 
settlement forms may be more rewarding but again are not 
without problems.

The dispersed pattern of small enclosed settlements 
proposed here for Wickhurst Green and the West Central 
Weald in general may have similarities with other parts of 
Sussex (such as the Coastal Plain) as well as the Continent (in 
the so-called fermes indigènes of northern France). It is markedly 

different, however, from the more extensive settlement 
areas of the upper Mole valley in Surrey (Swift in prep) and 
Wealden periphery of Kent (Powell 2013; Stevenson 2013). 
Of course these differences may reflect varying settlement 
status, especially in the light of finds such as warrior burials. 
The enclosures of Wickhurst Green may perhaps be indicative 
of low-status ‘rural’ hinterlands of more developed areas of 
settlement lying in proximity to major river valleys and the 
coast. Nonetheless, the south-western area of Sussex, which 
is often associated with a distinctive territorial enclave of the 
Atrebates and the Regni (Cunliffe 2005, 168–72), shares not 
only the dispersed enclosed settlement pattern of Wickhurst 
Green but also communication routes via the Arun valley and 
potential resource-linkage tracks apparent in the droveways 
frequently linked with Wealden settlement and the Coastal 
Plain. It could be possible, although perhaps dangerous to 
suggest, that these differences may be reflective of cultural 
choices and tribal affiliations. Horley (Swift in prep), despite its 
Wealden location, may have had greater links with the Thames 
valley to the north via the Mole valley and its river system. 
This is an area traditionally associated with the Catuvellauni 
and Trinovantes (Cunliffe 2005, 159–65; Fig 5.13), whereas 
the area of Brisley Farm (Stevenson 2013) could be claimed 
to be deep within the sphere of the Cantiaci and influenced 
by proximity to the coast and the Kentish downland. Such 
explanations may, of course, be over-simplistic and the 
variability of perceived status outlined above is just one of 
many other possible reasons behind divergence.

In conclusion, to attempt to claim cultural or even 
tribal affiliations is problematic especially when working 
with the fairly high resolution of site and region. The edges 
may be so blurred that distinctions between one potential 
signifier of culture may not be borne out by the next. Also, 
there are myriad alternative reasons why apparent differences 
in archaeological ‘packages’ may exist. Nevertheless, the 
similarities between the evidence from Wickhurst Green and 
other areas of Sussex may (as could perhaps be expected) be 
strong and the differences between the so-called Atrebatic zone 
and areas traditionally associated with the Catuvellauni or 
Cantiaci, although slight, may nevertheless exist.
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5.5  A DIVIDED LANDSCAPE? THE 
LATE IRON AGE/EARLY ROMANO-
BRITISH WEST CENTRAL WEALD
It must be remembered that the characterisation of the 
Wealden Iron Age ventured above is still really in its infancy. 
Though projects such as Wickhurst Green have revolutionised 
our previous knowledge of the area and have provided 
landscape-scale levels of interpretation, we are still working 
with a relatively small data set. Nevertheless, it is becoming 
clear that the West Central Weald was a well-settled zone 
during the turn of the 1st millennium AD, and this appears 
to have its roots during the preceding Middle Iron Age. Both 
low-lying locations near to watercourses and elevated sites 
on ridge tops or close to prominent hills seem to have been 
desirable and these locations were occupied by the dominant 
settlement pattern of dispersed small enclosures with associated 
droves or trackways. This form of settlement is similar to 
one which characterises the West Sussex Coastal Plain but 
can also be found further afield, for example, in northern 
France. Significant levels of land division also occurred at this 
time and although elements of the earlier, Middle Iron Age 
landscape were retained, the north-east–south-west-orientated 
field system of the Late Iron Age and Early Romano-British 
period appears to have been the earliest widespread land 
division in the area. This element of the landscape may have 

left a significant legacy in the Wealden countryside and this is 
further explored in Chapter 12. Like the settlement pattern, 
the form and orientation of this land division can also be found 
elsewhere in the surrounding districts of the Coastal Plain, 
South Downs and Greensand. Perhaps, therefore, we should 
view the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period of the 
Weald not as a particularly separate geographical zone but as 
one with highly interrelated cultural, physical and economic 
connections to surrounding pays.

These relationships may have been based on 
interdependencies, a system which is highly suited to the 
region’s banded resources. Such an arrangement could have been 
facilitated by the cleared, low-lying and level landscape of the 
Low Weald clay vale, but also by widespread communication 
links via river valleys, resource linkage routes and inter-visibility. 
A postulated Iron Age precursor to Stane Street (Pope et al 
2012, 82) may have been just one element of a much wider 
road network, which is more fully explored in Chapter 12. 
Settlements seem to have been intimately tied to these trackways 
and a system of transhumance may have prevailed.

Fig 5.13 The tribes of south-east Britain (based on fig 8.1 in Cunliffe’s Iron Age communities in Britain © 2005)
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CHAPTER 6  ROMANO-BRITISH

6.1  TWO WEALDS? SETTLEMENT, 
INFRASTRUCTURE AND INDUSTRY 
DURING THE RULE OF ROME

With the notable exceptions of Cleere (1978) and Gardiner 
(1990a), the Weald in the Roman period lacks any stand-
alone synthetic review. This is in contrast to the region as a 
whole, and is due to the often-quoted emphasis on villa studies 
and the more ‘Romanised’ elements of society such as urban 
centres. Though the Wealden iron industry has brought the late 
1st to 4th centuries of the area into focus, this may have been 
to the detriment of the study of other forms of rural settlement. 
This is a great shame, for the Wealden district (as outlined in 
Chapter 1) encompasses over 60% of the south-east’s entire 
land mass. The result of this lack of attention is evident in any 
examination of past literature, which would have one believe 
that the Weald was a sparsely utilised woodland with almost 
no rural settlement away from the arterial Roman roads and 
industrial sites (Cleere 1978, 61; Drewett et al 1988). Only 
occasionally is the caveat wisely given that this situation may be 
the product of a lack of fieldwork (eg, Rudling 1999, 24).

It was clear to Gardiner (1990a, 46–7) that the Roman 
introduction of the heavy plough would have facilitated more 
intensive cultivation of the Wealden clays. Despite this, he 
was unable to point to significant rural settlement. At the 
time, there was almost no evidence of non-industrial Wealden 
exploitation. Colonisation of the area was seen as encroachment 
from surrounding districts or linked to utilisation of the 
mineral resource (ibid). As the preceding chapter makes clear, 
this view now seems to be far from the reality, for on the eve 
of the Roman Conquest the Weald was already a well-utilised 
economic zone, characterised by a dispersed settlement pattern, 
communication routes and linear land divisions that bore a 
similarity to surrounding districts such as the West Sussex 
Coastal Plain. So are we to believe that the rural farmsteads 

of the Middle to Late Iron Age simply disappeared during 
the later 1st century AD? In order to answer this question the 
current state of knowledge regarding the Weald during the 
Roman period will be reviewed. This will act as an update to 
Cleere (1978) and the work of Gardiner (1990a) as well as 
setting the scene for the results from Wickhurst Green that are 
presented below.

Comparison of the mapping of the ‘Rural Settlement 
of Roman Britain’ project (Allen et al 2016) with earlier 
distribution plots of the region (Bird 1987, fig 7.7; Drewett 
et al 1988, fig 6.2; Gardiner 1990a, fig 7; Rudling 1999, 25; 
Andrews 2004, 24) shows that the picture may be changing, 
but perhaps not dramatically so. In contrast to other areas, 
the Weald still seems a sparsely occupied zone. With the 
increasing number of developer-funded projects, however, 
evidence of early farmsteads, located both in proximity to 
and away from Roman roads, is beginning to emerge. So-
called ‘native farmsteads’ are a feature of the 1st-century AD 
settlement pattern of the Coastal Plain and downland areas 
of Sussex and seem to have developed out of earlier, Late 
Iron Age, predecessors (Rudling 2003b, 115–17). Similar 
establishments are beginning to emerge from the Low Weald, 
with examples now known from Southwater (Doherty in 
prep d) and Billingshurst (Nicholls 2015; 2016) within the 
study area and from Maresfield in East Sussex (Grant 2011) 
and Headcorn in Kent (Aldridge 2010). Recently excavated 
evidence from Horley may point to a larger scale than a simple 
isolated farmstead (Swift in prep), while an example from 
Bolnore possibly owed its location to the adjacent London to 
Brighton Way (Griffin 2004). At Theobalds Road, Wivelsfield, 
the settlement and land division was attributed to the late 1st 
to early 2nd centuries AD (Powell 2015, 59). This may at first 
seem at odds with the prevailing pattern, which was clearly 
based on earlier 1st-century origins, but it was noted that the 
associated roundhouses could have preceded the land division 
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When Julius Fabricius, Sub-Prefect of the Weald,
In the days of Diocletian owned our Lower River-field,

He called to him Hobdenius—a Briton of the Clay,
Saying: ‘What about that River-piece for layin’ in to hay?’

And the aged Hobden answered: ‘I remember as a lad
My father told your father that she wanted dreenin’ bad.

An’ the more that you neeglect her the less you’ll get her clean.
Have it jest as you’ve a mind to, but, if I was you, I’d dreen.’

So they drained it long and crossways in the lavish Roman style —
Still we find among the river-drift their flakes of ancient tile,

And in drouthy middle August, when the bones of meadows show,
We can trace the lines they followed sixteen hundred years ago.

—Kipling, The Land, 1917
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(ibid). Indeed, the dominance of grog-tempered pottery, 
which accounted for over 64% of the entire Romano-British 
assemblage, makes an earlier inception possible.

Field systems and evidence of farming are even rarer than 
the settlement sites themselves. Roughly north–south- and 
east–west-orientated enclosures and divisions existed at the 
aforementioned Wivelsfield site (Powell 2015) as well as at 
Billingshurst (Nicholls 2015; 2016) (Fig 6.1). The extensive 
land division north of Horley shares this orientation (Swift 
in prep) and is similar in terms of scale to the fieldscape 
known in the Ashford area of Kent (Powell 2013; Stevenson 
2013). At Brisley Farm, the later 1st- to early 2nd-century 
field systems and enclosures were associated with a long-
lived trackway, as well as being laid out in reference to the 
preceding Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British landscape 
(Stevenson 2013, 47, fig 3.12). At Maresfield in East Sussex 
the enclosures and associated field system were on a north-
east–south-west and north-west–south-east orientation (Grant 
2011) and this axis is shared by the famous field systems at 
Chalvington and Ripe. These were equated by Margary with 
Roman-period ‘centuriation’ (1940; 1948, 204–7), although 
excavated evidence for this is at present lacking. Nevertheless, 
several Roman-period settlements are known in this area, 
including a possible villa at Marks Cross, Laughton (implied 
by fieldwalking and antiquarian finds; Masefield 1993; 2000). 
The remains may correspond to a diverse settlement hierarchy 
comprising farmsteads and at least one villa. The field systems 
require dating but it is possible that they related to a planned 
estate engaged in resource exploitation, rather than Imperial 
imposition of centuriation (ibid).

On the strength of the evidence currently available (which 
is clearly limited), it seems that from the mid 2nd century 
AD there was a widespread shortfall in Roman settlement of 
the Wealden interior. Excluding industrial sites and locations 
on the primary road network, the earlier ‘native’ settlements 
appear either to have fallen into decline, shifted location 
or been abandoned wholesale. In some cases, the change in 
evidence may reflect conversion to simple agricultural usage 
rather than permanent settlement. At Horley, the extensive 
occupation and land division seems to have contracted around 
the middle of the 2nd century AD, to be replaced by a small 
enclosed settlement, possibly related to livestock control (Swift 
in prep). A similar process is witnessed at Millfield, Southwater 
(Doherty in prep d), where the later 1st-century AD enclosures 
(themselves an adaptation of earlier 1st-century AD examples) 
appear to have fallen out of use and been replaced by short 
lengths of ditch. These may have represented part of a field 

system and were accompanied by a simple four-poster structure 
(ibid). This picture of widespread, low-intensity, Wealden usage 
continues until the 4th century AD, when there is renewed 
evidence of Late Roman activity in rural contexts. This has 
been encountered at Burgess Hill, where both a corn dryer and 
a ditch full of charcoal have been dated to the later part of the 
period (Sawyer 1999). More recently, a Late Roman coin hoard 
and domestic waste (again including much charcoal) have been 
discovered at Billingshurst deposited into the silted ditches of 
an earlier settlement enclosure (Nicholls 2015). This apparent 
re-emergence of ‘settlement’ at previously occupied sites may 
be a feature of the later Roman and immediately post-Roman 
Weald (below, 6.4, ‘Settlement and landscape’).

As has been highlighted, the Weald was also occupied by 
settlements of distinctly different character, associated with the 
arterial road network as well as navigable waterways. The major 
Roman routeways of the area were expertly investigated by 
Margary (1948), whose work is still regarded as the authority 
on the matter. These routes, together with some more recent 
updates to the layout, are shown on Fig 6.2. From west to east 
they briefly comprise:
• the Chichester to Silchester Way, linking the capital of the 

Regnenses, Noviomagus, to the capital of the Atrebates, 
Calleva Atrebatum; associated with a Wealden mansio at 
Iping (Margary 1948, 267–78);

• Stane Street, linking Chichester to London; associated 
with a major roadside settlement (vicus) at Hardham, and 
possibly at Dorking on the neighbouring Greensand (Black 
1995, 15); a mansio existed at Alfoldean in the Weald; 
there is also a significant north-west to south-east offshoot 
known as the Rowhook to Winterfold Heath spur;

• parts of the Greensand Way, which links the London to 
Lewes Way at Barcombe Mills to Stane Street at Hardham;

• the London to Brighton Way, which traverses the edge 
of the High Weald and may have been linked to the iron 
industry; a settlement and cemetery exists at Hassocks 
on the neighbouring Greensand (Couchman 1925; Lyne 
1994; Butler 2000, 1; Mullin et al 2010);

• the London to Lewes Way, which traverses the High Weald 
and may have been linked to the iron industry;

• the Lewes to Pevensey Road, with substantial settlements 
at Arlington (Chuter 2008) and Bridge Farm, Barcombe 
Mills (Millum 2016); the latter is situated at a navigable 
point of the River Ouse;

• the Newhaven to Dicker Road (Route M141; Margary 
1955, 64);
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Fig 6.1 Comparative plans showing the orientation of land division at Billingshurst, Horley and Maresfield
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• the Rochester to Hastings Road, which may have been 
linked to the iron industry (Route M13; Margary 1955, 
38–40); a port probably existed along this route at Bodiam 
within a navigable portion of the River Rother (Lemmon 
& Hill 1966);

• the Benenden to Canterbury Road; a substantial Wealden 
roadside settlement is located at Westhawk Farm (Booth et 
al 2008; Thorne in prep);

• the Maidstone to Lympne Road (Route M131a and b; 
Margary 1955, 43–4).
Among the settlements associated with the road network, 

the mansio at Iping, in the extreme western Weald, is a 
rectangular earthwork close to a crossing point of the Hammer 
Stream (Margary 1953, 3–5). Despite surface collection and 
more recent excavation by Anelay in 2005 it has never been 
the subject of detailed publication, unlike the better-known 
example at Alfoldean, which was subject to early excavation 
by Winbolt (1923; 1924a) and has more recently been 
exposed to intermittent work that shows the mansio to have 
been part of a much larger settlement (Luke & Wells 2000; 
Wessex Archaeology 2006; HDAG 2013). On the strength 
of the available evidence it seems that the focus of activity 
belonged to the later 1st and 2nd centuries AD. A possible 
redefinition of the settlement occurred in the 3rd century, and 
sporadic activity continued into the 4th century. In contrast 
to the native farmsteads discussed above, there is currently no 
evidence for preceding Late Iron Age activity at the site (Wessex 
Archaeology 2006, 29). At Arlington, a roadside settlement 
or small town probably acted as a local market centre close 
to the River Cuckmere (Chuter 2008). The settlement and 

some industrial areas developed along the road, which was 
constructed in the early 1st century AD. Decline seems to have 
set in and by the late 3rd century the settlement had apparently 
been abandoned (ibid). A large area of Roman activity, also 
on the Lewes to Pevensey Road, has been located in a bend 
of the River Ouse at Barcombe (Millum 2013; 2016). The 
site is on the very edge of the Weald and is dominated by a 
rectangular double-ditched enclosure. There is evidence also 
for a more open settlement, together with the remains of a 
large post-built barn or warehouse (ibid). Work is continuing, 
but dating evidence currently falls between the mid 1st and 
late 4th centuries AD (Millum 2016, 4). The location of the 
Barcombe settlement, on a navigable stretch of the River Ouse, 
its association with warehouse-type buildings and its proximity 
to the Wealden ironworks, may not preclude a port-related 
function. If proven it would join another Wealden site at 
Bodiam. Here, limited excavations have shown that the Roman 
occupation spanned much of the period. Activity in the early 
2nd century AD seems to have been connected to the British 
fleet, the classis Britannica (Lemmon & Hill 1966), and the 
location of a port may have been intended to serve the Wealden 
iron industry.

Moving further east to Westhawk Farm, near Ashford, 
Kent, a Roman roadside settlement and shrine belonging 
to the late 1st to mid 2nd centuries AD was immediately 
preceded by a cemetery and structures of the mid 1st century 
AD (Booth et al 2008). Intensive activity continued until the 
mid 3rd century, but only sparse evidence was encountered 
after this date (ibid). Since publication, evidence for the size 
of the settlement has been increased by fieldwork to the north 

Fig 6.2 Map of the Roman road system of the Weald
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(Thorne in prep). Results here show decline in occupation after 
the mid 2nd century, potentially indicating phased contraction 
or shrinkage from the settlement edges.

Westhawk Farm was a site where iron production was just 
one of a number of important activities (Booth et al 2008, 
383). It does, however, exist to the north-east of an area that 
was clearly well utilised for the production of iron in the 
Roman period. This group of sites is one of two concentrations 
related to the industry, the other being larger and located 
in the High Weald as far west as Crawley (Gardiner 1990a, 
46). Most of the ironworking activity within the two areas 
consisted of small-scale bloomeries (Fig 6.3), although a 
number of more extensive and sophisticated establishments also 
existed. At Bardown (Cleere 1970), Beauport Park (Brodribb 
& Cleere 1988) and Little Farningham Farm, Cranbrook 
(KAS 1958; 1959; Aldridge 2001) quantities of tile stamped 
with the mark of the classis Britannica have been recovered. 
A site at Newhouse Farm, Headcorn has also produced a mid 
2nd-century AD military buckle, although this could not be 
directly associated with the smelting activity also apparent at 
the site (Aldridge 2010). Bardown and Little Farningham both 
showed evidence for well-constructed buildings and there was 
a mid 2nd- to 3rd-century AD bath house at Beauport Park 
(Brodribb & Cleere 1988). An inscription above the door refers 
to a vilicus, or foreman, a civilian official who gave instruction 
for its rebuilding. This is not a commonly documented title and 
has been associated with an administrator of equestrian rank, 
a procurator ferrariarum, on an Imperial estate in Yugoslavia 
(Brodribb & Cleere 1988, 241, 261). An important medallion 
dating to the reign of the emperor Antoninus Pius (AD 138–
61) and found at Bardown may also point to a Roman official. 
It may represent a gift from the emperor and it indicates the 
importance of the complex (Robin Hodgkinson, pers comm). 
The evidence presented above has led to suggestions that a 
portion of the Weald was part of an Imperial estate, supported 
and administered perhaps by the British fleet (Cleere & 
Crossley 1985, 67–9). Direct state participation in the eastern 
group of sites and private enterprise in the west may explain 
the lack of non-industrial sites in much of the Weald (Gardiner 
1990a, 46).

That the Wealden clays were exploited for the making of 
tile by the British fleet is clear from the evidence discussed 
above. After ironworking, tilemaking was the most visible 
Roman industry of the region. Kilns are known from 
Wykehurst Farm, Cranleigh, (Goodchild 1937), Great 
Cansiron Farm, Hartfield (Rudling 1986) and Baystone 
Farm, Itchingfield (Green 1970), which is close to the south 

of the present site at Broadbridge Heath. They seem to have 
operated between the late 1st and mid 2nd centuries AD 
and while the example at Wykehurst Farm was clearly linked 
to the construction of a nearby villa (at Rapsley, Ewhurst: 
Hanworth 1968), it was suggested that the kiln at Itchingfield 
was connected with the construction of the Alfoldean mansio 
(Green 1970, 23) and possibly the villa at Chiddingfold (Green 
1984, 81). Tiles from the Cansiron Farm works were utilised 
by the nearby iron industry and the workers may have been 
itinerants fulfilling local demands of supply (Rudling 1986, 
227). That tiles and bricks produced by this kiln may have 
been used in the fabric of the bath house at the ironworking 
site of Garden Hill is also a possibility (ibid, 227–8). Here, 
there was evidence for late 1st-century AD occupation of an 
earlier hillfort, including ironworking and habitation linked to 
a rectangular timber-framed building. This was succeeded by a 
small bath house and additional rectangular building of 2nd-
century date (Money 1977).

The buildings at Garden Hill, which were clearly 
‘Romanised’, were not alone in the Weald. Examples existed 
at other ironworking sites such as the stone ‘barracks’ at 
Bardown (Cleere 1970) and the aforementioned bath house 
at Beauport Park (Brodribb & Cleere 1988). Villa sites have 
also been encountered and whilst these are rare in the Weald, 
being more a feature of the Greensand and downland foot 
(Gardiner 1990a, 46), they represent an important part of 
the Roman settlement pattern. The site at Rapsley, Ewhurst 
was occupied from the 2nd to 4th centuries, with indications 
of activity in the late 1st century AD at the site (Hanworth 
1968, 1). Its situation allowed access to a number of resources 
and its economy was most likely based on tilemaking and 
stock raising (ibid, 3–5, 31–2). The villa at Whitebeech, 
Chiddingfold was discovered in the late 19th century (Nevill 
1883; Cooper 1984). It produced finds dating from the mid 
1st to the mid 4th centuries AD, although these were not 
excavated to modern standards and phasing of the structures 
is limited (ibid, 81). The main occupation most probably 
dated from the mid 2nd to the mid 3rd centuries (ibid, 82) 
and it has been proposed that the villa then formed the centre 
of a forestry estate (Bird 1987, 180). Possible villa sites are 
also known from Church Farm, Ashington and Mark Cross, 
Laughton, on the very edge of the Weald (Hudson 1986, 64; 
Martin 1999; Masefield 1993; 2000), as well as at Cranleigh 
(Hayman 2008) and Earlswood Common near Reigate (SAL/
MS, vol 34, 69–71). This last was apparently destroyed and the 
materials used during road construction. One more site worthy 
of mention is the villa and bath house at Barcombe. Though 
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this is just beyond the limits of the Weald it was clearly related 
to Wealden usage, given the proximity of the findings at Bridge 
Farm (Millum 2013; 2016). Thus Roman villas were not absent 
from the Weald Clay, which may imply that the region was 
not worked just by peasant farmers (Gardiner 1990a, 46–7). 
This is particularly true of the late 1st and 2nd centuries AD 
when evidence shows that the area, far from being a wooded 
wilderness, was actually well exploited for industry and was 
crossed by major roads with associated settlements.

In addition to evidence for settlement, fields and well-
developed industries, rare pollen profiles are also beginning 
to clarify the nature of the Wealden environment during the 
Roman period. Although sequences from the region are most 
often dated to the prehistoric rather than the Roman and 
historic periods (Chapter 11.8), some important contributions 
are worthy of discussion. It was previously supposed that the 
Roman iron industry would have had a major effect on the 
woodland of the region (Cleere 1976), but this view largely 
ignored the possibility that the resource could be renewed 
through careful woodland management such as coppicing 
(Rackham 1980, 108). In actuality, it is improbable that the 
ironworks fuelled their enterprise through the destruction of 
large tracts of woodland and this is supported by important 
charcoal analysis directly related to ironworking sites 
(Kaminski 1995), which also demonstrated that the Weald 
was unlikely to have been an impenetrable forest either before 
or during the Roman era (ibid, xiii). Evidence from Hoath 
Wood in Chitcombe showed alder carr alongside extensive 
mixed woodland and some improved pasture, whereas at 
Ludley Farm in Beckley the landscape was open with grassland 

and meadow dominant (ibid). Pollen evidence from the Rye 
area has indicated that arable agriculture was being practised 
on the edges of the Weald (Waller & Schofield 2007) and 
this is also clear from the Ashford area of Kent. At Westhawk 
Farm, pollen from waterholes showed that during the mid 
2nd century AD the area was characterised by herb rich 
pasture and areas of waste ground. After AD 200 evidence of 
cereals becomes abundant, at a time when the environment 
was becoming wetter and even more open with heathland 
becoming apparent (Wiltshire 2008, 342–3; Booth et al 2008, 
381). At Brisley Farm, the pollen evidence was rather poor but 
it nevertheless demonstrated that before the Roman period the 
area was characterised by grassland pasture with arable activity 
at some distance from the site (Scaife 2013, 368). By the 
mid–late 1st century the continued importance of grassland 
pasture was clear, although there was a marked expansion in 
the amount of cereal pollen from preceding periods. Whether 
this was related to increasing amounts of cultivation on the 
site or was merely an escalation of secondary crop processing 
is difficult to say (ibid, 369–70). In conclusion, the evidence 
suggests a mosaic of managed woodland and pasture (Rippon 
et al 2015, 134) with perhaps a much more open aspect than 
was previously envisaged.

ROMANO-BRITISH ACTIVITY AT  
WICKHURST GREEN
In line with other Wealden sites which show evidence for 
earlier 1st-century AD occupation, late 1st- to early 2nd-
century AD activity (period 4, phase 1, c AD 70–130) was 
encountered at Wickhurst Green and the adjacent site east 

Fig 6.3 Map showing distribution of Roman ironworking sites in the Weald



129

of the A24 (Sheehan 2016). This was a direct continuation 
of period 3 activity and consisted largely of the modification 
of landscape features founded during the preceding phase. 
There was a dramatic change in emphasis during the mid 2nd 
century AD when there was little evidence of occupation and 
no pottery was being deposited at the site. Despite this the 
landscape was maintained to some degree, as ditches relating to 
ST2 appear to have remained at least partially open to receive 
material at the very end of the Roman period. Furthermore, 
elements of FS1 showed significant accumulations of undated 
silt deposits, as did track or hollow way R4. The Late Roman 
period witnessed a final contraction in land use with a 
general lack of maintenance of ditch systems and the gradual 
abandonment of the Early–Middle Romano-British agricultural 
system. The main identifiable activity is the deposition of refuse 
in the upper levels of earlier ditches; a hiatus in alluviation of 
watercourses may also be linked to this phase.

6.2  PERIOD 4, PHASE 1: EARLY 
ROMANO-BRITISH (AD 70–130)
LANDSCAPE AREA 5 (LA5)
During the late 1st century AD this landscape area became 
divided into two parts, labelled here as OA14 and OA15 (Fig 
6.4). This was due to the creation of a track or hollow way 
(R4) that ran roughly east–west. These open areas probably 
represented a continuation of grassland pasture associated 
with the preceding open area (OA5). The gradually increasing 
development of heathland (upper LPAZ (local pollen 
assemblage zone) 2; pollen profile <203>, Chapter 11.8) 
noted during this previous phase most likely increased during 
this time. This indicates soil deterioration and acidification, 
allowing the growth of ericaceous taxa. Track or hollow way R4 
comprised two shallow parallel ditches defining the routeway. 
The northerly of the two (G114) had been truncated to some 
degree and survived only to a length of c 18m. The southern 
ditch (G115) was overlain by deposits of livestock poaching 
(G116; Fig 6.5) and was dated by 13 sandy post-Conquest 
sherds. The associated features were clearly intended to allow 
livestock access to the ‘paddocks’ of FS1. It is possible that 
this hollow way continued in use as an unmaintained route 
or easement into the Late Romano-British period (below, 6.4, 
‘Landscape Area 8 (LA8)’).

ROUTE 1 (RO1)
RO1 and OA8 were poorly dated with no Roman sandy wares 
but they are considered to have continued in use during this 

phase, although the north-eastern end of the main curving 
trackside ditch (G55) was remodelled and closed off (Fig 6.6). 
A small undated pit which cut the northern edge of the curving 
boundary is thought to date to this phase because of the 
similarities of its fill deposits to features dated to the later 1st or 
early 2nd century AD.

FIELD SYSTEM 1 (FS1)
The spinal boundary, D1, produced no sandy post-Conquest 
sherds, but evidence of recutting as well as stratigraphic 
relationships with ENC4 indicate that this land-use entity 
remained extant as part of a late 1st-/early 2nd-century AD 
agricultural system. This would imply that D2 and D3 also 
remained open during this phase and it is also assumed that 
OA6 and OA7 endured as enclosed pasture. Continuity within 
the ladder enclosure was, however, mainly found in relation to 
ENC4, which was recut; the upper fills of the enclosure ditches 
produced pottery assemblages that were dominated by post-
Conquest sandy wares. A fragment of tegula was also recovered 
from these deposits and these finds indicate the enclosure still 
existed at this time, though was perhaps falling out of use. 
A large quantity of pottery, over 200 sherds from just two 
proximate interventions, implies that there may have been 
some occupation in the northern portion of this enclosure.

An east–west ditch (G111) with simple entrance gaps 
served to divide ENC4 into two. Despite yielding no dating 
material, it was equated with this phase on stratigraphic 
grounds. A single pit (G112) within this enclosure was dated 
by a fragment of imbrex. The continuity of ENC4 suggests the 
continued use of D5 and OA9, although D4 (see Fig 4.8) was 
replaced by D9 slightly further to the north. It is thought that 
C1 fell out of use and was replaced by an open area of pasture 
(OA13). It is possible that an earlier square barrow mound may 
have remained as an upstanding monument in this part of the 
landscape.

LANDSCAPE AREA 6 AND SETTLEMENT 2  
(LA6, ST2)
LA6 most probably persisted as a large expanse of undivided 
pasture (OA10) to the north of ST2 (Fig 6.7). The only 
features encountered within this area were two probable 
cremation pyre or cremation-related deposits (G151). These 
consisted of small truncated pits, [1898] and [1909], filled 
mainly with alder and oak charcoal but also birch and bark 
fragments (<92>, <93>; Fig 6.8)). Both contained hobnails 
(Chapter 11.5) but only [1909] produced any burnt bone. The 
tiny amounts proved unidentifiable.
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Fig 6.4 Plan of period 4, phase 1 features

G116 G115

Fig 6.5 Photograph of section of Routeway 4, looking east (1.0m scale bar)
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Fig 6.6 Plan of Route 1 and Field System 1
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Fig 6.7 Plan of Landscape Area 6 and Settlement 2 features

Fig 6.8 Photographs of probable cremation-related deposits [1898] and [1909] (G151) (left: 0.3m scale bar; right: 0.4m scale bar)
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Post-Conquest pottery from the upper fills of the enclosure 
ditches forming ST2 shows that these land-use entities, which 
originated in the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period, 
remained open at this time but were falling out of use. Final 
abandonment (at least in terms of permanent settlement) 
probably took place during the early 2nd century AD. Prior to 
this, it seems the function of the enclosures was shifting from 
occupation to livestock management.

ENC5 remained in use, although some remodelling 
of ditches was apparent as recuts, in order to create an 
association with the newly founded ENC9 (below). The 
most northerly east–west projection, where these ditches 
extended to Watercourse 1 (WC1), was disbanded and the 
ditch was lengthened to the north. Four postholes (G117) 
are thought to have represented a curving internal fence line, 
projecting inwards from the entrance gap to the interior of the 
enclosure. Though these postholes have been associated with 
period 4, phase 1 activity, they contained no dating material 
and may just as easily be equated with period 3, phase 2. A 
well-preserved clay oven (with flue) was also sited within the 
enclosure ([1800], G118; Fig 6.9). The oven was lined with 
fired clay, which retained no diagnostic features apart from a 
single fragment with a flat surface. It was filled by two deposits 
consisting of a primary fill rich in oak charcoal, overlain by 
silting in which three hobnails were incorporated. The oven 
can be more confidently associated with this phase owing to 
the presence of local oxidised ware of later 1st-century AD 
date. This probably derived from the Arun valley industry and 
was found alongside a few grog-tempered sherds within the 
charcoal-rich primary fill. Some slight evidence of smithing 
was encountered within the ENC5 ditches, including eight 
pieces of slag (222g), among them a forge bottom (c 70mm 
diameter), as well as hammerscale (25g).

ENC9 consisted of three sides of a rectilinear enclosure 
which adjoined ENC5 to the west and the parts of ENC6 
which persisted to the east. Two simple gaps in this side of 
the enclosure indicate an entrance. Two short lengths of ditch 
in the north-east of ENC9 (G120) are thought to represent 
a small pen in the corner of the enclosure. Another pen-like 
structure was located in association with one of the entrance 
gaps. This comprised a rectangular gully-defined space 
(G121). Postholes, pits and disturbance to the north-east of 
this rectangular area (G122) are thought to have represented 
remains of a drafting gate for controlled access. A further gate 
structure (G123), consisting of simple paired postholes, was 
situated within the entrance itself. The northerly of these cut 
an earlier pit or cremation deposit, [1818], which included an 
Arun valley derivative jar/beaker that was probably deposited 
intact. Large amounts of alder charcoal and small quantities of 
unidentifiable burnt bone were also encountered within this 
feature. A wood charcoal fragment (alder) and a charred cereal 
grain (Triticum/Hordeum sp) from an associated sample were 
submitted for radiocarbon dating. These returned dates of cal 
AD 20–140 (1916±30 BP, SUERC-61305) and 50 cal BC–cal 
AD 90 (1970±30 BP, SUERC-61306) respectively, with the 
younger of the two measurements (SUERC-61305) providing 
the best estimate for the features age (cal AD 20–140). 
Whether this was a ‘ritualised pit’ characterised by structured 
deposition or the remains of a human burial (as seems more 
likely) it may well have represented a foundation deposit for the 
livestock enclosure itself. A four-post structure (S6) was located 
within the enclosure’s interior. Only one of the postholes was 
dated by pottery but all were filled with similar charcoal-rich 
deposits (oak).

A small triangular space between ENC5 and ENC9 was 
designated OA16. The only feature within this area was a 
cremation burial, [1693]. It produced a small amount of burnt 
bone, some of which was identified as fragments of human 
skull. Charcoal was also present, derived from oak, cherry/
blackthorn, alder and willow/poplar. It is assumed to have been 
Roman in origin, though no dating material was encountered. 
Samples of human skull sent for radiocarbon dating 
unfortunately failed owing to insufficient levels of carbon.

It is thought that ENC6 and ENC7 remained in use 
during the Early Romano-British period, an assumption 
supported by large quantities of post-Conquest pottery in the 
associated enclosure ditches. Many of these were probably 
infilled in the course of this period, though ditches G67 
and G73 were partially realigned during this phase. These 
boundaries would later be infilled with Late Roman material Fig 6.9 Photograph of oven G118 during excavation (1.0m scale bar)
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in their upper horizons (below, 6.4, ‘Landscape Areas 9 and 
10 (LA9, LA10)’), indicating that they remained open as 
the Roman period progressed. The higher quantities of post-
Conquest pottery from ENC6 as opposed to ENC7 may be 
representative of functionality. ENC6 may have continued 
to be the site of occupation (albeit at a much lower level), 
whereas by the later 1st century AD ENC7 was probably being 
used as a livestock enclosure. The intervening negative space 
interpreted as a routeway (R2) was slightly modified during this 
time, owing to a realignment of ENC6 and ENC7 ditches. A 
stone weight was found within a realigned section of one of the 
ENC7 ditches (RF<516>).

FIELD SYSTEM 2 (FS2)
There was significant evidence for new land division in the 
area of the period 3, phase 2 LA7. This represents conversion 
of open grassland and enclosures to a field system (FS2; Fig 
6.4) comprising rectilinear fields and a probable stock funnel. 
It possibly had some association with nearby watercourses, 
although these relationships were not exposed during fieldwork. 
Three stratigraphic subphases (period 4, phases 1a–1c) have 
been devised and are detailed below.

SUBPHASE 1A (LATE 1ST CENTURY AD)
Ditches D10–D13 represented the earliest stratigraphic phase 
of FS2 (Fig 6.10). Pottery associated with D10 was dominated 
by post-Conquest sherds, although rare sherds of Lezoux 
samian and local black-burnished ware show it remained 
open into the 2nd century AD. D10 partially recut the most 
southerly ditch of an earlier routeway (R3, G79), which it 
directly replaced. It was accompanied by D11, D12 and D13, 
which adjoined it and formed small rectangular enclosures 
probably intended for livestock control or arable cultivation 
(OA17–OA20). D10 separated these fields or paddocks 
from OA21 to the west, which may have remained as a large 
area of pasture. It incorporated two small pits, which were 
stratigraphically later than period 3, phase 2 activity (G140).

SUBPHASE 1B (EARLIEST 2ND CENTURY AD)
D14 (G130) replaced D11, D12 and D13; it was on a north-
east–south-west alignment in order to create a short stock 
funnel arrangement against D10, which remained in use 
(Fig 6.11). OA22 and OA23 encompass the abandonment 
of a small paddock system and the creation of larger areas 
of pasture, though OA21 remained intact. A group of three 
similar postholes (G141) and a possible storage pit (G142) 
were located within OA22. Two unspecified pits (G143) 

were located within OA23 as well as a posthole ([4993], 
G144) which produced a mixed charcoal assemblage, early 
2nd-century AD pottery, iron nails and small amounts of 
unidentifiable burnt bone.

SUBPHASE 1C (EARLY 2ND CENTURY AD)
The elements of the final subphase of FS2 included a new 
routeway (R5), as well as part of a loosely coaxial, formalised, 
field system (Fig 6.12). R5 consisted of two parallel ditches on 
an east–west alignment, which was perpendicular to a north–
south boundary, D15. This was a realignment of D10, which 
was the earlier dominant boundary. D15 itself was recut at 
least twice, although no pottery was encountered within these 
later episodes. D16–D18 are thought to have represented small 
square or rectilinear fields within FS2. They produced a pottery 
assemblage of mixed date; the larger fresher sherds tended to 
be in post-Conquest sandy wares. D19 and D20 seem to have 
represented further fragmentary remains of this field system. 
OA24–OA31 were largely rectilinear in form and may have 
represented a shift to arable coaxial fields from the largely 
pastoral units seen earlier. The only dated features within these 
open areas were a pit, which produced tegula, in OA27 (G145) 
and an irregular pit or perhaps poaching (G146) close to the 
entrance gap in D20. The small ENC10 consisted of a straight 
gully (G138) of shallow depth, as well as a later curvilinear 
example (G139). It is possible that these remains related to a 
building, although a lack of internal structural evidence makes 
this less likely. A more certain building, B12 (Fig 6.13), was 
situated close to the earlier funerary monuments of period 3, 
phase 2. These may still have been visible during the early 2nd 
century AD. B12 consisted of a ring of eight postholes (G147) 
arranged around a central posthole and pit (G148). All the 
features were filled by similar deposits of mid blue-grey clay-silt 
with occasional inclusions of fired clay and charcoal. Overlying 
these features was a subcircular deposit of mid brown-grey 
clay-silt (G149). This probable occupation layer produced a 
large group of 2nd-century pottery which included Gaulish 
samian, Alice Holt ware and black-burnished ware forms. It 
may therefore have post-dated c AD 120, possibly representing 
occupation into the mid Roman period (below, 6.3).

Right top: Fig 6.10 Plan of Field System 2, period 4, subphase 1a

Right bottom: Fig 6.11 Plan of Field System 2, period 4, subphase 1b
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LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE 1 (LE1)
Despite the fact that late 1st-century AD pottery was recovered 
only from D6 (5 sherds) within LE1 at Wickhurst Green and 
D52 on Land East of the A24 (Sheehan 2016; see below), it 
is thought that ENC3 (G49) and D6, D7 and D8 remained 
in use during this phase (Fig 6.14). This group of features 
clearly related to the same system and may have continued 
in use into the historic landscape (Chapter 12). Significantly 
deep accumulations of undated silt overlay contexts that 
incorporated datable finds, which hints at the longevity of use 
of these features. The only significant change was the closing 
of the entrance gap within D8 and the inception of D51. The 
former was suggested by an undated ditch recut equated with 
this phase, whilst the latter comprised a field boundary which 
produced a single pottery sherd of 1st- to 2nd-century AD date 
from its primary fill.

Fig 6.12 Plan of Field System 2, period 4, subphase 1c

Fig 6.13 Detailed plan of Building 12
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LANDSCAPE AREA 13 (LA13)
Garrett Sheehan
A ditch running east–west with a broad, shallow profile (D52) 
was encountered within an OA99 (Fig 6.14). It was filled by 
two silt deposits, which were clearly derivatives of the local 
geological substrate. A number of sandy sherds from a single 
vessel with a recognisably Roman base form were recovered 
from a secondary fill. The post-Conquest nature of this vessel 
and the absence of grog-tempered wares, which appear for 
the most part to have been replaced by Roman sandy fabrics 
towards the turn of the 2nd century, suggest that this ditch may 
have dated either to the later part of the 1st century or the 2nd 
century AD. D52 was traced for a distance of 50m and was 
probably related to drainage.

6.3  MID ROMANO-BRITISH  
(AD 130–350)
There was a clear hiatus in the deposition of pottery at the 
site during the mid Roman period. Despite this, it is thought 
that field systems and other elements of land division may 

have continued to be maintained to some degree during this 
phase, both because of stratigraphic associations, which relate 
to Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British inception and Late 
Roman decommission (see below), and because of significant 
accumulations of undated silt deposits within these ditch 
systems. Added to this, it is clear that some elements of early 
land division (such as LE1) show some form of persistence into 
the historic landscape. This is more fully explored in Chapter 
12. There is also some very limited ceramic evidence for 
continuity of use into the mid Roman period. Tiny amounts of 
Lezoux samian and local black-burnished-style wares occurred 
at the site, particularly in association with B12. These can be 
placed in the Hadrianic period, suggesting that the very latest 
features from period 4, phase 1 were probably filled sometime 
after c AD 120 (Chapter 11.2). The lack of ceramic material 
may not be indicative of complete abandonment but rather 
perhaps of a switch in the emphasis of activity. The deposition 
of pottery within ditch features can be linked to occupation but 
also to arable activity, with broken pottery incorporated into 
manure heaps and middens within farmyards and then spread 
on arable fields to improve fertility. The process of manuring 

Fig 6.14 Plan of Landscape Enclosure 1 features
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may thus have been an important factor in the accumulation 
of pottery within field boundary ditches. A switch in emphasis 
from occupation and/or cereal cultivation and a move towards 
pastoralism would therefore have a negative effect on the 
quantities of pottery in such features. Such a process may be 
evident at Wickhurst Green where there was possible evidence 
for at least some continuity into subsequent periods.

6.4  PERIOD 4, PHASE 2: LATE 
ROMANO-BRITISH (AD 350–410)
LANDSCAPE AREA 8 (LA8)
Pollen profile <203> shows a clear hiatus in sediment deposition 
following the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period 
(the transition between pollen zones 2 and 3; Chapter 11.8). 
This hiatus probably began in the Middle–Late Roman period 
and suggests that woodland was recolonising the site and/or 
that flooding was occurring. This correlates well with known 
climatic changes and a wetter cooler environment during the 
period (Jones 1996). Suspected flooding may have caused 
abandonment of the earlier settlement sites and agricultural 
systems. In addition, the general change in demography 
attributable to the period may have witnessed a retreat in 
settlement at the site. By the 4th century it is therefore likely 
that the western area of the site at least was starting to take on a 
more wooded appearance. While field banks and the depressions 
left by boundaries were probably still visible and indeed may 
have continued to have an influence over land use and landscape 
formation (below, 6.4, ‘Landscape Areas 9 and 10 (LA9, LA10)’ 
and Chapter 12), it is thought that they had mostly silted up 
and been abandoned by this phase. LA8 therefore represented 
final abandonment of FS1 and the encroachment of grassy 
heathland previously characterised by LA5. OA32 was devoid 
of archaeological features, probably consisting of pasture with 
increasingly large stands of oak and hazel woodland. It was 
bordered by progressively weed-choked streams or reed swamp/
fen where willow was replacing alder as the dominant tree 
species (Fig 6.15).

A single, small, abraded sherd of Late Romano-British 
pottery was recovered from poaching layer G116. This deposit 
had accumulated after the ditches associated with the period 4, 
phase 1 track or hollow way (R4) had ceased to be maintained. 
It therefore provides evidence, admittedly extremely slight, that 
R4 may still have been in use in the Late Roman period. It is 
likely that it was an easement rather than a bounded track, and 
was probably not maintained during the preceding 2nd and 
3rd centuries AD.

LANDSCAPE AREAS 9 AND 10 (LA9, LA10)
During the Late Romano-British period, reasonable quantities 
of waste material accumulated in the upper levels of the almost 
completely silted up ditches of period 4, phase 1 ENC6 
and ENC7 (G152; Fig 6.16). This suggests that whilst these 
features were apparently not being maintained, this part of the 
site (OA33) at least was still occupied (or reoccupied) at this 
time. This accumulated material includes fired clay fragments, 
kiln bars, a piece of a glass vessel, hobnails and a triangular flat 
Kimmeridge shale object (RF<507>) as well as pottery typical 
of the latest Roman period (Chapter 11.2). This deposition of 
domestic and industrial refuse strongly suggests that a very Late 
Roman settlement existed in the vicinity. It also helps confirm 
that the enclosure and field boundary ditches of period 4, 
phase 1 were maintained, at least to some degree, during the 
preceding two centuries of the mid Roman period. LA10 by 
contrast was devoid of Late Roman features. There was little 
evidence that the last subphase of FS2 persisted and it seems 
probable that the open area which now characterised this 
location (OA34) may have consisted of woodland.

LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE 1 (LE1)
It is possible that the oval enclosure (ENC3) at the base of 
High Wood endured, although the only material evidence was 
a tiny scrap of Oxfordshire red-slipped ware from D8. The 
associated ditches may have silted during this phase but the 
hedged boundaries may have survived (Chapter 1).

ROMAN WICKHURST GREEN: DISCUSSION
SETTLEMENT AND LANDSCAPE
The settlement evidence revealed at Wickhurst Green largely 
conforms to the pattern set out in the introductory section 
of this chapter. The later 1st-century AD activity was clearly 
a continuation of the ‘native farmsteads’ that appeared in the 
Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period. It seems that the 
prevailing pattern and method of enclosure remained intact 
from the preceding period. This implies continuing exploitation 
by resident communities, perhaps using well-established 
methods suited to the area. As the period progressed, however, 
there was a noticeable decline in activity between the 2nd and 
mid 4th centuries AD. Again, this is a trend that has been 
noted elsewhere in the region. It has also been suggested that 
this apparent hiatus may not be linked to true abandonment 
but rather to a shift in emphasis. It is probable that the later 
1st-century AD land division (which had earlier roots) persisted 
to some degree as the Roman period progressed. The lack of 
pottery deposition may be related to a decline in the practice 
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of manuring, a lack of occupation at the site and an increase in 
pastoral farming as opposed to arable. It is important, however, 
that we do not equate lack of occupation with a lack of land 
use. The 2nd-century AD reduction in evidence has become a 
noticeable trend in Wealden archaeology and it is possible that 
this period marks a break with the ‘Iron Age’ traditions that 
had gone before. There may have been some widespread shift in 
settlement at this time, which may be explained in a number of 
different ways.

It is clear that the period of contraction fits neatly 
with the rise not only of villa estates but also of significant 
roadside settlements and industrial sites. It may be that it is 
a sign of agricultural exploitation of the Wealden interior by 
communities now functioning under estate systems rather than 

the more independent economies based on ‘native farmsteads’. 
Thus we could imagine the imposition of new methods of 
farming designed to support the villa-owning elite as well as 
the province of Britannia and the Empire it served. Perhaps 
a more seasonal approach to farming prevailed, with native 
communities and the small-scale farming they represented 
replaced by herds moved under a system of transhumance. 
It is possible that we should view the lack of mid Roman 
evidence as indicative of ‘agricultural improvement’ and 
social transformation much akin to the processes witnessed 
by rural communities during the 18th and 19th centuries. It 
may also be the case that settlement was experiencing a shift 
through other, less prohibitive, processes. The creation of 
roadside settlements, such as Alfoldean, would have provided 

Fig 6.15 Plan of period 4, phase 2 features
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an irresistible draw to rural communities and this could be 
evident in the expansion of settlement beyond the main focus 
of such sites. Industry may also have been attractive and this 
could be directly relevant to the site in terms of the proximity 
of the Itchingfield tileworks. It is possible that communities 
once resident at Broadbridge Heath were now employed within 
the industry and that the site served as fields to support the 
tileworks. This said, the establishment was probably fairly 
short-lived and other industrial activities such as ironworking 
and quarrying may have been more relevant in this regard. The 
lack of rural settlement evidence in part of the High Weald has 
already been suggested as being related to the areas controlled 
as part of an Imperial estate.

Perring and Pitts (2013) have recently argued that rural 
communities were excluded from the market economies of 
urban centres. The cities of Roman-period East Anglia were 
postulated to be ‘alien’ foundations to the majority of the 
peasant rural populace. These communities’ experience of 
newly founded urban and administrative foci was as providers 
of commodities by way of taxation; there appeared to be very 
little ‘counterflow’ in terms of urban products or high-status 
goods. Such a view of the interaction between rural peasant 
communities and emerging urban centres could be directly 
relevant to the evidence from Wickhurst Green and the Weald 
in general. It has been suggested above that towns and roadside 
settlements could have acted as a draw to the rural population 
and it has also been noted that Wickhurst Green’s apparent 
hiatus in pottery deposition during the 2nd century could have 
been related to a switch in emphasis to livestock control linked 
with villa estates. The latter interpretation certainly seems to 

be corroborated by the evidence of field systems and faunal 
assemblages encountered by Perring and Pitts in East Anglia. 
Here, the increasing importance and sophistication of livestock 
breeding was suggested by the use of marginal areas such as 
marshland as well as an increase in the size of cattle (Perring & 
Pitts 2013, 246–7). Perhaps the extensive grazings offered by 
the Weald were used in a similar way?

The final period of Romano-British activity at Wickhurst 
Green is also representative of the current picture from the 
Weald as a whole. It was characterised by renewed uptake of 
earlier settlement enclosures, indicated by generally dark waste 
deposits dumped within the upper horizons of earlier ditch 
systems. This possible redispersal of settlement may have been 
linked to much wider changes within society and the economy. 
The 3rd and 4th centuries AD are well attested as a time of 
disruption and the period also corresponds with decline in 
many of the villas and their estates in the south-east (Drewett 
et al 1988, 216). It may be that the non-coastal parts of the 
Weald were viewed as a refuge away from the threats, which 
necessitated the construction of the forts of the ‘Saxon Shore’. 
Though it relates to later events and must be treated with care, 
a flavour of the perceived sanctuary offered by the Weald may 
be gained from the record of the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle (ASC, 
477) for AD 477. Translated it reads:

This year came Ella to Britain, with his three sons,
Cymen, and Wlenking, and Cissa, in three ships; 

landing at a
place that is called Cymenshore. There they slew 

many of the

Fig 6.16 Section and plan of G152 deposits within the silted ditches of Enclosures 6 and 7



141

Welsh; and some in flight they drove into the wood 
that is called
Andred’sley.

Perhaps the areas well-wooded nature and non-coastal 
geography meant that it was a traditional place of refuge for the 
people of the south-east, whether or not the events recorded 
in this passage occurred. Defence of the province may also 
have had a disruptive effect on the pattern of rural settlement, 
as Black (1987, 42) has argued that the hinterland of Saxon 
Shore forts would have been vulnerable to the requisition of 
supplies by the military. The decline of the villas has been 
linked to social disruption (Drewett et al 1988, 216) and it may 
be assumed that the associated estates also experienced some 
form of disintegration. This could have led to a ‘return to the 
land’ for communities that had once been tied to these elite 
structures. There may be some circumstantial evidence for the 
persistence of large administrative units or ‘estates’ during the 
post-Roman period (Cunliffe 1978b, 223; Blair 1991, 12–30), 
and Roman or earlier origins have sometimes been suggested for 
the Lathes of Kent and, to a lesser extent, the Rapes of Sussex 
(Jolliffe 1933; Witney 1976). These claims are unsubstantiated 
but the emergence of the ‘super villas’ such as Bignor in the 4th 
century (Rudling 2003b, 121) indicates the persistence of the 
estate system into the Late Roman period. Such sites would 
presumably have been capable of controlling much larger rural 
hinterlands than their more numerous forbears.

The rural landscape of the Roman period evidenced at 
Wickhurst Green owed its design to the north–south and 
east–west linearly aligned divisions of the early 1st century 
AD. This orientation is a notable feature of other Romano-
British Wealden sites such as Theobald’s Road, Wivelsfield 
(Powell 2015), Land East of Billingshurst (Nicholls 2015), 
Millfield, Southwater (Doherty in prep d), Horley (Swift 
in prep) and, most recently, on Land South of the A272, 
Billingshurst (Nicholls 2016). These sites were often related 
to trackways aligned in a similar direction, a feature that is 
also paralleled in the routeways encountered at Wickhurst 
Green. These, and the long-distance ‘spinal boundary’ (D1), 
may have been forerunners of droveways evidenced at the site 
and within the wider landscape. This infrastructure is assumed 
to have been in existence by at least the Middle Saxon period 
(Chapter 7.2, ‘Route 4 (RO4): Wickhurst Lane’; Chapter 12), 
although their true origins are still poorly understood. It is 
possible that they were in existence during this period, as the 
proximity of cremation burials [1898] and [1909] to the line 
of Wickhurst Lane and the rare finds of tegula and pottery 
from R8 may attest. The presence of north–south/east–west 

loosely coaxial fieldscapes, ladder enclosures and trackways of 
Roman and prehistoric date has important implications for 
our understanding of the Weald’s historic landscape, and this is 
further explored in Chapter 12.

Also of importance for our perception of landscape 
evolution is the palaeoenvironmental evidence from the site. 
This shows possible evidence of flooding, which may account 
for the periods of contraction in land use outlined above, 
but it also confirms that contrary to being a thickly wooded 
wilderness, as was once assumed (Loyn 1962, 69, 343), this 
part of the Weald was an area of open grassland pasture, with 
evidence of heathland, cereal cultivation and stands of trees. By 
the mid–late Roman period, this open aspect may have been 
changing with increased reforestation stabilising local soils. 
A general increase in woodland has been shown for southern 
and eastern England at the close of the Roman period. Pollen 
evidence employed by the ‘Fields of Britannia’ project (Rippon 
et al 2015) indicates that this increase may have been greater 
than the average for lowland Britain as a whole (ibid, 25); 
however, this may have been a feature more of the immediate 
sub-Roman period and this is fully explored below. As an open 
grassland environment in its earlier Roman phase, Wickhurst 
Green joins other sites that display evidence of a cleared Weald 
(such as Ludley Farm in Beckley: Kaminski 1995). It seems 
that the open aspect of this period may have been based on a 
long tradition of clearance, and in places cultivation, stretching 
back into prehistory.

ECONOMY AND INDUSTRY
The Weald represents a challenging region for the study of rural 
site economy. The survival of animal bone and macrobotanicals 
is often poor and analysis of any surviving material limited 
owing to small sample sizes. This is because of both the 
acidic nature and the generally poor quality of the soils. The 
former is not conducive to bone preservation and the latter is 
thought to have been detrimental to any economy based on 
arable production. Despite this, something of the nature of 
Romano-British farming may be retrieved through analysis 
of archaeological features, land division, pollen evidence 
and analogies with similar landscapes. As discussed, the 
Early Romano-British period of the site was characterised by 
continuation from the preceding phase. It can also be surmised 
that the associated economy of the early and later parts of the 
1st century AD was similar to that of the beginning of the 
2nd century. It is probable that both the period 3, phase 2 and 
period 4, phase 1 settlements were engaged in a mixed form 
of agriculture – combining a small amount of arable with an 
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emphasis on livestock management and pastoralism. This is 
reflected in the continuation not only of a ‘ladder enclosure’, 
routeways, paddocks and field systems but also areas of open 
pasture and an oval landscape enclosure inherited from earlier 
(Middle Iron Age) activity. Despite the obvious limitations, the 
ability to examine the economies of newly emergent Romano-
British Wealden settlements is an important contribution to the 
study of the region. Indeed, analysis of feature and landscape 
evidence has shown that economies of the historic period can 
be ably reconstructed regardless of the lack of other available 
evidence (Margetts 2017a).

The presence of a so-called ‘ladder enclosure’ at Wickhurst 
Green is one of the most illuminating pieces of evidence for the 
associated site economy. Such settlements had their steadings 
and stockyards subdivided by ‘rungs’ into small fields, which 
enabled the rotation of grazing to avoid parasitical infections 
(Hunter 2003, 5). These linear landscapes were often, as 
here, associated with trackways or long-distance watershed 
boundaries. These may have facilitated both the seasonal 
movement of stock and equitable shares of land (Hunter 2003, 
6; Williamson 2013, 92–3). The links that routeways provided 
between areas of varying resources and the boundaries they 
marked for communities in adjoining valleys were an important 
part of their imprint on the landscape (Williamson 2013, 93). 
Within such ladder systems cereal production was a relatively 
minor element of the farming economy; crops may have been 
grown for local consumption (and fodder) in gardens and 
plots close to the farmsteads (Hunter 2003, 5–6). Such small 
agricultural areas may be suggested by the settlement enclosures 
at Wickhurst Green.

As well as the agrarian landscape’s more ‘formal’ elements, 
it was also apparent that Broadbridge Heath’s Romano-British 
countryside was composed of large areas of open grassland. 
These most likely included areas of unimproved pasture with 
ling, heather and small stands of trees. Such expanses would 
have been exploited by the settlement’s grazing herd, which 
probably formed the major component of the site’s economy. 
The conversion of portions of these areas to more formalised 
field systems as period 4, phase 1 progressed may, however, 
indicate some form of agricultural intensification, possibly 
linked to a slight expansion of cereal production. A shift in the 
use of earlier settlement enclosures was also in evidence and this 
may have been associated with an increasing use for livestock 
and a shrinkage in the resident human population.

Any reconstruction of the pastoral economy that supported 
Broadbridge Heath’s Romano-British population is hampered 
by the lack of bone preservation, noted above. Despite this, 

it may be suggested that herds were probably composed of a 
mix of species. Sheep may have been less prevalent than pigs 
and cattle, which are much more suited to the heavy Wealden 
clays. It is also possible that horses were present, especially in 
the more open pastures of the site. These areas would have 
also been suitable for the grazing and browsing of goats. The 
dominance of cattle within the Romano-British economy is a 
well-known aspect of the landscape of southern England. In a 
large area north of the Thames, the sites and landscapes may be 
fairly typical of lowland Britain as a whole. In that area it has 
been shown that animal husbandry was dominated by cattle, 
whose significance increased markedly from the early to the 
late Roman period (Rippon et al 2015, 129). Perhaps such 
a situation was also occurring at Wickhurst Green. The lack 
of mid Roman occupation has already been discussed and it 
has been suggested that this decline may have been associated 
with a shift away from the more mixed regimes of the Late 
Iron Age/Early Romano-British period towards an economy 
based almost exclusively on pastoralism. That this economy 
included seasonal pasturing of livestock within a system of 
transhumance is entirely possible and this could have been 
facilitated by the routeways evident at the site. Exploitation 
may have been as part of federative estates based on villas or 
the Roman administration. There is little doubt that the south-
east’s historic custom of transhumance was in place by the 
early medieval period and this system may have been based on 
Roman and even prehistoric antecedents (Everitt 1986, 30–1).

Moving away from the livestock economy, which was 
clearly the most important element of land use at the site, 
evidence from the Essex clay lands has shown that soils similar 
to those found within the Weald were workable during the 
Roman period (Drury & Rodwell 1980, 59–64; Williamson 
1984). The coulter, which enables the ploughman to slice 
through heavy soil, had by this time made its appearance. To 
turn the clods so that they could be drained by exposure to the 
sun and air was a problem solved by fixing a mouldboard to 
the side of the plough. This was common practice by the Late 
Roman period (Payne 1957, 76–9; Finberg 1972, 397) and 
its use in the Weald would have been highly beneficial to any 
arable agriculture. Despite this, there was only slight evidence 
for cereals at Wickhurst Green and the small assemblage of 
charred botanicals was dominated by spelt (Chapter 11.6, 
<165>). Within southern and eastern England generally, and 
on the Boulder Clays of Essex in particular, wheat was the 
dominant cereal of the Roman period (Rippon et al 2015, 
131). Its cultivation may also be reflected in the pollen 
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evidence for the site, which shows evidence of arable in the 
wider landscape (Chapter 11.8).

In terms of the industrial economy there was even less 
evidence of ironworking from Roman contexts than for earlier 
periods at the site. It would appear that very low levels of 
domestic smithing were occurring in the general vicinity of 
ENC5 during the first half of the Roman period (period 4, 
phase 1). Such activity is usually encountered at rural domestic 
sites and its presence here is not unexpected. Despite the 
proximity of the Itchingfield tileworks (at Baystone Farm: 
Green 1970) there was no evidence that production of ceramic 
building material extended into the site. The generally low 
quantities of tile recovered from Wickhurst Green were most 
probably derived from this nearby industry.

RITUAL AND BELIEF
It is clear that by the later 1st century AD the traditions of 
funerary practice were changing at the site. What was perhaps 
the last burial to be deposited within C3 was accompanied by a 
jar in a post-Conquest sandy ware. This may have belonged to 
the earliest years of period 4, phase 1 and marks the cessation 
of burial in formalised cemeteries with square monuments. 
Funerary practice now switched to deposition within elements 
of the agricultural system. Cremation continued to be the 
dominant rite, a common trend within the counties of East 
and West Sussex (Rudling 2008, 102) as well as the wider 
south-east. Probable cremation [1818] was interred within an 
enclosure primarily concerned with livestock control (ENC9). 
Little can be discerned about the location of unaccompanied 
cremation [1693] apart from its proximity to a watercourse. 
This is an element of burial practice shared with earlier, period 
3, phase 2 funerary activity. Token cremation burials [1898] 
and [1909] contained hobnails and were located in an area of 
open pasture. Roman law prevented burial of adults within 
settlements and this may have been observed at rural sites 
as well as urban centres. Burials in field corners, near roads, 
boundary ditches and enclosures are a feature of the Roman 
period, as demonstrated by the mid 2nd- to early 3rd-century 
cremation cemetery at Offington Lane, Worthing (Thorne 
2009). Here no ditches, field systems or other evidence of 
settlement were identified within the confines of the excavation 
area, leading to the suggestion that the cemetery existed some 
way from the focus of settlement, perhaps in fields or adjacent 
to a long-vanished trackway (ibid, 47).

The Roman cremations at Wickhurst Green have been 
phased earlier than the examples from Offington Lane, 
but it must be noted that apart from [1818] they were not 

accompanied by pottery vessels. Indeed, dating is a problem, as 
is certain identification as cremation burials. Burnt bone was 
small in quantity and only the fragments of skull from [1693] 
were positively identified as human, although this may be a 
result of the efficiency of the cremation process. Despite this, 
the presence of hobnails from sandals as seen in [1898] and 
[1909] is a well-known funerary trait and has been noted from 
the wider south-east (Drewett et al 1988, 235).

The lack of grave goods and the informal methods of 
burial may have been linked to the low status of the deceased 
at Wickhurst Green. Evidence for the worship of traditional 
Roman gods, such as found in the Chichester/Fishbourne 
area, is harder to identify in the countryside and at some sites 
‘discovery of special deposits’ hints at more deeply seated and 
long-established local beliefs (Rudling 2008, 131). Thus the 
Roman ‘burials’ of Broadbridge Heath may show a blurring of 
newer Roman customs with those that had gone before. While 
there was a move away from formal cemeteries, there was a 
continuation of burial in proximity to watercourses and close 
to, but outside of, areas of occupation.

Newer Roman practices may be discerned within the type 
of fuel wood chosen for the cremation process. All four of the 
probable cremation burials discussed above were associated 
with alder charcoal to greater or lesser extents. Indeed, both 
[1818] and [1909] were associated exclusively with fuel wood 
of this species, with over 300g and 160g from each respectively. 
This trend has been noted too in Roman cremation burials 
from northern France (Deforce & Haneca 2012), where, it is 
suggested, the wood was selected based on availability rather 
than ritual significance. Alder is a rather poor fuel wood (Taylor 
1981), and the continued availability of oak in this period 
makes an interesting contrast with the choice of alder as fuel for 
these cremations.

Also of interest is the presence of hobnails in otherwise 
unaccompanied cremations. Probable cremations [1898] and 
[1909] were not dated by any other means and the possibility 
remains that they were Late Roman in origin; however, there 
is thought to have been a general move towards inhumation 
by this period within the south-east (Drewett et al 1988, 236). 
The appearance of hobnails in burial contexts has led to the 
suggestion that they were intended for a journey to the afterlife 
from the realm of the living (Henig 1984, 199). To Crummy 
(2011, 48), however, this does not bear close scrutiny. Evidence 
from the Early Romano-British period suggests that the dead 
were cremated fully clothed (Toynbee 1971, 44–50) and the 
remains of footwear could therefore have been incorporated 
with remains extracted from the pyre.
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One further aspect of the landscape is significant in regard 
to these cremation burials, that is the proximity of examples 
[1898] and [1909] to the modern course of ‘Old Wickhurst 
Lane’. This droveway was almost certainly used during early 
medieval seasonal ‘outpasturing’ and transhumance at the site, 
although the origins of such routeways are not fully understood. 
It has been suggested above that the presence of residual Roman 
material within deposits associated with R8 may indicate 
earlier origins for this than has previously been supposed. 
The proximity of these cremations may also be of importance 
in this regard on grounds of the well-known associations of 
Roman burials with roads and tracks. That said, this association 
is somewhat circumstantial and further evidence would be 
necessary in order to draw firmer conclusions.

6.5  THE ROMANO-BRITISH WEST 
CENTRAL WEALD
It has been demonstrated through updated synthesis (above, 
6.1) as well as the results of the excavations that the area of the 
Weald cannot be thought of as devoid of Roman settlement. 
‘Native farmsteads’ persisted in the 1st and early 2nd centuries 

AD and settlement of late date has also come to light. Despite 
a lack of evidence for 2nd- and 3rd-century occupation, at 
least in areas away from the major Roman roads, the Wealden 
interior may still have acted as a pastoral and industrial 
resource. When Brandon (2003, 42) conducted a landscape 
history of the pays, the lack of evidence led to his claim that 
there was little to hint at substantial Roman colonisation. This 
should be revised on the strength of the evidence presented 
here. Within the West Central Weald, Roman sites and find-
spots are spread along the line of Stane Street, with significant 
clusters in the area of Billingshurst and Alfoldean (Fig 6.17). 
Perhaps discontinuous ribbon development may be postulated 
in these areas as has been shown further east (for example, in 
relation to the Lewes to Pevensey Road: Chuter 2008).

Indeed, possible settlement activity has been encountered 
close to the line of Stane Street at Barnfield, Fiveoaks (Symonds 
2005) and recent finds in the area of Billingshurst are showing 
further evidence of Romano-British occupation (Nicholls 2015; 
2016). That early routeways had an influence over Wealden 
settlement distribution and resource procurement has been 
suggested in relation to a forerunner of Stane Street (Pope et 
al 2012) but also in relation to a prehistoric track that follows 

Fig 6.17 Distribution map of Roman-period sites and find spots within the West Central Weald study area
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a High Wealden ridge in the Horsham area (Margary 1948, 
264). Sites in the area of Southwater may have been directly 
associated with the southerly extension of this track, which may 
have run proximate to the line of the modern A24. Indeed, a 
grey ‘channel-like’ deposit at Millfield, Southwater (Doherty in 
prep d) may actually represent a portion of this routeway. Sites 
away from ‘major roads’ may also show some correlation with 
the hydrology of the study area (Fig 6.17). This is an emerging 
theme for many periods of rural Wealden settlement (Chapters 
2.4, 3.4, 5.5 and 8.3), with the rivers and streams used for 
water supplies and transportation. It was conceivable to Green 
that tiles from the Itchingfield works (Green 1970) could have 
been transported to Chiddingfold villa by means of shallow-
draught boats. The same could have been true of Alfoldean, 
given the proximity of the River Arun.

As well as the sites mentioned above two further Roman 
sites are also worthy of comment: a mid 2nd-century rubbish 
pit from Hills Place, Horsham (Lyne 2008) and Romano-
British pottery and coins inserted into the Money Mound 
(Beckensall 1967, 20). While the former is suggestive of an 
elusive rural settlement, the latter shows important Roman 
ritual activity and veneration of earlier monuments.
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CHAPTER 7  THE EARLIER MEDIEVAL PERIOD

CHAPTER 7  THE EARLIER MEDIEVAL PERIOD

Then Julius Fabricius died as even Prefects do,
And after certain centuries, Imperial Rome died too.

Then did robbers enter Britain from across the Northern main
And our Lower River-field was won by Ogier the Dane.

Well could Ogier work his war-boat—well could Ogier wield his brand—
Much he knew of foaming waters—not so much of farming land.

So he called to him a Hobden of the old unaltered blood,
Saying: ‘What about that River-piece; she doesn’t look no good?’

And that aged Hobden answered ‘Tain’t for me to interfere.
But I’ve known that bit o’ meadow now for five and fifty year.

Have it jest as you’ve a mind to, but I’ve proved it time on ’time,
If you want to change her nature you have got to give her lime!’

Ogier sent his wains to Lewes, twenty hours’ solemn walk,
And drew back great abundance of the cool, grey, healing chalk.

And old Hobden spread it broadcast, never heeding what was in’t—
Which is why in cleaning ditches, now and then we find a flint.

—Kipling, The Land, 1917

7.1  THE POST-ROMAN TO MID  
8TH-CENTURY WEALD
The post-Roman period is traditionally viewed as a time of 
moral and social collapse. The discontinuity experienced 
during the 5th century with the world which went before has 
been interpreted as the result of disasters such as economic 
failure, demographic and environmental changes, plague and 
war. Perception of the period has largely been coloured by 
the writings of various early medieval historians, including 
Gildas and Bede. From the 1970s, however, this cultural-
historical approach, whereby changes were seen purely as 
the result of migrations of Germanic raiders and settlers, has 
gradually given way to post-processual ideas, which suggest 
that cultural transformation results from human adaptation 
to environmental, social, economic and technological factors 
(Chapman & Hamerow 1997; Hamerow 1997). Within the 
south-east, events around the turn of the 5th century appear 
as a culmination of developments from the previous century, 
rather than being entirely new (Drewett et al 1988, 246). This 
is not to argue that the post-Roman period was not one of 
sharp discontinuity in the political history, the market-based 
economy and the prosperity and power of the urban and 
villa-owning elite (Rippon et al 2015, 3). Of all the regions 
of Britain, the south-east is arguably the area with the greatest 
claim to a significant influx of Germanic migrants and possible 
replacement of the native British population. This has been 
most dramatically conveyed by ‘Early Anglo-Saxon’ material 
culture usually found within the region’s early cemeteries 
but also in the body of evidence related to place names. In 
Sussex analysis of the latter has shown the almost complete 
replacement of any British nomenclature (Mawer & Stenton 
1929, xvi); in Surrey surviving ‘Celtic’ elements are limited to a 
few rivers such as the Wey and Mole (previously known as the 
‘Emene’), as well as a restricted number of settlements (Mawer 
& Stenton 1934, xvii–xviii). The traditional explanation 
for this change was based largely upon the aforementioned 
documentary sources, which are extremely problematic. The 
Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, for instance, narrates the destruction 

of a surviving Romano-British population by a Germanic war 
band led by Aelle (first king of the South Saxons) and his sons. 
These conquering immigrants settled a largely depopulated 
and wooded landscape where any remaining Britons were 
either expelled or enslaved. The fate of the ‘native’ population 
under Anglo-Saxon rule was thought by Welch (1978, 30) to 
have been expressed by Bede. His account of the gift of Selsey 
to Wilfrid showed that the saint’s first act was the granting of 
freedom to 250 male and female slaves on the estate (Historia 
ecclesiastica, 4.13). Within the new South Saxon kingdom, 
however, not all Britons may have been doomed to servitude. 
The genealogy of the kingdom of Wessex includes a king with 
a ‘Celtic’ name and among the South Saxon rulers, the name 
of Aethelwalh may suggest some British connection (Drewett et 
al 1988, 265). This was at a time when Sussex was most likely 
divided between two or more ‘kings’ as well as distinctive ‘folk 
groups’ such as the Hæstingas (Mawer & Stenton 1929, xxiv).

Current perceptions of post-Roman Britain include both 
an influx of Germanic migrants and survival of a ‘native’ 
Romano-British population. Scientific approaches tend to 
favour the idea of an ‘English settlement’ characterised as 
much by acculturation as migration with the majority of the 
population comprised of indigenous Britons (Higham & Ryan 
2013, 105). Within this context, the place-name evidence of 
Sussex can best be reconciled if conquest rendered Old English 
as the 5th-century high-prestige language. As such, it could be 
expected to have largely replaced Brythonic with only a low 
take up of loanwords.

It is an established pattern in Sussex that Early Anglo-
Saxon sites tend to be restricted to the better soils of 
the Coastal Plain and ‘spring line’, with only occasional 
occurrences on the Downs. There is a virtual absence of sites 
and finds of this date from the area of the Weald, which during 
the Late Roman period is thought to have been covered by 
the huge tract of forest known by the name of Andred. This 
large woodland, which may have provided a haven for Britons 
fleeing disruption along the coast (Chapter 6.4, ‘Settlement 
and landscape’), continued to be named in Saxon annals for 
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many centuries, being called the desertum ondred in the life of 
St Wilfrid (c AD 700; Vita S Wilfridi, xli) and in the Anglo-
Saxon Chronicle simply as Andred (ASC, 755, 893). During 
the early 11th century (AD 1018) the forest is referred to 
as Andredeswealde (Mawer & Stenton 1929, 1; Ward 1936, 
122–4), but subsequently the old British prefix was dropped to 
become a name synonymous with thick forest and heavy clay.

The view that the area consisted of a heavily wooded 
landscape throughout the Roman and early medieval periods 
can perhaps be challenged by the limited palaeoenvironmental 
evidence retrieved from the area. This indicates a more mixed 
picture with extensive woodland and wood-pasture as well as 
large areas cleared of forest (Rippon et al 2015, 133, 140). 
Though the Wealden toponymic evidence points to its largely 
wooded nature (Mawer & Stenton 1929; 1930) there are also 
instances of names ending in feld, meaning a cleared area of 
open country or open country near to woodland, with which 
to contrast it (Smith 1956a, 166–8; Gelling 1984, 235–6). An 
extremely interesting place name from the edge of the West 
Central Weald study area indicates that the landscape may not 
have been deserted by the ‘native’ population during the post-
Roman period. It may also show that elites were employing 
dependent cultivators to work difficult land in the Wealden 
interior. Situated near Cowfold, the place name of ‘Wallhurst 
Manor’ first entered the documentary record in AD 1279. It is 
of much earlier origin, however, as it is from the Old English 
wēala-hyrst, meaning wood of the Britons or serfs (Mawer & 
Stenton 1929, 211). Pollen evidence from Bodiam in East 
Sussex may support the notion that areas of Wealden pasture 
or arable could have been maintained by sub-Roman farmers 
or slaves. Here, continued clearance during the Roman period 
created a landscape that remained open into the early medieval 
period (Priestley-Bell & Pope 2009, 27–9).

It may, however, be wrong to overplay how far areas 
previously cleared survived during the 5th and 6th centuries. 
Of all the lowland areas investigated by Rippon and his 
team (Rippon et al 2015, 167), the south-east (defined as a 
much larger area than Kent, Sussex and Surrey) showed the 
biggest increase in tree pollen from the Romano-British to 
the early medieval period (8%). Though this reforestation 
showed distinct local variation, it suggests that the Weald, an 
already well-wooded area during Late Roman times, may have 
become even more so by the Early Anglo-Saxon era (ibid). A 
picture of increasing woodland may also be supported by the 
evidence from Wickhurst Green. An investigated watercourse 
showed a clear hiatus of sediment deposition following the 
Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period (Chapter 11.8). It 

is likely that this hiatus began in the Late Roman period and 
it perhaps suggests that woodland was recolonising the site 
and/or that flooding was occurring. This correlates well with 
known climatic changes and a wetter cooler environment but 
also reforestation of a previously cleared landscape. This would 
have caused stabilisation of local soils preventing sediment 
accumulation within streams.

It is probable that in the 6th century the Sussex Weald was 
acting, as Everitt claimed for Kent (1986, 54), as a common 
pasture for the South Saxon kingdom as a whole. Charter and 
place-name evidence shows that by the 7th and 8th centuries 
communities in more ‘favourable’ pays were beginning to create 
independent dens within the forest. The Kentish dens were 
detached woodland pastures that would originally have been 
exploited on a seasonal basis as part of larger multiple estates. 
These land parcels would have been used for the pannage 
of swine, with cattle and other livestock also being present 
(Margetts in prep). The dens were probably first established by 
communities within an inter-commoned area; however, after 
the 8th century, following land grants, a distinction occurred 
with the resultant areas forming ‘sub-commons’ belonging to 
individual estates. These were further divided until the 11th 
century to create ‘manorial dens’ (Witney 1976, 78–103). A 
similar process is likely for the kingdom of the South Saxons. 
Despite the scarcity of den names within the Sussex Weald, 
it is likely that the fold names of the region denote directly 
comparable outlying pastures (Brandon 2003, 45–6). This 
model of independent pastures was largely based upon parent 
settlements located on the more agriculturally favourable soils 
of the Sussex spring line and the Coastal Plain. As outlined in 
Chapter 1 these areas bear a direct resemblance to so-called 
‘original lands’ in Kent (Everitt 1986) and were linked by a 
system of transhumance and droveways to their accompanying 
seasonal outliers (Brandon & Short 1990, 25–6).

The historically low number of known Anglo-Saxon 
Wealden sites hinders the drawing of any firm conclusions 
about the area’s exploitation, as well as the testing of theories 
of landscape historians. Sites of this period in any environment 
are difficult to detect and in the Weald this is especially true 
(Gardiner 1990a, 47). Nevertheless, the aforementioned site at 
Bodiam on the River Rother produced evidence of waterlogged 
wood possibly pertaining to a revetment (Priestley-Bell & Pope 
2009). Radiocarbon-dated to the mid 6th to mid 7th centuries 
these timbers may indicate the presence of a port, perhaps a 
replacement for the Roman-period example mentioned above. 
This may show that the interior of the Weald was reached 
by river traffic as well as by foot via the more often cited 
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droveways. Possibly connected to the Roman road network was 
a largely 7th-century settlement site at Friar’s Oak, Hassocks 
(Butler 2000). This was located close to the boundary of 
the Weald Clay, although it, and the nearby early cremation 
cemetery (Couchman 1925; Lyne 1994), can more properly be 
considered as associated with the lighter soils of the Greensand.

A general dearth of evidence for the early medieval period 
before the 11th century also proved to be the case at Wickhurst 
Green. Despite late survival of Roman activity at the site 
there was little evidence of any subsequent 5th- to mid 8th-
century settlement within the excavation area. Nevertheless, 
it is possible that the tradition of enclosing the base of High 
Wood remained during this time, as boundaries existed at this 
location (LE1) during both the earlier and later landscape. 
Perhaps this ‘oval’ was kept clear of the woodland which was 
encroaching upon much of the rest of the site. This rather 
limited evidence may imply that any associated land use may 
be archaeologically ‘invisible’. This is possibly the case for a 
post-Roman ‘British’ population generally (Härke 2007) but 
it also fits with the documented pastoral usage of the Wealden 
interior by remote estates. The lack of medieval pottery 
earlier than the 11th century can probably be explained by 
the complete unsuitability of vessels of this nature for those 
engaged in transhumance. Horn, leather and wooden vessels 
and containers, which are lighter and less prone to breakage, 
were likely to have been preferred.

7.2  PERIOD 5, PHASE 1: MIDDLE–
LATE ANGLO-SAXON (AD 750–1020)
THE MIDDLE–LATE ANGLO-SAXON WEALD
Despite the sporadic wars that clouded the history of 7th- 
and 8th-century Sussex until Offa’s final subjugation of the 
kingdom and its later amalgamation into Wessex, this was a 
time of relative prosperity and population growth. Indeed, 
this period is one that landscape historians have termed the 
‘long 8th century’, a phase of social and agrarian innovation 
during the later 7th to 9th centuries (Hansen & Wickham 
2000; Rippon 2008, 27). The population expansion, facilitated 
in part by the intensification of agriculture and increasing 
sociopolitical organisation, is most evident in an apparent 
growth in settlement within the Weald. It is thought that by 
the 11th century the area had become thoroughly, though 
sparsely, settled (Drewett et al 1988, 291), largely as a result 
of the break-up of large estates and the parcelling out of land, 
and because of the phased process of pastoral settlements 
outlined above. This evolution of Wealden settlement has often 

been portrayed as a battle between frontier colonisers and 
unforgiving dense woodland with its unproductive and heavy 
soils (Loyn 1962, 69, 343), with the region’s centre occupied 
only during later centuries (Witney 1976; Brandon 1978b). 
This diffusionist view has been challenged by Gardiner (1990a, 
47; 1995), who noted the lack of evidence and regarded the 
expansion of Late Anglo-Saxon settlement not as a physical 
movement into new territory but as an increasing density of 
population and the uptake of previously unoccupied land 
(Drewett et al 1988, 291; Gardiner 1995).

Regardless of documented evidence for increased 
Wealden exploitation, corroborative archaeological evidence 
remains almost as scarce today as it was for Gardiner’s review 
(1990a, 47). Most of the early churches of the region can be 
more properly associated with the Saxo-Norman period (see 
below), but in St Nicholas, Worth we have one of the most 
distinguished of Sussex churches (Kirby 1978, 164) and one of 
the most important pre-Conquest examples nationally. Probably 
dating to the earlier 11th century, rather than the 10th as has 
sometimes been postulated (Salzman 1940, 197), it is uncertain 
whether it was of minster status and it should perhaps be classed 
as a private monastery (Ralegh Radford 1973, 137).

It is a paradox that, aside from ecclesiastical establishments, 
the number of later Anglo-Saxon sites is even lower than for 
earlier centuries. The contemporary Wealden iron industry 
probably functioned on a smaller scale than the preceding 
Roman activity. The site at Friar’s Oak produced evidence for 
small-scale metalworking (Butler 2000, 73), as did a later, more 
firmly Wealden site at Millbrook, Ashdown Forest (Tebbutt 
1982). The small smelting furnace located here was scientifically 
dated to the late 8th or early 9th century (Clark 1982, 28).

Settlement sites may be marked by arc-shaped boundaries, 
which are of uncertain antiquity. One of these, the Hayworth, 
has been the subject of recent excavation (Margetts 2017a). 
Progressively cleared of woodland from the 7th to the 11th 
centuries, activity within the enclosure probably represented 
pastoral usage with herders employing a droveway to take 
their stock to water. The site has been identified as being part 
of the holdings of Earl Godwin and was associated with the 
Old English place-name element wic, in this case probably 
pertaining to an outlying dairy farm (ibid). Probably also 
related to seasonal pastoralism is the area of Thunderfield, 
near Horley. Belonging to Chertsey Abbey in the 10th century 
the area has been associated with Wealden dens as well as a 
potential shieling ground (Turner 1997). The oval enclosures 
of the north-western Weald that may be relevant in this regard 
(Margetts in prep) have been investigated by English (1997) 
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as well as by Chatwin and Gardiner (2005); the latter authors’ 
work shows that the enclosures pre-dated systematic division 
of the western end of the Sussex Weald via a series of parallel 
routeways and long-distance field boundaries. This regularly 
‘organised’ landscape was utilised in the tenurial division of the 
area which is thought to have emerged by the 10th and 11th 
centuries. In places this framework of estate boundaries would 
have influenced the siting of slightly later ‘strip parishes’, which 
extended into the Weald from locations near to the scarp slopes 
and spring line of the North and South Downs.

MIDDLE–LATE ANGLO-SAXON ACTIVITY AT 
WICKHURST GREEN (AD 750–1020)
Before the archaeological work at the site, little was known of 
the nature of early medieval occupation in the surrounding 
area. Much of our existing knowledge is based upon Old 
English place-name evidence, which indicates at least some 
form of occupation during the period. Horsham, a compound 
of hors and ham, meaning ‘horse homestead or enclosure’ 
(Mawer & Stenton 1929, 225), is, like much of the Weald, 
not mentioned in Domesday; its appearance, however, in a 
pre-Conquest charter suggests a settlement of some nature 
(Darby & Campbell 1962, 420). By the 10th century, the 
multiple estates had begun a process of fragmentation into 
smaller units, and it is from this process that the separate 
parish of Horsham probably derives. The settlement pattern, 
which mostly developed from the Middle–Late Anglo-Saxon 
period, tends to conform to the ‘ancient countryside’ pattern 
(Rackham 1986), comprising an irregular landscape of fields 
carved out of the woodland (‘assarts’) with settlement generally 
consisting of a dispersed pattern of hamlets and isolated farms. 
The area falls within the Weald Sub-Province, part of Roberts 
and Wrathmell’s (2000) South Eastern Province of rural 
settlement classification. Horsham originated in such a way as 
a detached pasture of the ‘manor’ of Washington, first attested 
in AD 947, but probably established several centuries earlier 
(Hudson 1986, 131). Areas of land to the north (Broadbridge 
Heath) and south (High Wood and parts of the River Arun) 
of the site lay within detached portions of Sullington parish, 
remaining so until 1878 when they were transferred to 
Horsham parish (ibid, 129). Both Washington and Sullington 
lie on the fertile Sussex spring line situated at the foot of the 
South Downs scarp. The north–south-aligned roads, tracks and 
footpaths in the area were probably formed by at least the 8th 
century owing to their suitability for seasonal pastoral usage as 
documented in Anglo-Saxon charters and place-name evidence. 
Their true origins could be much earlier (see below).

Middle–Late Anglo-Saxon activity at the site left little 
artefactual trace apart from a few sherds of pottery of pre-
Conquest date, partly because of the intermittent pastoral 
nature of land use and the low-level use of ceramics in this 
activity (as outlined above). The Wickhurst Green site was 
clearly associated with droveways (Old Wickhurst Lane, 
Fiveoaks Road and Mill Lane) that survive into the modern 
day; also, it was a detached parochial outlier to the later 
medieval parent manor, parish and settlement at Sullington. 
Exploitation of the site during the Middle–Late Anglo-Saxon 
period is thought to have been related to the droveways, and 
there is important, albeit difficult-to-date, evidence of possible 
seasonal settlement and enclosure. By the very end of this phase 
(late 10th/early 11th century) a significant building, a hall or 
possibly a barn, had been established in the west of the site 
adjacent to a routeway. It is possible that it was constructed 
before any systematic land division at the site, though some 
arable agriculture was likely to have been occurring by the end 
of this phase.

LANDSCAPE AREA 8 (LA8): A DETACHED  
WOOD-PASTURE
The western half of the site was occupied by LA8 (OA35), 
consisting perhaps of mixed woodland, wood-pasture and 
areas of grassland or scrub (Fig 7.1). This expanse of grazing 
land probably became increasingly cleared over time and it is 
possible that some arable agriculture was taking place by the 
late 10th century. A number of features were encountered, 
including part of a subrectangular enclosure, ENC25 (Fig 7.2). 
This was defined by shallow ditches (G57) that were found 
to be generally sterile, apart from a single pottery sherd dated 
to the mid 8th–early 11th century (F2). These ditches are 
interpreted as an animal enclosure used for overnight corralling 
during periods of transhumance, or for milking and penning of 
stock in the summer.

Situated a little way to the north were two small 
subrectangular features interpreted as buildings or shelters. The 
most northerly of these, B14 (Figs 7.2 and 7.3), was a small 
structure defined by a wall trench with an entrance gap (0.5m) 
in the north-western corner. The fill deposits contained 17 
small, worn and fragmentary sherds dating to AD 1075–1175 
(average weight 0.5g). There were also six sherds of early 
Romano-British pottery (average sherd weight 1g). Included 
too were occasional fragments of sandstone, fired clay and small 
quantities of oak charcoal. During analysis some consideration 
was given to the possibility that this feature may in fact have 
related to a Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British funerary 
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structure or shrine and this still remains a possibility. It was 
found approximately 45m north-west of C1, but there were no 
cremations or other features of ritual significance within the 
immediate vicinity. It does bear some resemblance to shrines 
excavated at Westhampnett, particularly enclosures 20277 and 
20657 (Fig 7.4), the latter of which was not associated with 
any dating evidence and was not sufficiently diagnostic in form 
to be phased to the Iron Age with any confidence (Fitzpatrick 
1997b, 18). The dating of B14 is clearly not conclusive, but 
it is probable that the smaller quantities of Romano-British 
sherds represent redeposited material. A medieval date based on 
the larger quantities of sherds of this period is therefore thought 
to be most likely, although the small size and worn state of this 
pottery suggests it too is redeposited.

In addition to resembling Iron Age or Romano-British 
quadrangular shrines, B14 also bears a passing resemblance to 
ancillary buildings encountered on Anglo-Saxon settlement sites 
(Building 20 at Springfield Lyons for example: Tyler & Major 
2005, 138–9) and the shielings, hafods/havos and booley huts 
found in so-called marginal landscapes in northern and western 
Britain and Ireland (Winchester 2000, 90–3; Gardiner 2008; 
Fox 2012, 27–9, 41; Fig 7.5). Place names of the region include 
elements of Old and Middle English that have equivalent or 
similar meanings to Scandinavian words denoting summer 
pastures or temporary shielings in the north of England (sǽtr, 
erg, skali/shele). The Old English elements (ge)sell (‘a shed, a 
shelter for animals, a herdsman’s hut’) and scydd/scedd (‘a hovel, 
a shed, a pig-sty’) are reasonably common in both Kent and 

Fig 7.1 Plan of period 5, phase 1 features
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Sussex (Smith 1956b, 117–18, 115; Margetts in prep) and the 
presence of transhumance huts would tally well with current 
understanding of early medieval Wealden usage.

B15 (Fig 7.6), also interpreted as a shieling hut, (ge)sell 
or scydd, was formed by an undated horseshoe-shaped gully 
bisected and disturbed on its western side by a 19th-century 
land drain. The gully, which was filled by redeposited natural 
clay, probably acted as a wall trench for timber posts. Whilst no 
clear postholes were encountered, the undulating base of the 
gully may have related to the former presence of posts and/or 
wattle hurdles. The structure may have been a shelter or store.

In the north-west of OA35 was a large suboval ‘pit’ 
([2509], ?B13), next to a smaller, circular one ([2496], G154; 
Fig 7.7). The larger pit contained one of the few certain pre-

Conquest sherds encountered at the site. It was 
found alongside a large fragment of Late Roman 
mortarium and a piece of Roman tegula roof tile. 
The ‘pit’ had slightly stepped sides to the north and 
south and was filled by a sequence of silting deposits 
that incorporated charcoal and fired clay. It was cut 
by a small, undated pit, [2507], but this did not 
seem to have introduced intrusive material. The 
Roman finds found within the feature are thought 
to represent curated artefacts, used perhaps for food 
processing in the case of the mortarium and as part 
of the fabric of a hearth in the case of the tegula. It 
should be noted that as no Roman-period features 
or other Roman finds were encountered within the 
vicinity, it is considered unlikely that these artefacts 
are simply residual finds in a later feature.

On balance it is likely that this feature was a pit, 
although it is possible that it represented the remains 
of a Middle Saxon sunken-featured building. No 
clear postholes were found within the base of the 
feature, but the slightly stepped sides may indicate 
the former presence of such features. The ovoid 
nature of the pit may have been the result of this 
feature being cut into clay, unlike the subrectangular 
downland examples, which generally have a much 
clearer interface with the natural horizon. The lack 
of this distinct contact with the Weald Clay resulted 
in slight overcutting during excavation; this may 
also, however, have been the result of a horizon 
once occupied by a long-degraded timber floor or 
of disturbance from vegetation or occupation. Huts 
with depressed floors and hearths have been related 
to Late Anglo-Saxon seasonal grazing practices 

(Gardiner 2011c, 212) and this activity may have been 
particularly relevant to the Weald at this time.

The adjacent pit ([2496], G154) was backfilled by two 
charcoal-rich deposits. The lowest of these incorporated small 
fragments of fired clay, flecks of unidentifiable burnt bone, a 
single charred hawthorn seed (Crataegus monogyna) as well as 
oak, birch, hazel and/or alder charcoal. Fragments of the latter 
two species returned radiocarbon dates of cal AD 660–770 
(1290±30 BP, Beta-401736) and cal AD 775–970 (1160±30 
BP, Beta-401737) respectively (Chapter 11.10). This general 
area would remain a focus of activity during the 11th century, 
but before the close of the 10th century a significant building – 
possibly two buildings – was constructed to the west.

Fig 7.2 Plan of Enclosure 25 and Buildings 14–15
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One of these buildings, B17, consisted of the remains of 
three continuous lengths of wall trench (G193), within which 
three post- and stakeholes were encountered. These were all 
located within the southern wall line where the structural cuts 
survived to a greater depth (c 0.30m), suggesting there had 
been reasonably heavy truncation to the northern side (Fig 
7.8). This also appeared to be the case to the west where despite 
extensive hand cleaning the continuation of wall lines were 
not apparent. Traces of internal features survived within the 
footprint, which consisted of heavily truncated and disturbed 
postholes relating to further structural elements of the building 
itself. The depth and profile of the wall trenches is consistent 
with an upright post-in-trench construction method rather 

than the use of sill-beams at ground level. The truncated state 
of the building and its proximity to the limit of the excavation 
area made it difficult to interpret. Dating it also proved 
problematic. From all the surviving features (which were 
excavated in their entirety) only a single small sherd of pottery 
(weighing 1g) with a late 11th- to late 12th-century date range 
was recovered.

Despite the lack of dating material from the building 
an elongated gully (G197; Fig 7.8) to its south was thought 
to be associated with the structure because of its orientation 
parallel to the wall lines. This feature, interpreted as a possible 
eaves drip trench, was subsequently filled by dark deposits 
incorporating small amounts of fired clay, large amounts of 

Fig 7.3 Detailed plan, sections and photographs of Building 14 (1.0m scale bar)
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Fig 7.4 Comparative plans of Building 14 and Westhampnett enclosures 20657 and 20277 (after Fitzpatrick 1997 © Wessex Archaeology)
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charred oats (120–150 items), occasional wheat grains, a weed 
seed and a charred hazelnut shell. The hazelnut shell fragment 
and a caryopsis of oat were submitted for radiocarbon dating, 
returning dates of cal AD 970–1040 (1030±30 BP, Beta-
412396) and cal AD 970–1040 (1020±30 BP, Beta-412397) 
respectively. This provides a suggested construction date for the 
adjacent building of AD 970–1040 with possible continuity 
into the 12th century given its spatial relationships with a later 
surrounding enclosure and nearby ‘manorial’ site or estate 
centre (below, 7.3, ‘Settlement 4/5 (ST4/5): a Late Anglo-
Saxon–Early Norman manorial-type site’).

The presence of the charred oats could indicate an arable 
storage function for the building, and utilisation as a barn is 
possible but by no means certain. The truncated and disturbed 
internal evidence may suggest a longitudinal line of possible 
load-bearing timbers within the centre of the building, but lack 
of survival here makes this suggestion tentative.

To the south of B17 further structural elements on a 
parallel alignment are thought to have related to the truncated 
remains of a second building, B18 (Fig 7.9), which consisted of 
a short length of wall trench (G198) and two postholes (G199). 
Little can be said about this structure owing to its extremely 
fragmentary survival, but it was probably roughly contemporary 
with the adjacent B17 (suggested construction AD 970–1040) 
and may have been an ancillary building or dwelling. No 
pottery or other remains were found within the features.

ROUTE 2 (RO2): FIVEOAKS ROAD AND AN 
ASSOCIATED DRIFTWAY
The buildings described above are thought to have lain adjacent 
to the Anglo-Saxon predecessor of the Fiveoaks Road (Fig 
7.10), which most probably represents the course of an early 
droveway operating within a system of transhumance and 
seasonal pastoralism (see below). Discontinuous linear features 
interpreted as roadside ditches (G155) suggest that the line 
of this droveway extended into the site during the Middle–
Late Anglo-Saxon period (or before). Though Saxo-Norman 
material was present within the fills of the ditches they were 
found to be on a different alignment and stratigraphically 
earlier than components of a later ‘high-status’ enclosure that 
occupied this space (below, 7.3, ‘Settlement 4/5 (ST4/5): a 
Late Anglo-Saxon–Early Norman manorial-type site’). The 
pottery is therefore thought to relate to the decommissioning 
and infilling, rather than use, of the routeway. A large entrance 
separated the two ditches that delineated the edge of the 
roadside waste and here a layer of poaching was found to 
extend into LA8 to the east. This deposit seemed to relate to 
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Fig 7.5 Comparative plans of roughly analogous examples of shieling huts, 
although the examples from northern England are all built in stone as 
opposed to the putative timber examples at Wickhurst Green (after Ramm 
et al 1970, fig 1) © Crown copyright. Historic England

Fig 7.6 Detailed plan of Building 15

CHAPTER 7  THE EARLIER MEDIEVAL PERIOD



WEALDBǢRA: EXCAVATIONS AT WICKHURST GREEN

156

Fig 7.7 Detailed plan, location and sections for possible Building 13
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Fig 7.8 Detailed plan and sections for Building 17 and photograph of B17 under excavation looking west

CHAPTER 7  THE EARLIER MEDIEVAL PERIOD



WEALDBǢRA: EXCAVATIONS AT WICKHURST GREEN

158

the unbounded remains of an easement or routeway, which 
would have allowed access from the adjacent Fiveoaks Road (or 
its predecessor) into the site itself.

ROUTE 3 (RO3): MILL LANE
Another droveway, recorded on historic cartography as Mill 
Lane, penetrated the site from the south. The course of 
this road can be traced on the OS 1st edition map, linking 
the parent settlement of Sullington to its Wealden outlier 
at Broadbridge Heath (Chapter 12.2; Fig 7.11). The road 
branches at a crossing point on the River Arun and the easterly 

route is formed by Wickhurst Lane. These two droveways 
converge again to the north of the site on to the common of 
Broadbridge Heath. No features of certain Anglo-Saxon date 
were encountered in association with this droveway, but the 
fact that it linked the parent settlement (Sullington) with 
its detached Wealden holdings (Broadbridge Heath and the 
area of High Wood) may indicate it was in use as early as the 
8th century. This is a cautious suggestion, however, based on 
knowledge of the system of transhumance implied by place 
name and Anglo-Saxon charter evidence.

Fig 7.9 Detailed plan of Building 18

Fig 7.10 Location of Middle–Late Anglo-Saxon evidence in relation to the Fiveoaks Road shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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LANDSCAPE AREA 11 (LA11): A DETACHED  
WOOD-PASTURE
LA8 and LA11 (Figs 7.1 and 7.12) were separated by a stream 
but probably included similar areas of woodland, pasture 
and wood-pasture (OA38). The watercourse was no longer 
incorporating sediment and this has been interpreted as 
evidence of reforestation or flooding during the post-Roman 
or later Roman period. The area was devoid of archaeological 
features dated to this phase.

ROUTE 4 (RO4): WICKHURST LANE
As mentioned above, Wickhurst Lane most likely represents 
part of the same droveway system as Mill Lane, which links the 
detached outlier of Broadbridge with its parent settlement of 
Sullington at the foot of the Downs (Chapter 12.2). In contrast 

to Route 3, however, a number of features were associated 
with the course of this droveway (R8; Fig 7.12). Few or no 
other Wealden droveways have been explored to this degree 
and as such this makes an important contribution to our 
understanding. The remains included a hollow way (G162) 
differing from the modern line of Old Wickhurst Lane, as 
well as droveside ditches (G161) that did follow its course. A 
pond, some adjacent animal pens and a stone causeway were 
also encountered; some of these elements, however, were dated 
to later periods. The causeway (G363) crossed an area of low-
lying, wet ground and comprised an undated deposit of large 
sandstone blocks directly beneath the current road surface. A 
ditch approximately 15m to the north-west, sharing Wickhurst 
Lane’s orientation, was interpreted as an early boundary of the 
routeway. The only datable finds were two sherds of relatively 
unabraded Roman sandy wares (later 1st century AD). It 
was the stretch of hollow way, however, which produced the 
majority of the dating evidence. The earliest recognisable 
features here consisted of a thick deposit of livestock poaching 
as well as an erosion gully. The finds included a mixed 
assemblage of pottery, which is most likely due to the reworked 
nature of the deposits. The earliest material consisted of a 
few fragments of Roman tegula, and there were a number 
of intrusive post-medieval sherds. In the main, the pottery 
ranged from the late 11th to the early 14th centuries. The only 
stratigraphic relationship, apart from post-medieval activity 
associated with the lane’s realignment, was in the form of a 
small group of ditches and postholes interpreted as animal pens 
(ENC17; below, 7.3, ‘Route 4 (RO4): Wickhurst Lane’). These 
were dated to the mid 11th–late 12th centuries by ceramics 
(see below) and although they appeared to be ‘cut’ by the 
hollow way this relationship is regarded as unreliable because 
of the reworked nature of the deposits. The pens could easily 
have been affected by the latest use of the hollow way, which 
obviously enjoyed some longevity.

As mentioned previously, the course of this droveway (and 
its counterpart, Mill Lane) can be traced on the OS 1st edition 
map and it clearly linked the parent settlement of Sullington 
with its outlier at Broadbridge (Fig 7.11). It may have dated 
from the 7th or 8th centuries since this is a known period 
of seasonal transhumance between parent settlements and 
detached outliers, implied by place-name and charter evidence. 
It could, however, have been as early as the 1st century AD, 
since it shared a common orientation with land division of 
this date and incorporated Roman finds (Chapter 12.1). The 
lack of medieval material before the 11th century is probably 
to be explained by the unsuitability of pottery vessels for 

Fig 7.11 Map showing the course of the droveway linking Sullington with its 
Wealden outlier at Broadbridge Heath
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seasonal herders engaged in transhumance. As discussed above, 
containers made from perishable organic materials were more 
probably used in the Weald at this time.

LANDSCAPE AREAS 10 AND 12 (LA10, LA12): A 
DETACHED WOOD-PASTURE
Landscape Areas 10 and 12 (Fig 7.12), in similarity to 
Landscape Areas 8 and 11, were separated by a stream and 
most likely relate to areas of wood-pasture (OA37 and OA39) 
situated to the north of the prominent hill known as High 
Wood. A copse named ‘Wickhurst’ is shown on the historic 

mapping adjoining the north of Landscape Area 10 and its 
significance in relation to Landscape Enclosure 1, outlined 
below, is further explored in Chapter 12. These areas of land 
were devoid of archaeological features dated to this period.

LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE 1 (LE1)
It is possible to speculate that an enclosure at the base of High 
Wood (ENC11; Fig 7.12) endured or was re-established during 
this phase, although no specific evidence of Middle Anglo-
Saxon activity was found associated with it (Chapter 12.2). 
Such a claim can be ventured on the basis of analogous features 

Fig 7.12 Location, photographs and sections of G162 in relation to Wickhurst Lane (top photograph: 1.0m scale bar; bottom photograph: looking north)
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that have been shown to have been in use by at least the 8th 
or 9th century in the Sussex Weald (Chatwin & Gardiner 
2005) and elsewhere (eg, Rippon 2000). Though it could 
be postulated that the ditches and hedged boundaries of the 
Late Roman period survived to some degree, as boundaries 
have persisted in this location until the modern day, it may be 
equally plausible that local relief and hydrology account for the 
tradition of enclosure at this location. The significance of this 
landscape feature is further discussed and its origins explored 
elsewhere (below, ‘Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1)’; Chapter 8.1, 
‘Site function and agrarian economy’; and Chapter 12).

7.3  PERIOD 5, PHASE 2: SAXO-
NORMAN (AD 1020–1175)

Ogier died. His sons grew English—Anglo-Saxon was their name—
Till out of blossomed Normandy another pirate came;

For Duke William conquered England and divided with his men,
And our Lower River-field he gave to William of Warenne.

But the Brook (you know her habit) rose one rainy autumn night
And tore down sodden flitches of the bank to left and right.

So, said William to his Bailiff as they rode their dripping rounds:
‘Hob, what about that River-bit—the Brook’s got up no bounds?’
And that aged Hobden answered: ‘Tain’t my business to advise,

But ye might ha’ known ’twould happen from the way the valley lies.
Where ye can’t hold back the water you must try and save the sile.

Hev it jest as you’ve a mind to, but, if I was you, I’d spile!’
They spiled along the water-course with trunks of willow-trees,

And planks of elms behind ’em and immortal oaken knees.
And when the spates of Autumn whirl the gravel-beds away
You can see their faithful fragments, iron-hard in iron clay.

—Kipling, The Land, 1917

THE MID 11TH- TO 12TH-CENTURY WEALD
It was highlighted earlier in this chapter that the 11th century 
is thought to have been a period of much wider colonisation 
and permanent settlement within the Wealden region. Evidence 
from Domesday regarding the settlement of the area, however, 
is almost completely lacking. The image it provides is one of 
an empty, uncolonised wilderness (Darby 1962, 580–1). This 
view has been considered misleading for some time, since other 
documentary evidence (eg, Domesday Monachorum, Textus 
Roffensis, Sele Chart. and SRS 38) indicates that across the Kent 
and Sussex Wealds churches not mentioned in Domesday did in 
fact exist (Brandon 1974, 81; 2003, 51–2). The same is probably 
true for the Wealden portions of Surrey (Blair 1991, 109–33).

The precise extent of permanent Wealden settlement 
during the Saxo-Norman period is still keenly debated, as to 
date there have been few archaeological excavations that have 
revealed contemporary evidence. This is almost as true today 
as it was during Gardiner’s review when only a few find-spots 
were noted (1990a, 47). Since then there has been a marginal 
increase in the number of sites investigated, particularly in 

the case of our study area (see below). The prevailing view 
of Wealden settlement during the period has been summed 
up by Brandon (2003, 52), who agreed with Darby (1962, 
581) that the impression of an empty area bequeathed to us 
by Domesday should be revised, but not fundamentally so. 
Though the seasonal settlements and dens of previous centuries 
had grown or were growing into permanent settlements, this 
was still a relatively little-occupied area in comparison to 
surrounding, more habitable zones. The belief remains that 
during the late 11th century the Weald was ‘grossly under-
exploited’ marginal land and an ‘appendage’ to other more 
agriculturally productive pays such as the West Sussex Coastal 
Plain and spring line (Brandon 2003, 52). As such, it can 
be regarded as having been an area of secondary rather than 
primary settlement from the 11th until the 14th centuries 
(Everitt 1986, 69).

After the Norman Conquest, Anglo-Saxon estate structures 
were subject to changes in both tenurial and administrative 
organisation. William granted the land previously held by 
English nobles such as the Godwins to his own followers, and 
this fragmentation of Anglo-Saxon power was institutionalised 
in post-Conquest Sussex by the division of the county into five 
Rapes, each of which had its own lord and sheriff (Salzman 
1935, 352). These linear administrative districts were very 
likely based on pre-Conquest examples, similar to early 
strip-like patterns that existed in Kent and perhaps Surrey 
(Drewett et al 1988, 278; Brooks 1989, 67–84; Blair 1991, 
12–24). Lathes, as they were termed in Kent, are probably of 
great antiquity and centred on early royal foci or villae regales 
(Jolliffe 1933; Lloyd 2013). Their adoption, albeit in modified 
form, in the Norman administration of the south-east may be 
indicative of the persistence of earlier methods of land tenure 
and usage. Within the Hastings and Pevensey Rapes, however, 
the older pattern of manorial swine pastures was to a great 
extent dissolved by Norman overlords on grounds of military 
considerations (Brandon 2003, 46, 91) and this may be viewed 
as part of much wider and longer-lasting changes to manorial 
and other tenurial structures that existed in both the early and 
later medieval periods.

The supposed changes to the degree and permanency of 
settlement, as well as to tenurial and administrative systems, are 
understood to have had an impact on Wealden land use at this 
time. Numerous small farmsteads and sub-infeudated manors 
are believed to have encroached on the old Wealden commons 
and dens around the time of the Conquest (Witney 1976, 
77). By the 12th century this may be witnessed in increasing 
pressure on the woodland resource, which often led to disputes 
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such as that recorded in 1164 between the monks of the abbey 
of Fécamp and the lord of Goring, John de Tresgoz, who agreed 
to divide the wood of Dureshurst in Billingshurst to share its 
resources of timber, pannage and pasture (Fécamp Chart., 8 
April 1195). Such histories of tenure may not only have led 
to the fragmentation of holdings, but may also have produced 
differing landscapes of exploitation (Chatwin & Gardiner 
2005, 45–8). At this time, it is possible that cereal was being 
cultivated within the region and mixed agricultural regimes are 
likely, although arable is thought to have been of secondary 
importance to the raising of livestock. Pastoralism, particularly 
of a specialised kind, may be supposed, although other sources 
of income such as industry and woodland management are 
also possible. Norman and later exploitation of an earlier 
outlying pasture has recently been investigated at the Hayworth 

(Margetts 2017a). Here, Wealden land use appears to have 
included woodmanship and charcoal burning, which were of 
secondary importance to the specialised raising of cattle.

SAXO-NORMAN ACTIVITY AT WICKHURST 
GREEN (AD 1020–1175)
Activity during the mid 11th–late 12th centuries was a 
continuation of the more sedentary occupation of the site 
evidenced by the construction of B17 and B18 at the end of 
the preceding phase. Saxo-Norman remains were found to be 
associated with the laying out of field systems (elements of 
which survive to the present day), accompanied by associated 
settlement and trackways. Two occupation foci were found 
and it has been possible to reconstruct much of the associated 
landscape context for these sites. Possibly the most significant 

Fig 7.13 Plan of period 5, phase 2 features
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area of settlement was situated in the extreme west and 
included high-status buildings and accompanying enclosures. 
These are thought to have signified continued development 
of an area with a history of usage stretching back into the 8th 
century and possibly before. It is considered probable that a 
concerted reoccupation of the site was under way during the 
10th and 11th centuries and this represents a fundamental 
period of Wealden development at the site (Fig 7.13).

FIELD SYSTEM 3 (FS3):  
THE CONQUERING OF THE CLAY
It is likely that the post-medieval field system shown on the 
Tithe and OS 1st edition maps (Fig 7.14) originated during the 
Saxo-Norman period, based on the similarity of the alignments 
of post-medieval field boundaries to dated medieval examples. 
In addition, some Saxo-Norman ditches were perpendicular to 
supposed later boundaries and did not extend beyond them, 
indicating the latter were part of an earlier (medieval) field 
system. The curved nature of some of the ditches also hints 
at the medieval origins of the fields. Inverted S- and J-shaped 
boundaries are often noted as indicators of medieval fields 
within the Wealden region (Brandon 2003, 66) and beyond. 
Though dating material was sparse, which is to be expected 
owing to the reasons outlined in Chapter 1, it is possible that 
the field system thought to have originated during this phase in 
fact represented sustained development over time. The addition 
of elements through successive phases of assarting or enclosure 
of larger areas of open pasture proved difficult to detect 
archaeologically and it seems that boundaries, once established, 
endured. It is likely that the intervening field spaces between 
boundaries were made up of a mixture of small woodlands, 
areas of pasture and arable.

Within FS3 was a narrowly defined space (R10) possibly 
related to a short driftway for the movement of livestock 
between FS3 at the site and an area of unenclosed common at 
Broadbridge Heath to the north. It is equally likely, however, 
that this was simply a narrow field, a wooded shaw or copse. 
A further possible routeway or enclosure consisted of a funnel-
shaped parcel of land (R9) delineated by ditches (D21 and 
D22). This bisected the field system in the west of the site. 
Though discussed here because of its role in land division, R9 
was more intimately related to a settlement site and associated 
enclosure (ENC12) explored below. In addition to these 
tentatively identified examples, a further possible routeway 
may be evidenced by D25 and OA46, allowing access to a 
postulated green (ENC15; below, ‘Route 3 (RO3): Mill Lane 
and a lost green’).

SETTLEMENT 4/5 (ST4/5): A LATE ANGLO-
SAXON–EARLY NORMAN MANORIAL-TYPE SITE
In the west of the site bordering the Fiveoaks Road was an area 
of high-status occupation (ST4/5; Fig 7.15). A large Saxo-
Norman tripartite hall (B16) was surrounded by a roughly 
rectangular ditched enclosure (ENC12); this was attached 
to a funnelled linear corridor or further enclosure to the east 
(R9), which was defined by two parallel ditches (D21 and 
D22). Another settlement enclosure (ENC13) was identified 
surrounding the earlier B17 and B18. Here, the truncated 
remains of an additional building (B19) were located.

D21, one of the ditches defining routeway/enclosure R9, 
remained in existence until the late post-medieval period, as 
shown by historic mapping (Fig 7.14). The space defined by 
the ditches was orientated on a roughly north-east to south-
west alignment and possibly articulated with the trackways or 
easements associated with Mill Lane (R7) and R10 beyond the 
northern edge of the site. The ditch-defined enclosure (ENC12) 
surrounding B16 was roughly rectangular in plan and continued 
beyond the western limits of the site, where it may have 
intersected with the previous course of a narrow stream. Access 
between this enclosure and R9 to the east was probably via a 
gap between the outermost enclosure ditches. These represented 
successive or contemporary elements of a double-ditched 
enclosure, presumably with a bank (possibly hedged) occupying 
the space between. If the ditches were contemporary, the layout 
indicates that any access from the east would have been via a 
simple bridge across the inner ditch (probably opposite the 
entrance gap), as the intervening space between the ditches was 
relatively confined, particularly so if the area was occupied by 
a bank. This easterly access is likely to have been a subsidiary 
entrance to the enclosure, for, as discussed below (Chapter 8.2, 
‘The buildings evidence’), a westerly formal approach to B16 is 
the more favoured interpretation.

B16 was rectangular in plan and slightly angle-sided in 
form, the central portion being between 0.48m and 0.59m 
wider than the end walls (Figs 7.16 and 7.17). It measured 
c 21m in length and was up to 6.5m in width. It was largely 
of continuous post-in-trench construction, with c 0.2m-deep 
vertical-sided and flat-bottomed structural cuts with few 
noticeable inclusions or finds apart from pottery. The end 
walls were slightly separate from the wall lines and within the 
northern one was a deep rectangular structural cut terminating 
in postholes. This separation probably indicates that the walls 
were erected as panels and pegged to the longitudinal walls. 
Earth-fast posts and stakeholes were also recorded in the 
latter. These were filled by similar deposits to the surrounding 
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Fig 7.14 Plan of Field System 3 shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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Fig 7.15 Plan of Settlement 4/5
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trenches. A single sandstone block was encountered within 
the line of the western wall, perhaps representing an attempt 
to underpin or repair B16 or serving as a pad for a structural 
timber (Fig 7.18). Within and abutting the wall lines were 
structural cuts for upright posts. A cross-passage in the 
centre of the building was marked by cuts for door posts. 
Interestingly, the door was not exactly in the middle of the 
long wall, probably as a result of the gradual tendency to shift 
the entrance towards the ‘low end’ during the 11th and 12th 
centuries (Mark Gardiner, pers comm).

Nails were recovered from the locations of diagonally 
opposing door posts. These are thought to have represented 
fixings for wooden latches or bolts and their positions within 
the upper horizons of these fill deposits may indicate that 
the building was left to decay and was not levelled. Further 
internal postholes may have related to partitions. A shorter and 
less substantial structural cut was located at the south-eastern 
corner of the building. This feature terminated in a posthole 
and is interpreted as the truncated remains of a chamber. The 
slighter remains associated with this part of the building suggest 
the chamber had a lower roof than the remainder of the hall.

Adjacent to the eastern doorway, a latrine (S7) was 
indicated by three postholes and a large cesspit (S7). This was 
filled by a green-tinged silt-clay and produced an undiagnostic 
iron tool fragment from the lower portion of the pit; only 
the uppermost fill was dated by pottery – a single sherd of 
late 11th- to mid 12th-century date. Samples from the two 
associated fill deposits were submitted for radiocarbon dating. 
The results suggest an 8th- to early 10th-century date for 
the lower deposit, and an 11th- to mid 12th-century date 
for the upper fill (Chapter 11.10, ‘GP186, S7’). Though it 
is possible that the latrine was not contemporary with the 
building and was filled in when B16 was constructed, it could 
also be interpreted as an attached structure, probably on the 
building’s rear. The pit was orientated with the wall lines and 
was aligned centrally with the eastern doorway at a distance of 
approximately 1.2m. The size of this building and its possible 
association with a latrine are indicators that it is likely to be of 
‘manorial’ status (Mark Gardiner, pers comm). The application 
of the label ‘manor’ before 1086 is really an anachronism as 
the Latin word manerium from which it derives is a wholly 
Norman introduction (Lewis 2012). Though these sites 
appeared to straddle the Conquest, the term ‘estate centre’ for 
ST4/5 is more correct as they are possibly of late 10th- or early 
11th-century foundation.

A narrow post-built structure (S8; Fig 7.15), dated by 
pottery, may have been a drying rack or similar. It was situated 

a little way to the west of B16, which was abandoned around 
AD 1150 to be succeeded by B23 (suggested inception date 
AD 1150–75). This structure was more firmly associated 
with changes experienced during the later medieval period 
and, while it originated from the end of this phase, it is fully 
discussed in Chapter 9.

ROUTE 3 (RO3): MILL LANE AND A LOST GREEN
A large subrectangular enclosure (ENC15; Figs 7.13 and 
7.19) was situated in the central part of the site east of the 
complex described above (ST4/5). It was defined by ditches 
linked with Mill Lane to the south as well as two trackways to 
the east (R11 and R12) and a possibly one to the west (D25 
and OA46). The function of Mill Lane as a droveway and the 
association of the two eastern tracks with a watercourse point 
to a livestock-related function for ENC15. It is thought to have 
represented a ‘lost’ Wealden green utilised by herders during 
periods of transhumance for the resting and watering of stock 
and may thus have acted as a holding area for animals pastured 
on the nearby common of Broadbridge Heath or perhaps on 
upland grazings on the Surrey Hills to the north. Features 
within the green included a pit (G274) that produced Roman 
and medieval pottery and a horseshoe fragment. Too little of 
the horseshoe survived to identify an exact type, although two 
rectangular nail holes were discerned from the X-ray. An area 
of livestock poaching (G273) was encountered in the south of 
the enclosure. To the north-west was a small subrectangular 
ditched enclosure with associated postholes (B20). The 
ditches produced a pottery assemblage of mixed date with 
both early and high medieval types present, perhaps the result 
of truncation by a 12th- to 13th-century ditch (G302). The 
features are thought to have related to a small post-built 
structure and adjacent animal pen constructed towards the end 
of this phase (suggested construction date AD 1150–75). A 
shallow irregular feature within the enclosures was interpreted 
as the result of livestock poaching (G218).

Evidence of pens with adjacent shelters can be found in 
the pig pounds of the New Forest (Smith 1999, 31–2; Fig 
7.20). The enclosure at Sloden Wood consisted of a subcircular 
ditch with an internal bank (interpreted as a pen). This was 
situated adjacent to a sub-square feature interpreted as a shelter. 
Dated to the late medieval or early post-medieval period on 
the basis of two small pottery sherds, it most probably related 
to a pound for night folding of pigs during the pannage season 
(Pasmore 1974).
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Fig 7.16 Detailed plan and sections of Building 16
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FIELD SYSTEM 4 (FS4):  
THE CONQUERING OF THE CLAY
Despite the fact that they were separated by a droveway 
(Mill Lane) and associated green (Figs 7.13 and 7.21), these 
areas of north-east–south-west-aligned fields most probably 
represented a continuation of FS3 (above). Two routeways, 

R11 and R12, connected the green to a watercourse. These may 
have facilitated seasonal herders’ livestock to be watered at the 
stream while allowing separation of the animals from valuable 
areas of arable or pasture. R12 was reasonably well dated by 
17 sherds of pottery potentially spanning the late 11th to mid 
13th centuries. The largest field space (OA52), to the south of a 
settlement enclosure and associated routeway (ENC16 and R13; 
below, ‘Settlement 6 (ST6): a Late Anglo-Saxon–Early Norman 
settlement site’), incorporated further archaeological features 
including a large subcircular pit (G259), two isolated postholes 
dated by pottery (G260) and a midden (G262, G263 and 
G264). The large pit (G259) resembled features found within 
ENC16 and yielded pottery (166 sherds), structural daub (with 
wattle imprints) and a farrier nail. Environmental samples 
included unidentifiable burnt bone, a weed seed, hazelnut shell 
fragments and charcoal of oak, birch and hazel/alder. The pit 
may have belonged to the close of this phase and the beginning 
of the later medieval period. The midden consisted of an 
irregular area of pitting bounded by postholes and a ditch. The 
structural elements probably related to a ditch-defined wattle 
wall to the rear of the midden. The refuse tip incorporated 

Fig 7.17 Photograph of Building 16, looking south-west

Fig 7.18 Photograph of sandstone pad or repair, looking north  
(0.2m and 0.4m scale bars)
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Fig 7.19 Plan of Route 3
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much domestic material as well as a small piece of crucible with 
copper-alloy slag adhering. It is likely that this area was also the 
repository for animal dung and human waste, which would have 
been spread on arable fields. During the medieval period such 
areas were termed mixen (Old English for ‘a dung-hill’; Smith 
1956b, 41).

SETTLEMENT 6 (ST6): A 
LATE ANGLO-SAXON–EARLY 
NORMAN SETTLEMENT SITE
B22 was orientated on a north-east–south-
west axis and was similar to B16 in form. 
However, there was no evidence of wall 
trenches at the north-eastern end, where 
the structure may have been attenuated 
(Mark Gardiner, pers comm). B22 showed 
a construction style that began to appear 
towards the end of the 12th or at the 
beginning of the 13th century, in which 
the number of weight-bearing posts was 
reduced with the adoption of principal 
posts and bays occupied by upright studs. 
The entrance to B22 was most likely via a 
central cross-entry (as shown on Fig 7.23). 
Postholes on or just inside the wall trenches 
of B22 appeared to mark the positions 
of principal posts. This indicates that the 
surviving portion south-west of the cross-
passage was two and a half bays in length 
with the half bay occurring at the building’s 
end (Mark Gardiner pers comm).

An eaves drip trench or structural 
cut to the west of the cross-passage was 
accompanied by two roughly collinear 
postholes (Fig 7.22). The feature was filled 
with domestic waste, including much 
charcoal, fired clay and pottery, and bore 
remarkable similarities to G197, which 
was found close to the southern side of 
Building 17 (Fig 7.8). To the south-west 
a right-angled length of gully initially 
thought to represent a chamber was found 
to be stratigraphically earlier than B22. 
Within the feature were two post- or 
stakeholes filled with similar deposits to the 
surrounding wall trench. It perhaps related 
to an earlier building that left little other 
archaeological trace (B21).

Surrounding B22 was a subrectangular enclosure (ENC16) 
defined by ditches on its northern and eastern sides, a funnelled 
track to the west (R13) and a fence line to the south. The 
alignment of the northern enclosure ditch was clearly fossilised 
by a later field boundary. As well as the hall (B22), the enclosure 
contained several large pits for storage or rubbish deposition 

G302
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Wickhurst Green B20
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Fig 7.20 Comparative plans of Building 20 with a New Forest pig pound at Sloden Wood  
(after Smith 1999, fig 17)
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Fig 7.21 Plan of Field System 4 with section and photograph of G259 (1.0m scale bar)
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(G232) as well as smaller unspecified pits (G231), one of 
which incorporated a rotary quern fragment (RF<544>). Two 
small hearths or ovens produced charcoal (mainly oak), fired 
clay and unidentifiable burnt bone. These features surrounded 
a curvilinear gully which contained a quantity of small 
fragmentary sherds dated AD 1075–1200, a tiny amount of 
Romano-British pottery, inclusions of sandstone and fired clay. 
Environmental sampling produced small quantities of oak 
charcoal as well as a single charred grass seed. Despite the general 
lack of cereal evidence, S9 may have been an example of a rarely 
excavated feature known as a ditched stack (S9; see Gardiner 
2013a, 23–7). Other structural interpretations are also possible, 
however, such as a detached kitchen or working area.

The area south of ENC16 was delineated by fence lines 
(G229) rather than by a ditched boundary. Other postholes 

existed within the central eastern side of the enclosure (G230), 
most probably relating to a rectangular gated structure at the 
entrance to ENC16. Part of this gated structure seems to have 
been situated to the fore of the entrance to the enclosure itself 
as well as any associated internal bank. This is in contrast 
to earlier so called burhgeat structures (see Gardiner 2011c, 
199–200), which were often situated behind the line of the 
enclosing ditches, as at the earlier (10th-century) enclosure 
at Market Field, Steyning (Gardiner 1993b, 27–8). This is 
unsurprising as ST6 is thought to have been of post-Conquest 
(12th-century) rather than Anglo-Saxon date. The gate was 
clearly aligned with the entrance to B22.

As well as the hall, gate and stack or working area, further 
structures were encountered to the south within a bend 
of R13. One of these, S10, comprised six large postholes 
measuring around 0.4m across. There was a dearth of dating 
material, they were on a similar orientation to B22 and its 
associated enclosure. Spatial analysis showed also that the 
structure, which was interpreted as a granary (Fig 7.24), was 
well situated in relation to nearby fence lines. Granaries are 
rarely found on either early or later medieval sites but are often 
thought to have taken the form of rectangular or square post-
built structures, such as at Boreham in Essex (building 440: 
Germany 2003, 65–7; reinterpreted by Gardiner 2013a, 32).

S11 was situated a little way to the east of S10 (Fig 7.22). 
The only material recovered from its associated postholes was 
a piece of possibly structural, partially charred oak. S11 may 
have represented an animal pen or hovel but its association with 
this phase is by no means certain. It was not on alignment with 
other features of the settlement enclosure and yielded no dating 
evidence.

FIELD SYSTEM 5 (FS5):  
THE CONQUERING OF THE CLAY
Between a watercourse and Wickhurst Lane further 
components of the contemporary field system were 
encountered (FS5; Fig 7.13). Only one ditch, which did not 
survive into the cartographic record, was investigated here. No 
dating evidence was recovered from its associated fills. A small 
circular pit (G278) was found within field space OA54 close 
to the contemporary line of Wickhurst Lane. It incorporated 
pottery with a probable date range of AD 1050–1150.

ROUTE 4 (RO4): WICKHURST LANE
The features and dating material associated with Wickhurst 
Lane (part of the early Wealden droveway network) have been 
discussed already (above, 7.2, ‘Route 4 (RO4): Wickhurst 

Fig 7.22 Plan of Settlement 6



173

Fig 7.23 Detailed plan, sections and photographs of Building 21/22, looking south-west (botton left), looking south-east (bottom right) (1.0m scale bars)
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Lane’); there were indication, however, that some of the 
adjacent features interpreted as animal pens were contemporary 
with this phase. These consisted of right-angled gullies (G267) 
and postholes (G268) forming ENC17 (Figs 7.13 and 7.25). 
The gullies incorporated a few sherds of pottery.

LANDSCAPE AREAS 10, 12 AND 13 (LA10, LA12, 
LA13): A PASTORAL UNIT
LA10, LA12 and LA13 (OA37, OA39 and OA100; Fig 7.26) 
are thought to have persisted as largely unenclosed pasture 
adjacent to Wickhurst Lane and the oval enclosure at the base 
of High Wood. The presence of a ditch (G317) alongside the 
dividing watercourse may indicate that this area had been 
cleared at this time and perhaps consisted of well-watered 
grassland pasture.

LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE 1 (LE1)
Though no material of this date was recovered from the 
enclosure at the base of High Wood, it is likely that the 
ditches that form the oval shown on the OS 1st edition map 
were established during this or the preceding phase. Such a 
hypothesis is strengthened by the fact that the surrounding 
major land divisions were probably also of 11th-/12th-century 
inception. This enclosure may have been based on earlier 
traditions of bounding the hill. The history of this significant 
component of the landscape, as well as the documented 
presence of a nearby wic place name (Wickhurst Lane and 
Copse) is further explored below (Chapter 12.2).

FIELD SYSTEM 9 (FS9)
There was evidence for a field system between LE1 and south 
of the River Arun on Land East of the A24 (Nicholls 2013; 
Sheehan 2016) (Fig 7.27). Archaeological remains included a 
right-angled field boundary (D53), which produced pottery of 
11th- to early 12th-century date (if not earlier). This material 
indicates the likely inception phase for the feature and although 
later medieval material was also recovered (Chapters 9.2 
and 9.3), evidence of late 11th- and 12th-century manuring 
(Stevens 2015) from across this field system demonstrates that 
it was in cultivation by the Saxo-Norman period. The ditch also 
contained fragments of hearth lining, perhaps indicating that 
contemporary occupation was occurring in the vicinity. The 
area around Parthings Farm may be the most likely location 
for such activity to have existed. A number of other ditches on 
similar orientations to the example investigated were apparent 
on historic mapping but not investigated archaeologically. They 
(D54–D56) and the field spaces they define (OA101–OA105) 
formed strip-like arrangements characteristic of medieval 
agriculture. It is almost certain that these fields belonged to 
an additional manor or holding to those encountered on the 
neighbouring site of Wickhurst Green (Chapter 12).

Fig 7.24 Suggested reconstruction of granary Structure 10  

Fig 7.25 Plan of Enclosure 17



175

site land use
period 5, phase 2 features

Wickhurst 
Copse

Wickhurst 
Lane

Parthings
Farm

High Wood

Broadbridge 
Farm

FS5
G317

Fig 7.26 Plan of Landscape Enclosure 1 in relation to the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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Fig 7.27 Plan of Field System 9
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CHAPTER 8  THE EARLIER MEDIEVAL EVIDENCE IN CONTEXT

8.1  A WORLD OF SUMMER AND 
AUTUMN: MIDDLE–LATE ANGLO-
SAXON ACTIVITY AT WICKHURST 
GREEN (c AD 750–1020)
This period saw the beginnings of a fundamental phase in 
the story of Wealden development, one that before recent 
discoveries of prehistoric and Roman remains dominated 
our understanding of the early exploitation of the region. 
During the Middle–Late Anglo-Saxon period the site was 
probably used for seasonal pastoral purposes, confirming the 
prevailing view expounded by landscape historians (Witney 
1976; Everitt 1986; Brandon 1978b; 2003; Blair 1991). Such 
detached woodland pastures would mostly have been used 
for the autumnal pannage of swine; however, early medieval 
cattle pasturing is also a significant – and under-researched – 
aspect of the region’s economy (Margetts 2017a; in prep). It 
is thought that from at least the 8th century the area formed 
a Wealden sub-common or ‘manorial den’ (Witney 1976) 
belonging to a multiple estate centred at the foot of the Downs. 
The suggestion that the site can be associated with an outlying 
area used for seasonal grazing and pannage is based on its 
parochial status as a detached portion of Sullington parish 
(Fig 8.1). Though the formation of parishes is a relatively late 
phenomenon in the medieval administration of the south-east 
(Rushton 1999), the system contains echoes of older patterns of 
land-holding within the Weald. Detached portions of parishes 
reflect earlier interests of parent settlements situated close to 
the foot of the Downs with seasonal pastures or former rights 
of common in the Wealden interior. These detached seasonal 
pastures would have been linked to their parent settlements 
through a network of droveways and a system of transhumance. 
This aspect of the site is further discussed in Chapter 12, but 
certain facets of the archaeological remains are explored below.

SITE CHRONOLOGY
The proposed mid 8th- to early 11th-century activity at 
Wickhurst Green proved to be extremely poorly dated. The 
attribution of features to this period rests on a few sherds of 
contemporary pottery, a small number of radiocarbon dates, 
stratigraphic relationships and the broader region’s landscape 
history. Few, if any, contemporary sites have been investigated 
in the Wealden region and this may in part be owing to the 

lack of dating material and the seasonal nature of associated 
pastoral land use. The scarcity of ceramics has been related 
to the documented transhumance economy present within 
the region, although the effects of the acidic and heavy clays 
for finds survival should also be noted in this regard. In all, 
it seems that the phase represented renewed clearance of 
the forest after late or post-Roman decline, coupled with 
exploitation based on a parent settlement (probably Sullington) 
in the south. A similar chronology of events was encountered at 
the Hayworth (Bolnore), where clearance between the 7th and 
11th centuries was attributed to seasonal pastoral usage. This 
was prior to more sedentary development linked to a medieval 
cattle farm or vaccary (Margetts 2017a). It seems that by the 
end of the 10th century, older patterns of exploitation were 
giving way to more permanent occupation at Wickhurst Green. 
This is suggested by the construction of B17, which may have 
marked the beginnings of a subsequent phase built on newly 
founded holdings. This tallies well with broader understanding 
of the period, which was characterised socially by the emerging 
‘super rich’, but more importantly an exponential growth in 
the numbers of lesser landowners – the so-called gentry class 
(Higham & Ryan 2013, 366).

THE BUILDINGS EVIDENCE
with Michael Shapland
Though poorly dated, B14 and B15 have been interpreted 
as shieling huts, the term for which in the south-east is more 
commonly (ge)sell or scydd. Given the poor dating evidence, 
it is possible that these structures belonged to prehistoric or 
later Saxo-Norman settlement activity. B14, however, was 
not aligned with features of ST6, the nearby manorial-type 
complex, and although it contained Romano-British material, 
a larger quantity of medieval pottery was recovered. All the 
pottery was small and fragmentary and likely to have been 
introduced by ploughing. (Gesell) is one of the oldest Sussex 
place-name elements, recalling an age when early medieval 
communities were erecting their first buildings in the forest 
(Brandon 2003, 46). The knowledge of the presence of such 
structures may introduce problems of equifinality within their 
associated interpretation. However, the buildings, albeit built 
in timber and not stone, do display a remarkable resemblance 
to both excavated and surveyed single-cell transhumance huts 
from around the country (Figs 7.5 and 8.2). Such seasonal or 
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temporary dwellings or structures are present in the south-
east,with possible examples being excavated in the wetland 
environments of the Pevensey Levels (James 2015) and Walland 
Marsh (Barber & Priestley-Bell 2008, 65–6). These instances 
were dated to the 12th or 13th centuries and are therefore 
later than the date proposed for the examples from Wickhurst 
Green, and whilst the building from Pevensey was of roughly 
similar dimensions (c 5 × 4m; James 2015, 77) to Wickhurst 
Green’s B14 (c 4.5 × 3.25m), the example from Walland 
Marsh survived only as a subrectangular depression (Barber 
& Priestley-Bell 2008, 65–6). The interpretation proposed for 
B14 and B15 is at best tentative, but the presence of a possible 
(though unlikely) sunken-featured building (?B13) should also 
be considered in this regard. Fox (2012, 140–2) has suggested 
that isolated examples of this type may have played a role in 
seasonal pastoral activities.

The identification of B17 (AD 970–1150) as a possible 
barn rests on the presence of significant quantities of charred 
oats within an associated feature that has been interpreted as 
an eaves drip trench. Though this may initially seem rather 
circumstantial a recently excavated sequence of buildings 
from Patcham near Brighton (Doherty 2014) provides strong 
parallels in both construction style and breadth to surviving 
remains from B17. The current favoured interpretation for the 
Patcham site is that the buildings were barns for the storage 
of arable produce (Anna Doherty, pers comm). Their interior 
features survived to a greater depth than those associated with 
B17 and may have represented a central line of roof supports 
or the structural remains of a raised floor (Hamerow 2002, 37; 
Gardiner 2013a, 29). The latter interpretation has also been 
suggested for Structure A at Bishopstone (ibid; Thomas 2010, 
fig 4.3), which may differ from B17 in terms of chronology and 
building style (earth-fast posts as opposed to post-in-trench) 

Fig 8.1 The historic parochial pattern in the area of the site
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but was similar in its possession of a central line of postholes 
and its proximity to pits containing quantities of charred cereal 
grains (mainly wheat; ibid, 168–9).

B17’s association with large quantities of arable produce 
is at variance with the buildings from Patcham, which 
contained little physical evidence of cereals. In the past, similar 
associations have usually led to the interpretation of such 
buildings as barns (Gardiner 2013a, 29). This type of building, 
and grain storage facilities in general, is surprisingly rare on 
Anglo-Saxon settlement sites, especially when compared to 
Iron Age and Romano-British examples. This suggests that 
unthreshed grain was stored inside houses, or in ricks, and was 
further processed only as the need arose (Hamerow 2012, 50–
2). Storage within the roof space of domestic structures would 
have allowed smoke to circulate amongst the crop, helping to 
dry and preserve it and reducing insect and fungal attack (Hey 
2004, 82–3). This method of storage is unlikely to account for 
the charred state of the grains from G197 at Wickhurst Green, 
and the use of specialised corn-drying ovens is suspected. No 
evidence for the latter was found, although the unpromising 
nature of the local environment may have made such processes 
necessary. At the mainly 8th-century estate centre excavated at 
Higham Ferrers, Northamptonshire a number of barns were 
identified by significant quantities of charred grain within 
their postholes (Hardy et al 2007, 163–7). The same is true 
for Building 6 at the Late Anglo-Saxon lordly residence at 
Springfield Lyons, Essex (Tyler & Major 2005, 132, 195). If 
B17 was not used as a barn, it may well have been a further 
domestic structure or alternative type of ancillary building.

SITE FUNCTION AND AGRARIAN ECONOMY
As noted previously, any examination of the Wealden economy 
is severely hampered by a general lack of surviving animal bone. 
Historically, cattle keeping, pig rearing and coppicing were the 
most advantageous methods of farming (Brandon 1988, 314) 
and the seasonal pastoral model proposed for this site and the 
Middle–Late Anglo-Saxon Weald in general makes the former 
two categories of exploitation the most likely for Wickhurst 
Green. This is not to say that other farming activities were 
not undertaken at the site or in the wider vicinity. Quarrying, 
ironworking, hunting, mining, glass making, potting, turf 
cutting, charcoal burning and woodland management are just 
some of the alternative activities that occurred in ‘marginal 
landscapes’. Like pastoralism these would often be carried out 
on a seasonal basis.

Early medieval exploitation of the Weald through grazing 
is considered fundamental to the understanding of rural 
development in the region. However, the structure, methods 
and importance of medieval pastoralism have received little 
attention nationally, let alone in Sussex. From this period, 
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Fig 8.2 Comparison of the landscape setting of Buildings 14 and 15 with 
the booley huts of Rocky River (Gardiner 2008, fig 3; Ulster Archaeological 
Society). Though booley and other transhumance huts in the north and 
west of the British Isles are usually built in stone, the general form of many 
accords well with the timber examples from Wickhurst Green (see Fig 7.5)
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and possibly before, the county, like much of the wider south-
east, incorporated systems of transhumance and droving as a 
key component in the pastoral economy (Du Boulay 1961; 
Witney 1976; Everitt 1986; Brandon & Short 1990; Brandon 
2003). The profusion of surviving drove roads in the West 
Central Weald is testament to the importance of this practice 
during the medieval period and the identification of examples 
at Wickhurst Green is key to understanding the site. Tangible 
indicators also remain of a ‘parent and outlier’ relationship, 
between a primary settlement on the more favourable soils 
(at or near Sullington) and subordinate, originally seasonal, 
settlements, represented by B14, B15 and ENC25 at the site. 
The latter may be paralleled in Enclosure 4990 at Springfield 
Lyons, Essex where the three-sided gully was interpreted as a 
temporary Late Anglo-Saxon stock enclosure (Tyler & Major 
2005, 144). Access on the fourth side may have been controlled 
by the use of hurdles and the watering of animals most likely 
took place at a nearby well (ibid). A convenient water supply 
for ENC25 is apparent in the nearby stream to the east, access 
to which would be unhindered owing to the open nature of 
the site. The presence of this watercourse is also important in 
relation to the interpretation of B14 and B15 (Fig 8.3). In the 
north of England and in Ireland transhumance huts are often 
found clustering on hillsides or besides streams (Winchester 
2000, 90; Gardiner 2008, figs 3, 4; Fig 8.2).

The pannage of swine has often dominated historical 
accounts of the wider region’s transhumance system and in 
Sussex this bias is particularly acute. It is likely, however, that 
seasonal grazing of cattle was taking place within the early 
medieval Weald (Margetts in prep). That moving stock over 
20 or 30 miles was beneficial (Du Boulay 1961, 80–1; Everitt 
1986, 54) is indicative of the value placed on woodland pasture 
(Chatwin & Gardiner 2005, 47); however, the old systems of 
seasonal grazing (firstly as common for the entire kingdom, 
later as folk dens and later still as manorial dens) were all but 

over by the Norman Conquest (Witney 1976, 77). Indeed, 
during the 10th and 11th centuries these pastures had largely 
evolved into fully fledged farms involved in cultivation as well 
as stock rearing (Brandon & Short 1990, 49).

This process can perhaps be witnessed in the construction 
of B17 at Wickhurst Green. It marked the beginning of more 
permanent medieval habitation at the site and produced the 
earliest evidence for medieval cereal cultivation. Oats, along 
with wheat, were the most suitable arable crop for the Low 
Weald clay lands, as is evident in the area’s later medieval 
manorial accounts (Gardiner 1990a, 38). It is likely that the 
same was true during the 10th and 11th centuries, although 
arable cultivation probably required a liberal dressing of 
manure and lime. Oats would have provided a valuable crop 
to the Wealden farmer, as a spring sowing would have ensured 
against the winter rains that could easily ruin a crop on the 
region’s heavy clay (Brandon 2003, 57). After harvesting, grain 
would have been dried and stored before threshing, winnowing 
and sieving and these processes are likely to have been 
undertaken away from occupation areas (Hey 2004, 82–3). The 
presence of a large quantity of oats associated with B17 may 
imply that cereals were brought to the site as animal fodder; 
the fact that it was preserved through charring perhaps suggests 
further processing was undertaken at the site.

8.2  THE GREAT RECLEARANCE AND 
THE RISE OF THE EARLY MANORS 
(AD 1020–1175)
Activity at Wickhurst Green in the 11th and 12th centuries 
accords well with the understanding of Wealden settlement 
evolution as expounded by landscape historians. As such it 
provides a rare example of excavated evidence that can both 
test and corroborate our understanding of early medieval 

Fig 8.3 Suggested reconstruction of seasonal pastoralism associated with Landscape Enclosure 1, Enclosure 25, Buildings 14–15 and a nearby stream  
(by Lauren Gibson)



181

development and land use within the south-east. Specifically, 
the permanent settlement of this phase, which may have had 
its roots in the late 10th century, was related to two or more 
manorial-type sites and their associated agricultural landscapes. 
The fieldscape, which originated in this phase, is believed to 
have enjoyed remarkable survival within the historic landscape 
(Chapter 12). Droveways also appear to have retained 
importance and one example, Mill Lane, was associated with a 
lost Wealden green. The investigation of the former course of 
Wickhurst Lane led to a rare and important contribution to the 
study of medieval roads, which is a neglected aspect of scholarly 
research and has been slow to gain popularity (Hindle 2012, 
5; Fox 2012, 192). The site has produced important structural 
evidence for both dwellings and agricultural buildings and 
contributes to the knowledge of other early medieval high-
status complexes nationally.

SITE CHRONOLOGY
The chronological framework proposed for the Saxo-Norman 
period proved to be far more robust than for the preceding 
phase. The associated pottery assemblage was the largest 
of those from the historic periods, which is testament to 
the degree of occupation at this time. This material, which 
is diagnostic of the early/mid 11th to mid 12th centuries 
corresponds well with two radiocarbon dates retrieved from 
the upper levels of a latrine (cal AD 980–1120, 1010±30 BP, 
Beta-412394, 95% probability; cal AD 1010–1160, 960±30 
BP, Beta-412395, 95% probability). Though it is clearly 
derived from disuse deposits, the range of the latter is thought 
to be roughly indicative of the period of use of the associated 
settlement site (ST4).

THE BUILDINGS EVIDENCE
with Michael Shapland
The buildings at Wickhurst Green displayed continuous wall-
trench construction, which is one of a wide variety of structural 
techniques apparent in the buildings of the Late Anglo-Saxon 
period. Broadly contemporary examples displaying similar 
construction styles have been found nearby at Bishopstone 
and Botolphs in Sussex (Gardiner 1990b; Thomas 2010) and 
Portchester in Hampshire (Cunliffe 1976). This method was 
falling out of favour because of the increasing use of load-
bearing posts in the long walls of buildings, which became 
ever more widely spaced over the 11th and 12th centuries. 
This was partly owing to the practicality and efficiency of 
utilising fewer large timbers rather than a continuous row of 
substantial posts. Continuous post-trenches to the end walls, 

which were not structurally necessary, also became shallower or 
even absent from the 10th century onwards (Gardiner 1990b; 
Hamerow 2012, 23–5). This makes most of the manorial-
type buildings at Broadbridge Heath appear somewhat old-
fashioned, an impression reinforced by the use in B16 of an 
outmoded angle-sided plan, which was also generally a feature 
of the 10th century. B22, by contrast, demonstrated the ‘newer’ 
innovation of using principal posts and bays, a construction 
style generally adopted at the end of the 12th or beginning of 
the 13th century. This accords well with a later (12th-century) 
construction date for B22 than for B16, as suggested by the 
pottery assemblage (Chapter 11.3, ‘Groups from buildings’). 
The earlier medieval holdings at Wickhurst Green seem to 
have been possible estate centres, with proper halls and ditched 
enclosures, but at the remote, rather humble end of the 
aristocratic spectrum.

The rather old-fashioned aspects of the buildings perhaps 
reflect the late colonisation of the Weald and the status of 
newly implanted holdings in an area formerly utilised as a 
seasonal pastoral resource. They may also reflect the status of 
wealthy free tenants rather than the lordly class. This aspect of 
the site and the evolution of the Wealden landscape is more 
fully discussed in Chapter 12. Regardless of their apparently 
outmoded nature these buildings, together with the structures 
and layout of the enclosures associated with ST4/5 and ST6, 
clearly elevated the occupation of the site above the status 
of 11th- and 12th-century rural peasantry. These features 
have strong parallels with Late Anglo-Saxon high-status sites 
from around the country and were clearly designed with an 
appreciation of social display and aesthetics in mind.

Angle-sided halls were primarily a 10th-century 
phenomenon, and are thought to have been towards the lower 
end of the spectrum of aristocratic buildings (Blair 2015, 
188). The purpose of this unusual plan-form was not to gain 
additional space, but to exaggerate the longitudinal pitch of the 
roof. Widening the space between the wall plates would have 
necessitated using different lengths of rafter pairs, making the 
hall’s roof and eaves appear subtly bowed and its walls recede 
back to either side of the entrance in the centre of each long 
wall. This would have given the illusion of the hall appearing 
larger when viewed side-on, through the use of exaggerated 
perspective as well as emphasising the volume of the internal 
space after entry was gained (Gardiner 2013b). Also displaying 
an angle-sided plan was Building 3 at Springfield Lyons, which, 
with Building 18 at the same site, is the closest known parallel 
for B16 at Wickhurst Green (see Fig 8.7).
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It can be postulated that the westerly facade of hall 
building B16 could be seen by travellers on the Fiveoaks 
Road to the west. Indeed, if an 11th-century crossing point 
is conjectured at the historic site of nearby New Bridge, those 
traversing the River Arun may have been confronted with 
the hall’s frontage. The gap between ENC12 and ENC13 
effectively formed an easterly extension to the roadway. 
Although the main entrance to the enclosure lay to the west, 
those wishing to approach the hall from the back may have 
turned into the funnelled routeway or enclosure of R9 (the 
funnelled access is possibly paralleled in the approaches to 
Goltho and West Cotton: Beresford 1987; Chapman 2010; 
Figs 8.4 and 8.8). A similar pattern of circuitous subsidiary 
approach may be seen in relation to ST6 (below). This eastern 
approach indicates that the attached latrine would have been 
viewed by those who travelled towards the hall from the rear. 
To our modern sensibilities this seems strange, but during 
Anglo-Saxon times latrines were indicators of high-status sites 
and buildings, the best local example being at Bishopstone 
(Thomas 2010). Latrines were commonly located against the 
end wall of halls, adjacent to the main entrance or tucked 
around the back close to the chamber (Blair 2015, 200; 
Gardiner 2017). The example at B16 (if contemporary) is a 
variant on this, as it occupies the eastern rear access to the hall. 
A covered way between the east doorway of the hall and the 
latrine can be assumed (ibid). The construction of the latrine 
may have been a later addition and could have coincided with 
the erection of the southern chamber block and potentially the 
structural repairs to the original hall. Charcoal, ash sawdust or 
peat may have been added to the latrine pit as a deodorising 
agent (ibid). Although the latrine would not have been visible 
to people using what is assumed to be the main entrance to 
the west, it would have been prominent to those entering the 
enclosure to the east. An analogous response to the display 
of new ‘mod cons’ can be seen in the addition of chimney 
stacks to houses during the 16th and 17th centuries in the 
south-west (Stephen Rippon, pers comm). Within Devon and 
western Somerset in particular, the stack was often built on 
to the outside front wall (a ‘lateral stack’: Rippon 2012, 92), 
thus making a very visible statement that the occupants were 
‘modern’. They were adopting both new technology and the 
cleaner living environment afforded by chimney stacks (ibid, 
110). The same can be said of the incorporation of the latrine 
within the house plan of B16.

B16 showed signs of repair, especially the insertion of 
the sandstone pad, and of probable later addition, in the 
shape of the southern chamber block. Evidence for repair is 

quite unusual in timber buildings of this date, which provide 
relatively little evidence for the removal and replacement of 
major timbers (Hamerow 2006, 29). This, together with their 
earth-fast construction, indicates that buildings would have 
remained upstanding for perhaps only the lifespan of their 
builders (Hamerow 2012, 34). It has been argued that this 
indicates a deliberate yoking of the life cycle of the domestic 
hall to the arc of its inhabitants’ lives: one would grow old in 
tandem with the other (Shapland 2013). It is not uncommon 
for a successor hall to have been rebuilt many times on the 
same or adjacent plots (Gardiner 2007), and the absence of a 
replacement building of similar status here implies a lack of 
persistence of this manorial-type enclosure after a proposed 
reorganisation of the local landscape (Chapter 12.2).

With regards to the internal layout, the hall displayed a 
classic plan of a pair of doors roughly central to the long wall 
accessing a cross-passage; to one side of this passage would 
have been the ‘high’ end of the hall (where the lord and his 
family would have sat) and to the other side would have been 
the ‘low’ (where the household would have eaten, slept and 
prepared food). The high end of B16 was the southern end, 
where the chamber was built/added. This end appears to 
have been partitioned off from the low end of the hall by a 
screen, and there was possible evidence for a raised platform, 
where the lord’s high table could have been placed (Fig 8.5). 
The structural evidence encountered here, however, may 
equally have related to postholes associated with the eastern 
wall as well as an internal pit, as raised platforms and daises 
are not thought to have been a feature of the period (Mark 
Gardiner, pers comm). Entry to the chamber lay adjacent, via 
a doorway indicated by a pair of postholes (G181). This is 
closely paralleled at the Late Anglo-Saxon manorial residence 
at Goltho, Lincolnshire, where the ‘long hall’ was subdivided 
into a large eastern room (the presumed high end) with 
evidence for a raised dais which had a hearth and an adjacent 
side entrance in the end wall. The amount of debris in the 
postholes was used to identify the low end of the hall, where 
food processing would have taken place (Hamerow 2012, 48). 
The chamber block would have been used by the lord and his 
immediate family as sleeping quarters, and as a place to which 
they could retire after the meal at the high table. In the case of 
B16, it appeared to be a later addition, for otherwise it is very 
likely that the latrine would have lain adjacent to it rather than 
to the main body of the hall (Blair 2015). At the mid 10th-
century lordly residence at West Cotton, Northamptonshire 
the chamber block also appeared to be a later addition to the 
existing hall (Chapman 2010; Blair 2015, 190).
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Within the foundation trench of the end wall of B16 was 
a curious deep cut feature flanked by postholes. Since this was 
very likely to be the low end of the hall, the feature probably 
related to the building’s external appearance rather than to its 
internal elaboration (such as an impressive window opening). 
Given the location and nature of these foundations, it could 
have been something fairly substantial mounted on the hall’s 
northern gable end. It is impossible to be sure what exactly this 
might have been, but it may have related to the foundation for 
a bellcote. The early 11th-century ‘Promotion Law’ (Geþycđno), 
which survives in expanded form in the early 12th-century 
Textus Roffensis, lists the requirements for lordly status, and so 
has been used to interpret the buildings present at Late Anglo-
Saxon manorial centres:

If a freeman prospered so that he had fully five hides 
of his own land, a church and a kitchen (cirican/
kycenan) a ‘bell’ (bellan) [later rendered as ‘bellhouse’ 
(bellhus)] and a ‘gatehouse enclosure’ (burhgeat), 
a seat and a special office in the King’s hall, then 
henceforward he was worthy of the rights of a thegn.
(Liebermann 1903, 456; trans. Whitelock 1979, 468–9)

A bellhus is also indicated in Ælfric of Eynsham’s Glossary 
(c AD 1000) as being a component of contemporary domestic 
buildings (discussed in Blair 2015, 185). Examples of 
freestanding timber towers have been suggested as fulfilling 
this function at aristocratic residences of the period (Williams 
1992; Shapland 2015, 111–15), but the only good example 
of a gable-mounted bellan known from excavations is from 
the small aristocratic church at the lordly residence of Raunds, 
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Fig 8.5 Detailed plan of Building 16 showing postulated areas of use
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Northamptonshire. Here, the single-celled church of c AD 
950 was augmented with an elongated pit, interpreted by the 
excavator as the foundations for a timber bellcote (Boddington 
1996). B16 was clearly not a church, but it may have displayed 
a bellcote so as to advertise its owner’s (presumably) recently 
acquired lordly status, at a relatively minor manorial residence 
lacking the resources to construct an impressive tower. If correct, 
this is a unique and extremely interesting example (Fig 8.6).

As suggested above, the closest excavated parallels to B16 
are Buildings 3 and 18 at Springfield Lyons (Fig 8.7). These 
were broadly comparative in terms of size (Wickhurst Green 
B16: external length 21m, external width 6.5m; Springfield 
Building 3: external length 20.8m, external width 6.1m; 
Springfield Building 18: external length 13.74m, external 
width 5.58m) and also had similarities in plan. The entrances 
in all the buildings tended to be not at the midpoint but 
further away from the chamber, allowing for a slightly larger 
hall and smaller services. The entrances to the chamber blocks 
were all off to one side. At B16 and Springfield Building 18 the 
chamber entrance was situated closer to the main door whereas 
at Springfield Building 3 it was located away from it as is the 
norm for the period (Mark Gardiner, pers comm).

In terms of the other buildings within this complex, B19 
may have been the successor to B17, which, with B18, may 
have remained in use during much of this phase. This would 
possibly have been the agricultural focus of the estate run from 
the adjacent manorial-type enclosure (ENC12).

B22 was the second hall in the local landscape of 
Broadbridge Heath and, like B16, lay within a status-affording 
enclosure (ENC16). Its construction style varied from that 
of B16 in that it had principal posts and bays rather than 
continuous post-in-trench construction. The north-eastern 
half appears to have been attenuated or truncated to some 
degree. This is unlikely to have been due to half the building 
being of box-framed construction as this would be at odds with 
the dominant post-in-trench construction found elsewhere 
across the site. Ground-set buildings are relatively uncommon 
before c 1200 (Gardiner 2014, 16–17). Also in contrast to 
B16, it appears to have been straight-sided rather than angle-
sided in form. The layout of the hall included the standard 
opposing doors in the centre of the long walls, which would 
have accessed a cross-passage. Postholes indicate the passage was 
partitioned off from both ends of the hall. The location of the 
main entrance was probably from the adjacent routeway to the 
west, but the eastern-facing doorway opened towards the main 
courtyard of the manorial complex and was directly opposite 
a gated entrance to the associated enclosure (represented by 
postholes G230). The surviving south-eastern end was two and 
a half bays in length, which may imply that the roof was hipped 
over the half bay, although that is not the only interpretation for 
this arrangement (Mark Gardiner, pers comm).

The elongated pit outside the north-western entrance 
resembled the eaves drip trench located outside the putative 
barn B17 of ST4/5. It could also have been used as a refuse 
pit for the sweepings of the hall floor, although the presence 

Fig 8.6 Suggested reconstruction of the rear of Building 16 
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of collinear postholes makes it more likely that the pit was, in 
fact, a structural feature perhaps related to a porch or atypical 
entrance arrangement.

There was no evidence for an associated chamber to this 
hall. The remains of B21 were on a slightly different alignment 
to the walls of B22. They also appeared to relate to a different 
phase of construction and were too narrow in width for this 
function. Unless a chamber was present at the truncated 
north-eastern end of the hall, the implication is that it was 
of markedly lower status than the nearby residence centred 
on B16. Indeed, except for the presence of an enclosure, this 
building could be interpreted as the well-to-do farmhouse of a 
free tenant rather than the hall of a petty lord. ENC16 would 
have been accessed to the east via the gate structure suggested 
by postholes G230. Access from here was directly opposite the 

hall doorway, and would have framed the long elevation of 
the hall for those approaching through the enclosure. Similar 
‘structured access’ has been studied by Gardiner (2011c), who 
recognised the presence of burhgeats (gated structures at the 
entrance to high-status enclosures), the enclosures themselves, 
the framing of buildings within the landscape and broad, often 
funnelled, trackway approaches. Although B22 is thought 
to have been of 12th-century date, and elements such as a 
burhgeat would by then be anachronistic, the approaches 
to both B16 (discussed above) and B22 seemed to show 
a deliberate degree of circularity, similar to the structured 
access discussed by Gardiner (Figs 8.8 and 8.9). This could 
be interpreted as an attempt to maximise the viewpoints of 
building facades but may also reflect a duality in approach to 
functional and domestic areas noted by Gardiner (2011c, 203). 
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Fig 8.7 Comparison of Building 16 with Springfield Lyons Buildings 3 and 18 (after Tyler & Major 2005, figs 72 and 82)
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Fig 8.8 Plan of Settlement 4/5 showing directions and duality of access
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Those using the proposed subsidiary access to ST6 would have 
had to pass agricultural buildings as well as pits, cooking areas 
and haystacks.

In the positioning of the hall relative to the surrounding 
enclosures, B16 and B22 differ in that, the late 10th or early 
11th century, B16 was positioned to the rear of ENC12, 
whereas (if the postulated access from R13 is correct) B22 was 
at the front of its associated enclosure, ENC16. This switch 
of position may mark the change noted by Gardiner (2017), 
which occurred around AD 1100. This was linked to an 
increasingly assertive display of lordship, mirroring growing 
competition between lords and a need to demonstrate status in 
a more prominent manner (ibid).

SITE FUNCTION AND AGRARIAN ECONOMY
The Saxo-Norman economy of Wickhurst Green is believed 
to have been a mixed agricultural regime, probably with 
an emphasis on pastoralism. The presence of quernstones, 
buildings interpreted as granaries and a possible barn is 
indicative of arable production or at least processing and 
storage at the site. As stated previously, oats and wheat are 
the most likely crop for the medieval Wealden farmer and it 
is likely that these species were being cultivated. This arable 
production appears to have been taking place within small 
enclosed fields or assarts, rather than open fields, which are 
a rarity in the region but may have existed within nearby 
Warnham parish by the later medieval period (Hudson 1986, 
213). The production of cereals within the Weald was a 
serious undertaking, requiring liberal dressings of manure and 
lime, as well as intensive ploughing, harrowing and manual 
hacking and mauling (Brandon 2003, 57–8; see below). 
Evidence of a midden is an important find and would have 
been a necessary addition to any farm hoping to grow cereals 
on the Wealden clays. That lords maintained seigneurial 
‘dung hills’ (mixen), which were required to be added to by 
tenants’ livestock is attested by the Custumal of Bishopstone 
(SRS 31, 94). Here it is recorded that a certain William 
Newman was obliged to have one cow ‘at the lord’s mixen’. 
This rare reference suggests that medieval land-holders were 
well aware of the necessity of maintaining adequate stockpiles 
of manure, which were so necessary for maintenance and 
improvement of the soil’s fertility. The importance of manure 
in the history of human development and social cohesion 
has been recognised and well argued (Jones 2012). The 
unsuitability of the stiff Wealden clays for arable production 
and the laborious husbandry required to raise a crop meant 
that cow keeping, coppice cutting and the pannage of swine 
were more profitable methods of land use. It is supposed 
that these took place at Wickhurst Green, although the 
lack of bone survival hinders any analysis of the livestock 
economy. Nevertheless, successful attempts have been made 
to reconstruct the economy of excavated Wealden sites by 
utilising the evidence of site layout, place names, historical and 
landscape evidence (Margetts 2017a). The same is attempted 
for Wickhurst Green in Chapter 12.

Fig 8.9 Plan of Settlement 6 showing directions and duality of access
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8.3  CONTINUITY AND 
COLONISATION: THE EARLIER 
MEDIEVAL WEST CENTRAL WEALD
At the end of Chapter 6 and the beginning of Chapter 7, it was 
tentatively postulated that during the 5th and 6th centuries the 
Weald may have provided a haven for communities distinct 
from those occupying coastal and downland areas of Sussex 
who chose to display an identity through a Germanic-type 
material culture. It has also been suggested that the region 
was occupied by a mosaic landscape of woodland, wood-
pasture and more open areas. There does seem to have been a 
degree of reforestation during the post-Roman period, evident 
in the cessation of sediment accumulation within streams 
at Broadbridge Heath. Though there may have been some 
abandonment of areas cultivated within the Weald during 
the Late Roman period, there may also have been a degree of 
continuity. In terms of the former, the place name Birchen Ersh, 
essentially meaning ploughed field or stubble overgrown with 
birch trees (Mawer & Stenton 1929, 210; Brandon 1974, 77), 
has been equated with a field named ‘Birch and Ash’ recorded 
on the Tithe Apportionment to the north-east of Cowfold (on 
the edge of the study area) (Brandon 2003, 50). Ersc names 
are derived from an archaic word-form etisc (Smith 1956a, 
157–8, 162; Brandon 1978b, 148), which has parallels in the 
Germanic homelands of the Continent. Such names appear to 
have rapidly fallen out of use during the early medieval period 
so the presence of one here may preserve a primitive phase of 
shifting agriculture within the West Central Weald (ibid). This 
field name is found in close proximity to Wallhurst Manor 
(farm of the Britons: Chapter 7.1) and it is also possible that 
the name indicates reforestation of land formerly cultivated 
during the 4th or 5th centuries (birch being a well-known 
coloniser species).

During the Middle–Late Anglo-Saxon period, much of 
the West Central Weald was probably exploited as detached 
seasonal grazings belonging to multiple estates centred on 
the Sussex spring line or Coastal Plain. Manors such as 
Washington, Sullington and presumably Storrington held 
land within this area. The ‘parent settlements’ were linked 
to these outliers via a system of droveways. This aspect of 
the area’s landscape and the antiquity of these routeways is 
further explored in Chapter 12, as is the presence of oval 
enclosures or arc-shaped boundaries, such as at Pephurst 
Wood (Drungewick) and Howick (Rudgwick). Such landscape 
elements are a particular feature of the study area (Chatwin & 
Gardiner 2005).

Aside from place names and the evidence of landscape, 
in general pre-11th-century material from the West Central 
Weald continues to be rare and this proved to be the case too 
at Wickhurst Green. Apart from a few pottery sherds that were 
attributable to this period, the only previous finding from 
the study area is a large sherd of decorated pottery retrieved 
from the Arun adjacent to the Roman site of Alfoldean (Evans 
1968, 142–3). This lack of material culture has been equated 
with the seasonal, pastoral nature of much of the region’s 
contemporary land use. The lack of fieldwork in the area 
should also be noted, however.

As the areas controlled by Anglo-Saxon multiple estates 
became increasingly populated, it was necessary to define 
the rights of the users of land and to record boundaries more 
precisely (Drewett et al 1988, 291). This process may in part 
have led to the increasing colonisation of the Weald as an area 
of ‘secondary settlement’ (Everitt 1986) and the need to define 
recently occupied holdings on the ground would have been 
a priority for newly established communities. The latter may 
be reflected in the loose coaxial boundaries and routeways 
which occupy much of the West Central Weald (Chatwin & 
Gardiner 2005), although the origins of these features, which 
were clearly utilised as manorial boundaries, may be somewhat 
earlier (Chapter 12).

It is the Late Anglo-Saxon and Saxo-Norman uptake of 
the West Central portion and probably much of the remainder 
of the Wealden region that reflects a fundamental phase in the 
evolution of the area’s landscape. Within the study area this 
appeared to be allied to the creation of ‘strip manors’, which 
may explain the closely proximate locations (c 430m) of the 
‘high-status’ buildings and associated enclosures at Wickhurst 
Green (Chapter 12). The early ‘home farms’ of these 11th-
century land-holdings appear to have occupied areas close to 
watercourses, at roughly equidistant intervals within closely 
parallel routeways. If the settlement sites at Wickhurst Green 
reflect this linear pattern of manors, the settlements and their 
associated enclosures may have been typical of the newly 
created land-holdings in the remainder of the West Central 
Weald. Though it is possible they reflect these manorial-type 
sites or estate centres they could just as easily be the substantial 
farms of reasonably wealthy free tenants. Such a picture would 
fit well with the later medieval history of the Wealden region, 
which was well known for its profusion of autonomous free 
tenants. This was a stratum of society whose members were able 
by the 13th and 14th centuries to carve out their own petty 
lordships by the process of sub-infeudation. The evidence from 
Wickhurst Green hints that this layer of later medieval society 
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may have been heir to early (10th/11th- to 12th-century) 
settlers. These communities, which themselves inherited areas 
long used by seasonal pastoralists, seem to have been able to 
carve out large holdings and subsequently build substantial 
houses to reflect their status.

As well as this newly refounded dispersed settlement 
pattern, which evolved from pastoral usage linked to droveways 
and areas of grazing, this was also a period of fieldscape 
creation. Churches evolved on prominent ridgetops (such as 
at Itchingfield) or close to watercourses and ancient routeways 
(such as at St Mary’s, Horsham). They were created to serve 
the many isolated but pre-existing farms and in turn acted 
as drivers of settlement and colonisation. After the Conquest 
further elements of the rural settlement pattern included castles 
such as Knepp, Chennells Brook, Rudgwick and Sedgewick 
and ecclesiastical sites such as the Benedictine priory founded 
before AD 1200 at Rusper (Way 1852, 245–6).

In terms of excavated sites and find-spots within the study 
area information is scarce. Archaeological investigations at 42 
North Street, Horsham recovered a single sherd of 11th- to 
12th-century pottery (Stevens, S, 2008) and two Saxo-Norman 
pits containing charcoal and ceramics were encountered during 
work on the Billingshurst bypass (Barber 1999a). An evaluation 
at Itchingfield Primary School found medieval features 
indicating likely occupation activity close to the Two Mile Ash 
road. The earliest dated material probably belonged to the 12th 
century (Wallis 2014).
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9.1  THE LATER MEDIEVAL WEALD
It is clear from the previous chapter that by the 11th century 
permanent settlement had been established within the Wealden 
region. Churches and other ecclesiastical sites had been 
founded and the landscape had been inscribed with territorial 
and administrative boundaries as well as fieldscapes. From the 
13th century onwards, the increasing quantity of surviving 
documentary accounts (in particular manorial records) vastly 
aids understanding of Wealden exploitation in comparison 
with previous periods. By the later part of the same century, 
larger manors were more and more obliged to bring the heavy 
clays of the Low Weald under cultivation (Brandon 1971, 
124) and this intensification of activity is consistent with the 
prevailing view of the early part of the later medieval period, 
which was a time of agrarian innovation and demographic 
growth. The principal pattern must be one of increased infilling 
and cultivation of land previously empty of the pioneer’s axe 
or turn of the plough. This late stage of Wealden colonisation 
has been highlighted by landscape historians as lordly 
instigation of settlement in order to turn a profit. It involved 
the exchange of land in return for rents and the conversion 
of manorial obligations into property rights (Witney 1976, 
66, 117). Beyond the areas already occupied this resulted in 
the previously mentioned clearance and cultivation but also 
in enclosure of former areas of waste and land still utilised 
as manorial den. New peasant, freeholder and higher-status 
holdings sprang up and the period also witnessed the creation 
of lordly deer parks and moated sites. This process may be 
exemplified by the exchange in 1285 of substantial rents on 
the part of the occupants of 12 of the Abbot of Battle’s dens in 
Hawkhurst and Cranbrook parishes for the rights to all trees 
growing there (Witney 1990, 37). A further den, Angley, was 
converted into a park (ibid).

As dens were gathered into the emergent manors, the links 
with parent settlements in more favourable pays began to be 
severed. As this occurred so did a decline in the great annual 
transhumance of cattle and pigs, although in parts of the 
Weald certain dens remained valuable and so were protected. 

The movement of herds continued to these drof-dens until 
around the middle of the 14th century when the long-distance 
movement of stock finally petered out (ibid, 37–8). It is 
clear that, during the later medieval period, the Weald was 
beginning to be more intensively exploited for resources other 
than pasture. The extensive woodlands made it a suitable area 
for a number of fuel-using industries and its clay and mineral 
resources were also utilised in this regard. Though the medieval 
iron industry seems to have been small in comparison to that 
which emerged in the 16th century (Gardiner 1990a, 47; 
Hodgkinson 2008) by the 1200s it had probably increased 
to a degree not seen since the Roman period. This level of 
production not only afforded the English Crown a valuable 
source of material for its military expeditions, but would 
also have been utilised by local communities engaged in the 
agricultural uptake of previously marginal land (ibid, 38). 
It would have provided the agricultural tools and plough 
shares for those attempting to wrest a living from the regions 
woodlands and heavy clay.

The native soil, so long a burden to the Wealden farmer, 
together with an abundance of fuel, provided the raw materials 
for potting and tile production. During the 13th and 14th 
centuries these activities were largely restricted to the region’s 
fringe, as this was closer to local markets, but by the 16th 
century locations nearer the centre frequently became the 
focus of such manufacture (Streeten 1979, 120). A further 
fuel-using industry was that of glass making. Production sites 
were largely restricted to the Surrey–Sussex border but this 
element of the Wealden economy could have extended further 
east with sites at Billingshurst and Horsham (Gardiner 1990a, 
50). The production of glass was investigated by both Winbolt 
(1933) and Kenyon (1967) and has more recently been the 
subject of modern survey and excavation by the Surrey County 
Archaeological Unit (SCAU 2011). As well as extractive 
industries related to stone, marl and iron ore the Weald appears 
to have been home to a textile industry based on cloth. This 
is suggested by occupational surnames and documentary 
references to fulling mills, the remains of which have sometimes 

CHAPTER 9  THE LATER MEDIEVAL PERIOD
… I, who own the River-field,

Am fortified with title-deeds, attested, signed and sealed,
Guaranteeing me, my assigns, my executors and heirs

All sorts of powers and profits which—are neither mine nor theirs,
I have rights of chase and warren, as my dignity requires.

I can fish—but Hobden tickles—I can shoot—but Hobden wires.
I repair, but he reopens, certain gaps which, men allege,

Have been used by every Hobden since a Hobden swapped a hedge…
 —Kipling, The Land, 1917
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been found (Gardiner 1990a, 49). Fulling mills join corn mills 
as a water-powered element of local production, with the latter 
often being located at stream sides close to manorial centres.

9.2  PERIOD 6, PHASE 1: LATE 12TH TO 
LATE 13TH CENTURIES (1175–1275)
LATE 12TH- TO LATE 13TH-CENTURY 
WICKHURST GREEN
During the medieval period, Horsham developed as a market 
town serving the surrounding rural hinterland and by 1235 
had achieved borough status. The rural landscape to the west 
was mainly pastoral, with irregular assarts (fields carved from 
the woodland and other waste), and small patches of common 

demesne arable around scattered settlement foci, usually 
enclosed at an early date and therefore leaving little trace in 
the documentary record (Chapman & Seeliger 2001). The 
area around Broadbridge was of poor quality, as reflected in 
the ‘heath’ place-name element, suggesting soil acidification. 
This habitat may have characterised the area since the Late 
Iron Age/Early Romano-British period (Chapter 4.3), an 
important factor in Wealden landscape evolution. Broadbridge 
Heath was named Bradbruggesheth during the 15th century 
(Mawer & Stenton 1929, 240) and is known to have been 
used as common pasture by the late 13th century or before 
(Hudson 1986, 166). The earliest surviving place name related 
to Broadbridge Manor is Brodebrig, recorded in 1237 (Mawer 
& Stenton 1929, 225). The meaning of this name was thought 

Fig 9.1 Plan of period 6, phase 1 features
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by Mawer and Stenton to be self-explanatory (ibid), but it is 
also possible that it referred to ‘broad land by a bridge’. By this 
time it can be associated with William Covert, who appears to 
have held part of one carucate of land ‘in the Brodebrig’ (SRS 
3, Henry III, 344), and by 1243 Broadbridge had become a 
separate manor, held by William along with Sullington from 
the de Braose lords of Bramber Rape. This was in return for 
two knight’s fees (Hudson 1986, 21). A manorial centre was 
probably established sometime during the first half of the 13th 
century close to the richer soils of the River Arun. Broadbridge 
Manor still survives as Broadbridge Farm (Fig 1.5), which has 
previously been considered as the ‘home farm’ or manor house 
of Broadbridge. The earliest fabric of the building dates to the 
15th century, although one post from a possibly earlier hall 
survives (Hudson 1986, 24).

Later medieval archaeological evidence during the tenure 
of William Covert related mostly to maintenance and some 
modification of (and additions to) the earlier field systems. 
There does appear to have been a degree of reorganisation 
and contraction of settlement activity during this time, 
with the earlier, high-status settlements being abandoned or 
downgraded. There may have been a further intensification 
of clearance and cultivation, the latter suggested by the 
curving nature of some newly established boundaries. Overall, 
activity during the late 12th to late 13th centuries consisted 
of a continuation of the landscape as set out in the preceding 
period, albeit with some significant alterations particularly with 
regard to land-holding(s) (Fig 9.1).

FIELD SYSTEM 3 (FS3): LAND AT BROADBRIDGE
It appears that FS3, which had originated in the previous 
period, remained largely intact (Figs 7.14 and 9.2). The 
majority of the ditched boundaries established during the 
Saxo-Norman period continued to be maintained, with 
the exception of D25, which fell out of use. This process of 
decommissioning had the effect of amalgamating OA45 and 
OA46 (Fig 7.14) to form a larger field space, OA63. This 
may reflect the conversion of former woodland or pasture 
to arable land, as well as the end of any routeway link to the 
green associated with Mill Lane. Also complementing this 
process was the abandonment of D26, to be replaced by the 
parallel D36 (Fig 9.2). This expansion of field spaces and re-
establishment of boundaries may also have been connected to a 
local method of land management utilising shaws (Chapter 1). 
These wide strips of woodland and hedges along field margins 
provided a valuable source of timber, coppice, fuel, browse and 
wild foods. During times of agricultural prosperity, however, 

when corn prices were favourable, the ploughed edge and shaw 
extent were cut back to allow more room for crops (Brandon 
2003, 68).

In the west of the field system a new pattern of ditches was 
created, forming shallowly defined rectilinear enclosures. These 
most likely related to a system of paddocks (OA57, OA58, 
OA60–OA62), although the lack of well-defined entrances 
may indicate that they related rather to narrow arable strips, 
crofts or coppice compartments. The western side of this 
system, which formed the edge of RO2 (below), appeared to 
be a continuation of D33 to the south-west, which, although 
associated with this phase on the basis of pottery, may have 
been of earlier (Saxo-Norman?) origins and may once have 
formed the limit of roadside waste associated with the Fiveoaks 
Road (Fig 9.3).

The enclosures associated with B16 apparently continued 
in use during the 13th century, although the innermost ditch 
of ENC12 apparently fell out of use. B16 may have continued 
to stand as a dilapidated ruin during the early years of this 
phase, although B23 had been constructed within the same 
enclosure by the later 12th century. B23 was defined by wall 
trenches with accompanying evidence for earth-fast posts set 
within the wall lines (Fig 9.4). As with earlier buildings, both 
the wall trenches and the associated postholes were filled with 
almost identical deposits. In addition to pottery, the terminal of 
a scale-tanged iron handle was recovered from these structural 
features. No evidence of any internal structures was identified 
and the walls must thus have been load-bearing. B23 possibly 
extended beyond the limits of the excavation area and so was 
not fully exposed. What was revealed, however, was far less 
ostentatious in scale than its predecessor. Postholes G301 to 
its frontage are thought to have represented the remains of 
an external fenced yard rather than structural timbers for the 
building itself.

ROUTE 2 (RO2)
ENC13 appeared to have fallen out of use by the mid–late 
12th century, for material was no longer accumulating within 
its associated enclosure ditch (G191; Fig 9.3). B17 and B18 
also appeared to have been abandoned before the onset of 
changes in the western part of the site, as they were found to 
be stratigraphically earlier than features associated with RO2 
(Fig 9.3). In contrast, however, B19 seemed to have continued 
in use to some degree, as witnessed by sustained accumulation 
of pottery within layers related to the very base of a truncated 
floor surface (G288). ENC18 was interpreted as a drove-side 
paddock, pen or pound associated with Fiveoaks Road. Within 
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Fig 9.2 Plan of Field System 3



195

Fig 9.3 Plan of Field System 3 and Route 2 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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Fig 9.4 Detailed plan, sections and photograph of Building 23, looking south-west (1.0m scale bar)
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this area were a few pits dated by contemporary pottery (G282) 
and a short length of well-dated ditch (G281). Together with 
the enclosure ditches (G280), this probably acted as a funnel 
and livestock sorter associated with a race (R6) from the 
adjoining droveway. This is suggested by a layer of livestock 
poaching (G279) adjacent to and partially overlying the 
enclosure ditches (Fig 9.3). A well or sump (G287) fed by a 
gully (G286) was also encountered within OA57 to the east. 
This contained a large assemblage of pottery with a date range 
of 1225–1325 as well as moderate quantities of residual 12th-
century material.

ROUTE 3 (RO3): MILL LANE AND A LOST GREEN
One of the eastern trackways associated with the green had 
probably fallen out of use by this time and the remainder was 
clearly modified on a very slightly different alignment. It is 
likely however, that the green itself was still accessed by Mill 
Lane and continued to perform a livestock-related function. 
Further ditch features within the enclosure’s interior surely 
related to livestock channelling and sorting, perhaps associated 
with animals coming from pasture on Broadbridge Heath to 
the north (Fig 9.5).

FIELD SYSTEM 4 (FS4): LAND AT BROADBRIDGE
The late 12th- and 13th-century field system was for the 
most part the continuance of the period 5, phase 2 divisions, 
although there was some modification to the overall pattern 
– for instance, the trackways mentioned above fell out of use, 
allowing expansion of field spaces.

The manorial-type site associated with ST6 and its 
associated trackway showed little evidence of continuity as 
the Middle Ages progressed. The eastern ditch of R13 was, 
however, reused as an irregular S-shaped field boundary, a 
characteristic of Wealden ox-ploughing (Brandon 2003, 66; 
Fig 9.6). Close to this feature, within OA66, was a circular pit 
([1126], G310). It had steep, almost vertical sides and a flat 
base. It was filled with a single, dark deposit that contained 
254 sherds dated c 1125–1200. As well as the pottery, a Bronze 
Age copper-alloy Arreton-class axe (RF<3>) (Chapter 11.5) 
and a whetstone (RF<503>) were recovered. An environmental 
sample from the feature (<56>) produced charcoal (oak, alder 
and Leguminosae) and fired clay. The pit is thought to have 
been dug for the specific deposition of artefacts and although 
the axe is clearly of earlier origin, the pit did not seem to have 
disturbed an earlier feature. The axe is therefore thought to 
represent a curated find and, although it is impossible to be 
sure regarding its context of discovery or deposition (Chapter 

11.5), the pit is of interest for its potential as an indicator of 
medieval ritualistic or symbolic behaviour (see below).

FIELD SYSTEM 5 (FS5): LAND AT BROADBRIDGE
Changes to FS5 included division of OA55 via the insertion 
of D40 to form two open areas, OA68 and OA69. Two 
parallel ditches interpreted as a trackway (R14) leading from 
Wickhurst Lane into field space OA54 were associated with 
this phase (Fig 9.7).

ROUTE 4 (RO4): WICKHURST LANE
Wickhurst Lane has been discussed above (Chapter 7.2, Fig 
7.12). It continued in use during the later medieval period, as 
suggested by accumulations of pottery, though there was little 
noticeable modification to its overall function and form over 
this or the subsequent phase.

LANDSCAPE AREAS 10, 12, 13 (LA10, LA12, 
LA13) AND LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE 1 (LE1)
No changes to LA 10, LA12 or LA13 were recorded during 
this time (the late 12th to late 13th centuries). LE1 (ENC11) 
probably continued to be maintained and was the possible 
location of a deer park known from documentary sources in 
1272 (Hudson 1986, 24; James 2007). An oval is the most 
economic approach to the bounding of land and was a shape 
well suited to medieval deer parks, which often adopted this 
form because it provides the shortest length of boundary per 
area enclosed. This helps reduce the cost of initial construction, 
as well as subsequent maintenance of the park pale. Though 
1272 is the first recorded date of the deer park at Broadbridge, 
it could have been established earlier. Nevertheless, it is 
thought to be more firmly associated with period 6, phase 2 
and is therefore discussed in more detail below (below, 9.3, 
‘Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1)’).

FIELD SYSTEM 9 (FS9): AN ADJOINING MANOR
FS9, on Land East of the A24, was most probably part of a 
manor neighbouring Broadbridge (Fig 9.8). It was located 
away from Broadbridge Farm at the apex of an area defined by 
parallel routeways of the sort shown by Chatwin and Gardiner 
(2005) to define manorial holdings at an early date. The fields 
were closer to Parthings and Hills Farms than Broadbridge 
and the land may have belonged to the manor of Hills (of 
which Hills Farm was the likely manorial site). It may be 
more likely, however, that the land belonged to the manor of 
Stammerham mentioned from the 13th century, as the field 
system is located on the extension of a droveway that passes the 
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Fig 9.5 Plan of Route 3
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Fig 9.6 Plan of southern part of Field System 4 showing S-shaped boundary, with section and photograph of pit G310 (0.3m scale bar)
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manorial centre of Stammerham to the south (Fig 9.9). Such 
routeways have been shown to form tenurial boundaries within 
the West Central Weald (ibid) and the field system’s position 
south of the Arun and west of Parthings Lane may suggest 
it was incorporated within the same land-holding as land in 
the vicinity of Stammerham Farm (Fig 9.9). The strip-like 
arrangement of fields remained unchanged during this period, 
but deposition of coarse sand-tempered pottery of early/mid 
12th- to early 13th-century date within D53 illustrates the 
possibility of contemporary settlement in the vicinity as well as 
continued use of the field system.

UNDER NEW OWNERSHIP: WICKHURST 
GREEN IMMEDIATELY BEFORE AND DURING 
THE TENURE OF WILLIAM COVERT
From the late 12th to the late 13th centuries elements of both 
continuity and change were visible at Wickhurst Green in 
relation to the remains of the previous phase. The latter can be 
seen for the most part in the downgrading and abandonment 
of earlier high-status settlements and enclosures. This initially 
seems to be at odds with current understanding of Wealden 
exploitation, which was supposedly intensifying during this 
phase, but the transformation is thought to have been linked 
to tenurial adjustment and possible reorganisation of at least 
part of the landscape, rather than providing a true reflection 
of the degree of later medieval Wealden usage (Chapter 12). 

Fig 9.7 Plan of Field System 5, Route 4, Landscape Areas 10 and 12 and Landscape Enclosure 1
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The pottery evidence from the site appears to corroborate the 
picture of contraction and settlement shift with deposition of 
ceramics declining after the early 13th century (Chapter 11.3). 
Continuing elements of the earlier phase largely encompassed 
much of the pre-existing field system, perhaps demonstrating 
the stability of land division in contrast to the changing 
fortunes of society.

Fig 9.8 Plan of Field System 9

Right: Fig 9.9 Plan of Field System 9 overlain on Ordnance Survey 1st 
edition, 1875–6 showing the location of Parthings Farm, Hills Farm and 
Stammerham. The bounds of a likely strip manor (possibly Stammerham) 
are highlighted.
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THE BUILDINGS EVIDENCE
With Michael Shapland
B23 was constructed within the former manorial-type 
enclosure, ENC12 (Figs 7.15 and 9.2), probably sometime in 
the late 12th century (suggested construction date 1150–75), 
apparently in place of the pre-existing and presumably 
dilapidated hall of the former lord or free tenant. If it was 
a dwelling, then it was a fairly rare Wealden example of an 
excavated peasant house of the period. Other buildings within 
the region, which may have been of a similar or slightly later 
date, appeared to have been built on dry-stone sub-walls on 
which a wall plate was rested (Tebbutt 1981, 112; Margetts 
2017a). This said, the example excavated by Tebbutt in 
Hartfield may not have been a dwelling at all and whilst the 
building plot from the Hayworth, Bolnore, is most likely the 
location of a domestic structure its occupants’ status may have 
been higher than that of the servile tenantry.

The interpretation of B23 as a dwelling rather than as 
an agricultural structure is not entirely secure, although its 
location in an area previously dedicated to domestic activity 
(in contrast to the possible agricultural focus to the north, 
where the old ‘barn’, B17, also appears to have been replaced 
at this time) perhaps strengthens this interpretation. The 
presence of large posts close to the building’s corners implies 
it had substantial earth-fast timbers supporting a wall plate. 
The latter would have carried a roof of paired common-rafter 
construction. By the time of its decommissioning (c 1250), the 
building still used the continuous post-in-trench mode of wall 
construction. It is likely, however, that the posts did not carry 
the majority of the roof weight, a suggestion also supported 
by the narrower trench slots when compared to the old hall 
(B16). The Weald was an area of plentiful timber, and it is 
possible that structural pieces could have been salvaged from 
previous buildings, so perhaps the method of construction 
is less surprising than it first appears. Indeed, B23 was only 
slightly narrower in width (c 0.60m) than its predecessor (B16), 
so it is entirely plausible that some of the latter’s roof structure, 
together with any salvageable wall timbers, were reused within 
the fabric of the new dwelling, providing a possible explanation 
for the slightly erratic size and distribution of its postholes. 
If domestic in function, the building and any associated land 
could have related to a 12th- to 13th-century encroachment 
(whether permitted or otherwise) on the roadside waste (RO2) 
of Fiveoaks Road.

SITE FUNCTION AND AGRARIAN ECONOMY
The manor of Broadbridge was well provisioned with arable 
land by the end of the 13th century, although this was of low 
value and reflected the poor growing conditions of the Wealden 
clays (below, 9.3, ‘Site function and agrarian economy’). The 
12th and 13th centuries have already been noted as a period of 
agricultural intensification and demographic growth and this is 
borne out by the ever increasing levels of farming undertaken 
in areas previously considered marginal. The Weald Clay is 
far more suited to pasturage than to arable, but with regular 
fallowing and liberal dressings of manure and lime the soils 
were cultivated by medieval communities using large teams 
of plough oxen. The toll in labour in order to bring the stiff 
clays to a tilth was nevertheless considerable. Initial ploughing 
brought up immense slags of earth, which, although subject to 
a second cross-plough, remained in the field as huge clods that 
would dry cement-hard if the weather was clement (Brandon 
2003, 58). Rain was sometimes needed to soften the clods 
further and they would then be subject to a third or even 
fourth ploughing as well as repeated harrowing and even hand-
pulverisation in order to bring the soil into a condition suitable 
for sowing (ibid). The main cereals planted in this area were 
wheat and oats (Gardiner 1999, 38) but leguminous crops such 
as beans were also important and good yields could sometimes 
be had (Brandon 2003, 56). The latter would have been 
beneficial for their nitrogen-fixing qualities and would have 
aided fertiliser such as dung, compost and sleech (ditch and 
pond silts), gathered together in middens before being spread 
on the fields by cart (Chapter 8.2, ‘Site function and agrarian 
economy’). That such activities were being undertaken at the 
site can be surmised after analysis of excavated field boundaries. 
A minority of these may be indicative of cereal production 
as they are strikingly characteristic of historic ox-ploughing. 
Despite this, only limited evidence of cereals was recovered 
within the charred macrobotanical assemblage, although this 
may not be a full reflection of the extent of the manor of 
Broadbridge’s arable activities (Chapter 11.6).

Pastoral activity is more suited to the Wealden region 
and overall the manors in this part of Sussex were probably 
reliant on a mixture of livestock types. The livestock grazed and 
manured the fallow in advance of cultivation but would also 
have been a source of profit, subsistence and specialisation in 
their own right. Pigs would have aided any assarting activity 
as well as management of the woodland itself. Rooting swine 
not only remove weeds and young saplings but also aerate and 
enrich the soil. The keeping of such animals may have had 
other benefits, such as the clearing of fallen acorns, which are 
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poisonous to cattle and horses (a method of husbandry still 
practised in the New Forest today). The importance of cattle to 
the Wealden farmer during both the early and later parts of the 
period has been under-researched, although the discovery of a 
specialised medieval cattle ranch or vaccary goes some way to 
addressing this (Margetts 2017a; in prep). The large numbers of 
cattle kept by manors in the vicinity of Broadbridge are reflected 
in the Custumal of the Bishop of Chichester (SRS 46). In 
1262 John II (de Climping, Bishop of Chichester) granted ‘20 
oxen, 10 cows, and 1 bull to stock the manor of Duringewyk 
[Drungewick]’ (ibid, 62). Aside from cattle and pigs, which 
were possibly the dominant livestock type in the West Central 
Weald, sheep and goats may also have been kept, especially in 
the river valleys. The former are more suited to areas that remain 
drier in winter, such as the Downs, or rich salt marsh pasturage 
which is free of the parasite that causes foot rot.

As well as arable and pastoralism, Wealden farmers 
were probably engaged in the management of timber 
resources. Indeed, the integration of farming and forestry is 
a fundamental principle within the region and the success of 
the former is often intimately tied to effective control of the 
latter. Woodlands would have provided an important resource 
of livestock browse as well as bedding and pannage for swine, 
and significant areas of medieval demesne were maintained 
as woodland which could also act as a supply of timber and 
fuel. Within the field systems of the 12th and 13th centuries, 
shaws and wide hedgerows were probably maintained and this 
was very likely the case at Wickhurst Green. Such elements of 
the Sussex landscape would later be bemoaned by agricultural 
improvers of the post-medieval period, but studies have shown 
that planting close to trees and hedges can actually increase 
production as problems with aphids appear to be reduced and 
during dry summers decreased evaporation can extend the 
growing season (Brandon 2003, 54).

A desire to influence the success of the harvest may 
provide a context for the finds from one of the more interesting 
contemporary features at the site. The Bronze Age axe discovered 
together with medieval pottery and a whetstone within circular 
pit [1126] (G310) may be just a chance encounter (Chapter 
11.5); it could even have been discovered and used as a tool 
(hence the whetstone). There are, however, other less prosaic 
explanations. Thunderbolts, elf-bolts and thunderstones are 
utilised all over the world as charms of protection and were 
often inserted into walls, hearths and rafters as insurance against 
evil spirits or lightning strikes (Folklore 1938, 48–50; Johanson 
2009). Prehistoric artefacts such as axes and arrowheads were 
believed to have fallen from the sky during storms or to have 

been left behind by mythical beings. These objects were thought 
to protect houses and other property, including cattle and 
crops, from all kinds of misfortune and disease (ibid, 130). It 
was also believed that such objects kept milk and butter fresh 
(Blinkenberg 1911, 68–122).

9.3  PERIOD 6, PHASE 2: LATE 13TH TO 
LATE 16TH CENTURIES (1275–1550)
THE AGE OF IMPARKMENT: LATE MEDIEVAL 
WICKHURST GREEN
By 1272 Roger had succeeded his father, William Covert, 
1272 in holding the estate of Broadbridge from Bramber 
Rape, which held the overlordship until 1580 (Cooper 1904, 
134; Hudson 1986, 23). By this time, a deer park had been 
established within the manor, although the addition of the 
phrase ‘by what warranty they know not’ (Salzman 1941, 30) 
suggests it was not strictly legal – imparkment of deer required 
a royal licence, as did ‘parks’ devoted to smaller game (free 
warren). After Roger’s death in 1297, which occurred during 
or following foreign military service, the inquisition post 
mortem indicated 50 acres of demesne arable and 27 acres 
of meadow at Broadbridge (Cooper 1903, 174; below, ‘Site 
function and agrarian economy’). The manor also included 
a watermill and gained further income from nine quarters 
of salt recovered from Beeding in the Adur valley (Cooper 
1903, 174). It is probable that the Broadbridge family held 
the land ‘at farm’ during the 14th century as tenants of the 
Coverts (Cartwright 1830, 333). The lordship of Broadbridge 
descended with Sullington until Margaret Covert’s death in 
1366 or later (Hudson 1986, 23). The Broadbridge family had 
probably transferred to Lower Broadbridge Farm on the manor 
of Drungewick by the early 14th century (England 2012, 
39). A John Covert, possibly Roger’s great-grandson, held the 
manor of Broadbridge in 1431 (Hudson 1986, 23). James 
Gratwicke had moved to Broadbridge sometime before 1552 
and it is likely that he tenanted Broadbridge Farm from the 
Covert family (England 2012, 39). After this date the manor 
of Broadbridge descended with Ashington until 1695, when it 
was sold to the Onslow family of Drungewick (below, Chapter 
10; Hudson 1986, 24).

Though pottery continued to be deposited at the site 
until the mid 14th century at the latest, few if any ceramics 
were recovered from the period between the mid 14th and 
mid 16th centuries. Despite this, it is probable that the 13th-
century field systems and the majority of routeways at the site 
remained extant or were at least recognisable as depressions 
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in the landscape, to judge from their continuity into the 
post-medieval period. Contemporary sites in the vicinity 
included the possible park discussed above, as well as numerous 
farmsteads of later medieval date.

FIELD SYSTEM 3 (FS3): LAND AT BROADBRIDGE
There was little change to FS3 during the late medieval period. 
Ditches were probably maintained, or survived to some degree at 

least although they produced almost no contemporary pottery. 
This perhaps indicates a lack of manuring and a switch to pasture 
and woodland. The only area to receive extensive modification 
was in the extreme north-west of the site, where the northerly 
ditch (D22) of Saxo-Norman R9 was finally decommissioned 
(Figs 9.2 and 9.10). This occurred alongside the abandonment of 
other enclosures to form larger scale land division.

Fig 9.10 Plan of period 6, phase 2 features
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ROUTE 3 (RO3): MILL LANE AND A LOST GREEN
It is thought that the green associated with Mill Lane expanded 
during this phase to become a large area of pasture. Associations 
with any other trackways do not seem to have persisted during 
the late medieval period, perhaps hinting that it was no longer 
necessary to delineate routes through what was probably 
Broadbridge Manor’s demesne to allow ‘foreign livestock’ to be 
watered at the nearby streams (Figs 9.5 and 9.10).

FIELD SYSTEMS 4 AND 5 (FS4, FS5): LAND AT 
BROADBRIDGE
No changes were apparent within FS4 and FS5 apart from 
the removal of R12 and R14 (Figs 9.6, 9.7 and 9.10), again 
suggesting less need to control the movement of stock within 
the manorial lands.

ROUTE 4 (RO4): WICKHURST LANE
The medieval (or earlier) course of Wickhurst Lane (R8; Fig 
9.10) is thought to have persisted during this phase. The 
almost complete lack of pottery of this date from the remains 
of the hollow way thought to have been due to a lack of both 
manuring and occupation in the immediate vicinity rather than 
cessation of through traffic and use.

LANDSCAPE AREAS 10, 12 AND 13 (LA10, LA12, 
LA13): A PASTORAL UNIT
The only late medieval activity associated with Landscape Areas 
10, 12 and 13 consisted of a layer of sandstone fragments 
with occasional pottery sherds laid in the top of a silted field 
boundary (G317; Fig 9.10). This was most probably related to a 
spread of hardstanding to aid access across an area of wet ground 
in the proximity of the silted-up ditch. The small assemblage 
of pottery associated with the deposit may have represented the 
latest medieval material from the site (Chapter 11.3).

LANDSCAPE ENCLOSURE 1 (LE1)
The enclosure at the base of High Wood (ENC11) has been 
postulated as the location of Roger Covert’s park, known in 
1272 from documentary evidence (Hudson 1986, 24; James 
2007). Despite the inconclusive results of an evaluation 
targeting this boundary (Garland 2008), it seems probable that 
this landscape feature existed during this phase and formed 
one of the more likely locations for such a holding (see James 
2007). Indeed, the post-medieval boundary showed evidence of 
earlier ditched phases and although the associated bank was not 
of the height often expected of earthworks connected to ‘park 
pales’, the feature had been subject to much disturbance and 

partial realignment in the modern era. An alternative (and here 
more favoured) location for the park boundary is the curving 
course of Fiveoaks Road and Farthings Hill, which may, 
together with the River Arun, have effectively formed a suboval 
enclosure encompassing much of the site (Fig 9.11). This aspect 
of the local landscape is explored further in Chapter 12.

FIELD SYSTEM 9 (FS9): AN ADJOINING MANOR
Evidence of manuring, in the shape of abraded ceramic 
material from topsoil contexts, continued within this field 
system, with the latest medieval material consisting of 15th- 
to mid 16th-century painted ware sherds (Barber 2015). 
Though the frequencies were far smaller than those for the 
preceding 13th and 14th centuries (indicating a decline in 
this activity) their very presence is in marked contrast to the 
lack of similar material of this date from Wickhurst Green and 
the neighbouring manor of Broadbridge. The only pottery 
associated with an archaeological feature was part of an oxidised 
cooking pot base of likely 13th- to early 14th-century date 
from the upper levels of D53. The date of this pottery and its 
position within the fill deposits may be indicative of the date of 
decommissioning for this feature.

THE MANOR OF BROADBRIDGE AND THE 
LATE MEDIEVAL DEMESNE LANDSCAPE OF 
WICKHURST GREEN
Late medieval activity at Wickhurst Green showed a further 
contraction from the early medieval period following after 
the late 12th–late 13th centuries. Hardly any pottery dating 
between the 14th and mid 16th centuries was encountered 
and this may reflect a number of possible changes at the site. 
Perhaps late medieval climatic, demographic and economic 
variations saw a contraction of land use and overall settlement. 
This may have been combined with increasing woodland and 
pastoral usage rather than arable which would have necessitated 
the spread of manure and pottery from middens. Alternatively, 
this lack of activity may have been a result of the site’s 
imparkment at this stage. Indeed, these two factors may not be 
mutually exclusive, with the land being given over to launds 
and woodland cover suitable for the keeping of deer and other 
game rather than to agriculture. It is probable, however, that 
the 13th-century field systems as well as the major routeways 
at the site did survive to some degree, to judge from their 
continuity into the post-medieval period. This may be an 
example of the compartmentalisation of parks to aid economic 
exploitation and it is possible that livestock pasturing and 
even crop production continued to occur within the hunting 
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enclosure (see Mileson 2009, 64–5). Also to be noted in this 
regard is the recording of arable land and meadow sometime 
after the first mention of a park (see below). In contrast it is 
clear that the evidence from an adjoining manor (FS9) may 
be at variance with that from Wickhurst Green, perhaps 
being indicative of this area’s focus on arable, more favourable 
demographic fortunes or lack of evidence for imparkment.

THE BUILDINGS EVIDENCE
With Michael Shapland
It seems possible that the fragmentary remains of B19 (Figs 7.15 
and 9.3) may have been the latest surviving medieval structure 
at the site. Pottery from related features dates to 1150–1300, 
but material belonging to the late 13th century is of much lower 
frequency than in the previous phase. This later material was 
mainly retrieved from the purported floor layer (G288) and the 
low quantity perhaps indicates that it had come to be used as 
a field barn or hovel rather than a domestic structure. It seems 

Fig 9.11 Ordnance Survey 1st edition, 1875–6  map overlain with the potential limits of the medieval deer park of Broadbridge
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that this building may have slightly outlasted B23, the nearest 
broadly contemporary structure, which has been interpreted as a 
peasant dwelling in the previous phase. This may indicate further 
tenurial reorganisation, whereby old farmsteads or holdings were 
finally abandoned, whereas non-domestic structures may have 
remained useful during the late 13th century as remnants of a 
long-established agricultural complex.

SITE FUNCTION AND AGRARIAN ECONOMY
The expansion of documentary evidence through the 13th 
century means that during the later medieval period we are 
blessed not only with information about the various lords who 
held the manor of Broadbridge, but also a wonderful snapshot 
of the demesne lands under their control. Upon the death of 
Roger Covert in 1297 details of his holding at Broadbridge 

were listed, alongside that of Sullington, in the inquisition post 
mortem the following year (according to Hudson 1986, 24). At 
Broadbridge the Coverts held (Cooper 1903, 174):

The curia of Broadbridge with a garden  3s 4d
50 acres of arable land at 2d an acre  8s 4d
27 acres of meadow at 12d an acre  27s
Pasture of a meadow    4s
Hayscii de bosco    2s
A watermill     20s
Rents of free tenants at Brambleden  30s
9 quarters [quarteria] of salt at Beeding at 12d a quarter  9s
Total of Broadbridge    103s 8d
Interestingly, the value per acre of arable at Broadbridge 

was half that of the 112 acres listed at the downland manor 
of Sullington, where it was valued at 4d an acre. Meadow 
was valued similarly, but there was far more located in the 
Coverts’ Wealden holding than at Sullington in the south (27 
versus 10 acres). Other interesting aspects of this inquisition 
are the mention of hayscii de bosco, which may relate to 
enclosed shaws, coppice or woodland, and the mention of 
access to the saltworkings at Beeding. The latter may preserve 
a record of an ancient right concerning the management of a 
detached Wealden holding where salt could have been utilised 
in pastoralism, preservation and the creation of secondary 
products (Chapter 12.2), but this is speculation and it is 
equally likely that these were simply properties held by the 
same lord and were therefore administered together with no 
ancient connection.

It is clear from the documentary record that by 1272 the 
Covert family had furnished their manor of Broadbridge with 
a deer park. This accords well with a surge in park ownership 
by members of the lesser nobility during the 13th century 
(Mileson 2009). Parks were established on poorer soils and 
the generally wooded nature of the Weald made the region 
an ideal candidate for their creation (see Gardiner 1999, 39 
for a reasonably up-to-date distribution map). It is clear that 
the fashion for imparkment often meant that lords made the 
choice to curtail agricultural activity in the Weald at this time 
and increasingly to rely on better soils in the south of the 
county for the production of an arable crop (Brandon 1974, 
104). This could be put forward as the process which led to 
the decline suggested in the archaeological record at Wickhurst 
Green, especially considering the potential size of the park, 
which could have covered much of the manor of Broadbridge 
demesne (Chapter 12). After the death of Roger Covert, 
however, there is no mention of a park at Broadbridge in the 

Fig 9.12 Plan of Field System 9
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subsequent inquisition outlined above. It seems therefore that 
the park at Broadbridge was very short-lived.

The retreat of occupation, and perhaps arable activity, 
witnessed at the site from the mid 14th to the mid 16th 
centuries may have been more to do with wider demographic 
and economic trends than anything particular to this specific 
location. The epidemics of the 14th and 15th centuries are 
understood to have had a dramatic effect on settlement and 
colonisation of the Weald (Gardiner 1995). By the mid 14th 
century there was already a documented decline in tilled 
land, including the nearby parish of Itchingfield, where over 
350 acres lay uncultivated in 1341 (Baker 1966, 2). The 
demographic changes of the late medieval period not only 
stopped colonisation but also halted further clearance of the 
Wealden woods and led to rural dereliction (Brandon 2003, 
97). The relatively widespread population of the preceding 
phase – perhaps encapsulated by B23 – had begun to recede 
by the later 14th century. The abandonment of buildings 
and agricultural land may be reflected in the reduction of 
archaeological evidence during period 6, phase 2 at Wickhurst 
Green. This decline may be indicative of the wider changes 
noted in the eastern Weald by Gardiner (1995). Here, there 
was a consolidation of holdings as tenants bought out the heirs 
of their neighbours, leading to a new pattern of farmsteads and 
lands (ibid). Certainly Broadbridge Manor’s tenurial history 
became far more fragmented after the death of Roger Covert in 
1297. Whilst the Coverts appear to have maintained control of 
the lordship (including the largest sources of income from the 
free tenants at Brambleden and the mill) until the 15th or the 
16th century, they were no longer involved in direct farming 
of the demesne, a role which most likely fell to the tenants 
‘at farm’, that is the Broadbridges and later the Gratwickes. 
The lack of evidence for manuring at Wickhurst Green may 
suggest that these tenants did not farm land in the vicinity of 
Broadbridge as intensively as their Covert predecessors, at least 
in terms of arable.

9.4  MARKET TOWNS, ELITE 
LANDSCAPES AND THE LATER 
MEDIEVAL WEST CENTRAL WEALD
Compared with the prehistoric and Roman periods, the 
understanding of the medieval Weald has in the past been 
reasonably advanced. This is largely thanks to the discipline of 
landscape history rather than archaeology, and until recently 
the results of historical work have rarely been tested. The 
investigations at Wickhurst Green provide important evidence 
analysed at a landscape scale and it seems that within the West 
Central Weald, like much of the wider region, there was a 
degree of development during the period of high farming in 
the 12th and 13th centuries. This was not entirely new activity. 
The most dramatic period of medieval colonisation appears to 
have taken place during the preceding early medieval period 
(10th and 11th centuries). Nevertheless, the period from the 
late 12th to the mid 14th centuries may have witnessed further 
colonisation and cultivation of land, though perhaps declining 
in intensity as the period progressed. Within the study area, it 
appears that there was an increase in industry, with glass and 
ironworking being particularly important in this regard. This 
was also a landscape of emerging market towns, as well as elite 
holdings, the latter including the moated sites and minor parks 
of the lesser nobility, the ecclesiastical sites of the church and the 
castles, and the major hunting preserves of the Sussex elite. By 
the mid 14th century, times were changing and it seems that a 
retreat of settlement and cultivation was already well under way. 
This would provide the backdrop to a re-emerging dynamism 
not seen within the Weald since the Saxo-Norman colonisation.
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10.1  THE POST-MEDIEVAL WEALD
After the demographic changes of the late medieval period, 
the reigns of the Tudor and Stuart dynasties marked a return 
to settlement within the Weald not seen since the period of 
high farming in the 12th and 13th centuries. There was a 
marked rebound in the population of England at this time, 
which led to a rise in urban markets such as London. This in 
turn placed much greater demands on agricultural production. 
The increasing price of corn, meat and other foodstuffs led 
to a renewed interest in the management of the land and 
maximisation of its agricultural yield. The publication of 
Fitzherbert’s Boke of Husbandry in 1534 (Skeat 1882) was 
symptomatic of a new-found interest on the part of landowners 
in the agricultural potential of their estates. Indeed, this was 
nationally a period of direct gentry intervention, persuaded as 
this class were once again to attend to the home farm (Thirsk 
1967). Furthermore, it was not only established landowners 
who were participating in this reawakening. New yeoman 
farmers attracted to the Weald were also taking an interest in 
the best methods of farming (Brandon 2003, 111).

This time was also witness to the revival of agricultural 
techniques such as burn-beating or ‘devonshiring’ (Chapter 
1.5) as well as to the taming of the age-old shaw and Wealden 
hedge. That these were cut back in times of high corn prices 
had always been the case, but the orderliness of the early post-
medieval period may have set the precedent for the grubbing 
out of these assets by agricultural improvers in later times. 
A further feature often associated with the 18th and 19th 
centuries, when these forces were at their most active, is the 
pursuit of agricultural enclosure. It is clear, however, that as 
early as the late 15th century areas of former common, open 
field and waste were already being parcelled into small fields, 
characteristic of early ‘non-parliamentary’ enclosure (see 
Brandon 1974, 148).

The Tudor and Stuart periods were also a time of change 
beyond the agricultural sphere. The introduction of the blast 
furnace in the late 15th century led to a major growth in the 

Wealden iron industry (Hodgkinson 2008, 49). As well as the 
damming of streams, digging of mine-pits and construction of 
hammerponds, the industry took a huge toll on the woodland 
cover in the remaining areas of Wealden forest. Expanses such 
as Ashdown and St Leonard’s forests were cleared of much of 
their trees in order to feed the furnaces and forges of the new 
ironmasters. This led to resentment on the part of commoners, 
which is especially understandable as this activity was rarely 
undertaken on farms or in private woods (Brandon 1974, 
156). The iron industry was just one occupation that provided 
important by-employment for Wealden communities during 
the earlier post-medieval period. Charcoal burning and cloth 
making were also significant activities and the latter reached a 
peak in the middle decades of the 16th century (Thirsk 1967, 
58). So important were these non-agricultural roles that they 
had become essential to the very survival of the Wealden rural 
population (ibid, 59).

As the post-medieval period progressed the region 
saw a considerable degree of continuity but also ongoing 
improvement and economic development. By 1750, centuries 
of colonisation had left few areas of wilderness apart from the 
ridges of the High Weald, which were often still characterised 
by wild grassland pasture. To the agricultural improver 
Marshall, writing in the late 18th century (1798, 93), the 
heaths and ‘Forests’ east of Horsham were: ‘as bleak and barren 
as the Moreland of Yorkshire and Westmoreland’.

Indeed, within the most backward districts such as the 
parish of Horsted Keynes, cultivated grass seed and turnips 
were unknown in the 1760s, a century or more after their 
adoption on farms further south (Brandon 1974, 184). In 
comparison to the arrested development on the sandier soils, 
the Wealden clays can be considered even less suited to arable 
agriculture. This area still retained an underdeveloped character 
during the late 18th century, a situation which was not helped 
by the state of its miry roads. Largely unpassable in the winter 
these communication routes were still based on the medieval 
or earlier droveways and had to await the turnpike acts and 

CHAPTER 10  THE POST-MEDIEVAL PERIOD

His dead are in the churchyard—thirty generations laid.
Their names were old in history when Domesday Book was made;

And the passion and the piety and prowess of his line
Have seeded, rooted, fruited in some land the Law calls mine.

Not for any beast that burrows, not for any bird that flies,
Would I lose his large sound counsel, miss his keen amending eyes.

He is bailiff, woodman, wheelwright, field-surveyor, engineer,
And if flagrantly a poacher—’tain’t for me to interfere.

—Kipling, The Land, 1917
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resurfacing of the late 18th and early 19th centuries to be 
brought up to standard. In 1791 the roads were said to be the 
worst in the kingdom and to ‘lie in their natural state; worn 
into gullies, and trodden into sloughs. Even in the spring, and 
early summer months, they appear intolerable, to a stranger; 
and, in winter, are barely passable to the natives of the country’ 
(Marshall 1798, 98).

Despite these drawbacks, the 18th century was a time of 
considerable agricultural development in the Wealden region, 
largely as a result of further rises in corn prices and food 
shortages of the period. This entailed a widespread conversion 
of pasture land to arable, and by 1798 the Sussex Weald had 
undergone a rapid transformation into a cereal-producing 
province (Marshall 1798, 102; Brandon 1974, 185). This 
reversal of traditional Wealden husbandry was achieved by 
the improvement of old enclosures through burning, liming 
and marling but was also aided by considerable investment 
in farmhouses and the agricultural building stock, which was 
becoming increasingly modernised in nature (ibid).

This picture of agricultural improvement continued apace 
during the 19th century, which saw the often-cited enclosure of 
the commons but also land drainage, increasing mechanisation 
and improvement of communication routes. The latter had so 
long been a limitation on the development of the Weald, but 
turnpiking, the digging of canals and the eventual arrival of the 
railways served to open up the interior and speed transport to 
surrounding districts, including the capital.

10.2  PERIOD 7, PHASE 1: EARLY 
POST-MEDIEVAL (1550–1675)
EARLY POST-MEDIEVAL WICKHURST GREEN
As mentioned previously (Chapter 9.3), it is probable that by 
the mid 16th century the Gratwicke family lived at Broadbridge 
Farm (England 2012, 39) and it is likely that the ironmaster 
Roger Gratwicke, whose father owned a furnace at Ifield and 
forges in St Leonard’s Forest (Comber 1919, 42), lived there in 
1574 (Hudson 1986, 26). The Gratwickes’ occupation may have 
only lasted some 35 years as they appear to have left Broadbridge 
Farm in 1587 when they purchased Tortington (SRS 20; 
Hudson 1997, 218). It is probable that before their departure 
they made some significant alterations to the building, including 
the construction of a new short range (Hudson 1986, 24).

Broadbridge Manor was apparently heavily wooded in 
1632 (ibid, 26) and this seems to have preceded renewed 
clearance that began in the middle of the same century (below, 
‘Field System 3 (FS3): the enrichment of the Weald’; Chapter 

11.8). At the site the early post-medieval period can best be 
characterised as one of continuity in the landscape until c 
1640, when alterations and renewed evidence of exploitation 
succeeded the contraction in land use of the previous phase. 
The later 17th century probably witnessed some reorganisation 
of the landscape following clearance and agricultural 
intensification and this related mainly to the decommissioning 
of a green and minor alterations to the fieldscape. Older 
methods of husbandry retained their importance during this 
phase and it is likely that the common grazings at Broadbridge 
Heath continued to provide pasture for tenants of Broadbridge 
Manor and Drungewick in Wisborough Green, as well as 
Sullington in the south. How many tenants of the latter were 
still willing to move their livestock the 15 or so kilometres 
between the two settlements is, however, debatable.

Beyond Wickhurst Green, the earthwork remains of a 
fulling mill on Land East of the A24 provided important 
evidence of the Wealden cloth industry. There was also evidence 
of a reorganisation of the area’s medieval fieldscape which was 
probably allied to developments associated with Parthings Farm 
to the south-east of the site (Figs 10.1 and 10.2).

FIELD SYSTEM 3 (FS3):  
THE ENRICHMENT OF THE WEALD
As indicated above, the later 16th- and 17th-century field 
system is largely one inherited from the Middle Ages. There 
was some modification to the overall layout of FS3, mostly 
consisting of field amalgamation as witnessed in the supposed 
decommissioning of D34, which did not survive into the 
cartographic record. It is likely that the site at this time 
incorporated areas of woodland as well as thick shaws after 
contraction of land use during the late medieval period. The 
watercourses at the site show a return to sediment deposition 
towards the end of this phase.

Throughout the field system were a large number of the 
irregular, burnt, clearance-related features discussed in Chapter 
1. As stated these are often undated, but they have been equated 
with the practice of burn-beating or ‘devonshiring’ recommended 
by early 17th-century agricultural improvers (Chapter 1.5). 
These tree-throws and results of stump-burning perhaps indicate 
clearance of fields abandoned to wood and scrub during the late 
medieval period following the area’s imparkment. This activity 
was most likely taking place towards the end of this phase; along 
with increased arable agriculture it would equate well with a 
return to sediment deposition within the watercourses (below, 
10.3. ‘Field System 5 (FS5) and Farmyard 2 (FA2): Five Acre 
Barn/Hares Hill Farm’; Chapter 11.8).
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ROUTE 3 (RO3): MILL LANE
The purported green associated with Mill Lane did not survive 
into the post-medieval period. Instead, the droveway was 
extended through this area of the site and the land occupied 
by the green became incorporated into the contemporary field 
system. This new stretch of Mill Lane was investigated and 
comprised two parallel drove-side ditches (G320; Fig 10.3).

FIELD SYSTEM 4 (FS4):  
THE ENRICHMENT OF THE WEALD
FS4 conformed to the fieldscape already set out during the 
medieval period, with ditches continuing to be maintained 
or recommissioned after decline in the late 13th–mid 16th 
centuries. After the green associated with Mill Lane fell into 
disuse, a new field boundary (D47) was inserted. Again, a large 
number of clearance-related features were scattered throughout 
the field system. An interesting aspect of fieldspace OA76 and 

Fig 10.1 Plan of period 7, phase 1 features
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this period of agricultural land use at the site in general was 
a sequence of wide, parallel, linear features (G322) situated 
close to the newly created, curved post-medieval boundary 
D47. These ’furrow-like’ anomalies were filled by a sequence of 
deposits which included redeposited natural, overlain by silting 
sealed by a buried turf line. This was in turn sealed by further 
silting and turfing (Fig 10.3). These remains yielded a single 
worn rim sherd of glazed red earthenware dating to the 17th or 
18th centuries and were surely the result of cultivation. They 
are thought to have related to post-medieval arable agriculture 
and a form of ridge-and-furrow. This method of cultivation is 
not unknown in Sussex, as is often supposed (Fig 10.4), and on 
the heavy soils of the county ridging into ‘lands’ for wheat was 
the customary method of land drainage until the 19th century 
(Brandon 1974, 190–1).

The depth of the furrows and the presence of associated 
dating evidence make a post-medieval rather than medieval date 
for the FS4 examples more likely. Evidence from LiDAR (light 
detection and ranging) may show that ridge-and-furrow was 
more extensive within the vicinity of the site than was noticeable 
on the ground. It is possible, however, that some of these 
anomalies were related to relatively modern ploughing or land 
drainage (Fig 10.5). A recent LiDAR survey connected to the 
potential expansion of Gatwick Airport noted evidence of ridge-
and-furrow cultivation which respected relict field boundaries 
(AOC 2016). The evidence is most convincingly encountered 
close to medieval or post-medieval settlements such as Rowley 
Farm, Thunderfield Castle and Ifield Court (ibid).

FIELD SYSTEM 5 (FS5):  
THE ENRICHMENT OF THE WEALD
The southern part of this field system remained largely intact, 
with the insertion of a new ditch (G324; Fig 10.1). With D40, 

this probably acted as a demarcated route into OA69 from the 
adjoining Wickhurst Lane. The northern part of the system 
was witness to some new land division during this phase which 
took place in conjunction with the straightening of the lane 
(below). The insertion of D42–D44 resulted in the division of 
a larger arable or pastoral unit (OA54) into at least four fields. 
This enclosure of a larger space may have been related to the 
agricultural improvement and intensification attributed to the 
Tudor and Stuart periods.

ROUTE 4 (RO4): WICKHURST LANE
The long-standing unmetalled course of Wickhurst Lane went 
out of use during this period. Only two sherds of late 16th- to 
17th-century pottery were recovered from deposits related to the 
hollow way and the establishment of fields within the northern 
part of FS5 meant this old route was no longer viable. The 
western roadside ditch of Wickhurst Lane (G326; Fig 10.1) 
related to the straightening and consolidation of the medieval 
(or earlier) drove/hollow way. This feature continued in use 
during period 7, phase 2 before being recut on a slightly different 
alignment in the late post-medieval and modern periods.

FIELD SYSTEM 7 (FS7): 
 THE ENRICHMENT OF THE WEALD
LA10 and LA12, which had endured for so long as largely 
undivided pasture, were incorporated into a field system during 
this phase (Fig 10.6). This was re-created for the most part 
through landscape stratigraphy and spatial analysis and it appears 
that the watercourse that historically divided this area of the site 
had silted up. The fieldscape here is thought to have been largely 
that represented on the tithe and OS 1st edition maps and was 
crossed from east to west by a bounded footpath (R15).

FIELD SYSTEM 8 (FS8): 
 THE ENRICHMENT OF THE WEALD
It is probable that the ‘park’ at Broadbridge was ‘disparked’ 
during the late medieval period. This would have resulted in 
incorporation of the land into wider field systems regardless 
of whether it can be equated with the oval enclosure at the 
base of High Wood. This process is perhaps suggested by the 
inception of D46; this was in existence by the subsequent phase, 
as demonstrated by its presence on later historic mapping, but 
in modified form (Fig 10.7). The earliest phase of ditch had a 
distinctive kink, probably the result of some kind of obstruction 
such as a large tree. Though this early phase of ditch has been 
equated with the 16th or 17th centuries it could be of much 
earlier origin. The only finds recovered were a few small sherds 

Fig 10.2 Photograph of Broadbridge Farm as it appears today
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Fig 10.3 Plan of Field System 4 with section and photograph of G322 (1.0m scale bar)
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of Iron Age pottery and a tiny scrap of Late Roman material. 
This was all recovered from the upper horizons and is thought 
to have been introduced via the plough. The subsequently 
straightened ditch was not decommissioned until the late 19th 
or the early 20th century. It remains a possibility, however, that 
the decommissioning process would have entailed backfilling 
with earlier ditch arisings thrown up into a bank; although such 
a deposit was not noted during excavation this ditch could have 
represented a survival of part of the concentric period 3, phase 
2 field system in that area (Chapter 4.3, ‘Landscape Enclosure 1 
(LE1)’; Chapter 12).

It appears that the southern part of FS8 was also divided up 
at this time (OA109–OA111) by means of the insertion of D61 
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Fig 10.4 Photograph of the author amongst ridge-and-furrow in the former 
medieval open fields outside Ringmer, East Sussex

Fig 10.5 Detail of Sky View Factor showing possible ridge-and-furrow within the vicinity of the site. Contains public sector information licensed under the 
Open Government licence v3.0
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and D62 (Fig 10.1). This was probably linked to the changes 
brought about by the development of the holding of Parthings 
Farm, a 15th-century farm to the south-east of the site. 
Though it is possible that they were earlier in date (of medieval 
inception) and they were not investigated archaeologically they 
have been equated with this phase. The field boundary D63 was 
investigated, but produced no datable material.

INDUSTRIAL AREA 1 (IA1): FULLING MILL
With Richard James and Garrett Sheehan
A series of earthworks, Mill 1 (M1), were encountered on 
Land East of the A24 (Figs 10.8–10.10). They were found 
during a site walkover within a small wooded valley at the 
base of High Wood. The earthworks were identified on the 

basis of field-name evidence (Fulling Mill Field, parcel 802 
on the Horsham tithe map 1844) as the possible remains of a 
fulling mill, of probable pre-19th-century date (James 2007). 
Fulling mills were an essential part of the medieval and early 
post-medieval broadcloth (fine woollen cloth) industry. The 
woven cloth was beaten with large water-powered hammers 
in a tank or vat containing fuller’s earth (an absorbent clay 
found within the Weald) to clean it before it was sent on for 
dyeing and finishing. The water power was provided by a 
pond serving a water wheel set within an earthen bank or dam 
(locally called a ‘pond bay’) thrown across a narrow valley. 
The mill structure and ancillary working areas were usually 
located on the downstream side of the dam. An evaluation 
trench was excavated across the northern end of this earthwork, 

Fig 10.6 Plan of Field System 7 and Field System 8 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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encompassing a linear depression orientated north-west–south-
east, which was interpreted as the former spring-fed pond 
providing the water supply for the mill (James 2013). The 
trench revealed a deep silt-clay deposit which was suggestive 
of the infill of a former watercourse; a subsequent auger 
survey, consisting of 13 cores through three transects across 
the linear depression, revealed that the deposits identified in 
the trench were within a shallow channel which later became 
a pond feature (Krawiec 2016). The results of the auger survey 
supported the identification of the earthworks with the former 
pond and banks of the fulling mill. Two investigative trenches 
were dug across the pond channel to the north-west of the 

evaluation trench and watching briefs were carried out on 
topsoil removal and foundation excavations both in the pond 
and to its immediate east. The investigative trenches established 
the presence and extent of the pond channel, but no other 
features or structural elements were identified in the trenches or 
the watching-brief areas and no dating evidence was retrieved. 
A watching brief was undertaken on the removal of topsoil and 
debris in the pond area to the south of the evaluation trench; 
this revealed a stratigraphy of 0.30m of topsoil and silt over the 
same yellow/blue alluvial silt-clay identified in the evaluation 
and the auger survey.

Fig 10.7 Plan of Field System 8 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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Fig 10.8 Plan of Industrial Area 1 showing 
fulling mill earthworks as well as archaeological 
interventions and auger locations

Fig 10.9 Photographs of Mill 1 showing possible sluice and dam (left: looking north; right: looking east) (2.0m scale bars)
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Only one fulling mill has been excavated in the region, a 
reused iron forge at Ardingly (Bedwin 1976). The landscape 
context of the Ardingly mill is similar to that at Fulling Mill 
Field: a narrow, wooded stream valley crossed by an earthen 
causeway containing a breach at one end, with a grassy former 
pond upstream and a flat, reedy marsh downstream. Whilst 
no datable environmental or artefactual material was recovered 
from the mill on site, fulling is known from documentary 
evidence to have been practised at Horsham in the 16th and 
earlier 17th centuries (Hudson 1986, 174–5). Fullers recorded 
in the Horsham parish register (SRS 37) between 1541 and 
1635 included Nicholas Sowton (recorded 1543/4), Jhon 
Boker (recorded 1548), Rycherd Brydger (recorded 1550), 
Henry Phylpot (recorded 1553), Thomas Bowker (recorded 
1574) and Richard Waller (recorded 1621/2). Though the 
mill at Land East of the A24 could be as early as the medieval 
period, it has been phased in accordance with this recorded 
activity and the height of the industry in general.

OA106–OA108 lay within IA1 (Fig 10.11). These were 
probably riverside working areas, where channels would have 
been discoloured by clay used in the fulling process. The 
probable location of the mill building and pond bay were 
preserved in situ within the development as an area set aside as 
a woodland garden and enhanced marshland habitat.

FIELD SYSTEMS 9 AND 10 (FS9, FS10)
With Richard James
FS9 was coaxial in nature, comprising rectilinear plots between 
ENC11 and a field boundary marking the limit of the site and 
a possible former course of Parthings Lane (Fig 10.11). The 
insertion of D57–D60 is thought to have been linked to the 
development of Parthings Farm and as such it is possible that 
these fields originated during the medieval period. Land division 
within FS10 by contrast was more certainly of post-medieval 
origin and consisted of the partition of a block of formerly open 
pasture by two substantial right-angled boundaries, D65 and 
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Fig 10.10 Detail of Sky View Factor showing location of Mill 1. Contains public sector information licensed under the Open Government licence v3.0
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Fig 10.11 Plan of Field System 9 and Field System 10 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6) and showing the probable former course of 
Parthings Lane
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D66. These were not investigated through excavation, though 
D66 was examined during an earthwork survey and was found 
to consist of a prominent bank and ditch crossing the valley 
parallel with the fulling mill dam and wheel-pit (Fig 10.12). 
The earthen bank was 2–3m wide and 0.2m high, flanked to the 
north by a 1.5m-wide ditch (height between top of bank and 
base of ditch: 0.4m). An apparent 4m-wide low counterscarp 
bank north of the ditch may have been an illusion caused by 
the lowering of the ground level beyond by ploughing (James 
2013). The earthworks were rather large for a hedgerow and it 
is suggested that they were constructed to prevent the millpond 
from flooding field OA119 to the east. It is also possible that 
they related to a shallow hollow way or track for carts and 
people to access the mill.

10.3  PERIOD 7, PHASE 2: MID POST-
MEDIEVAL (1675–1800)
WICKHURST GREEN
During 1695 the manor of Broadbridge was sold by one John 
Morton to Richard Onslow of Drungewick in Wisborough 
Green (Hudson 1986, 24). It is at this time that evidence of a 
watermill was once again mentioned, occupied at that time by 
the Caffyn family (TNA, CP 43/449, rot. 57). This is probably 
distinct from the fulling mill discussed above and is the first 
suggestion of such an installation since the late 13th century 
(Chapter 9.3, ‘Site function and agrarian economy’). It is not 
certain that the 17th-century mill stood on the same site as its 
medieval predecessor (Margetts 2017b).

The Onslow family continued to own the manor 
throughout this phase, during which time further alterations 
to Broadbridge Farm were made (Hudson 1986, 24). Again 
archaeological evidence indicates a degree of continuity but also 

some significant additions, including the construction of out-
barns or farmyards (Fig 10.13).

FIELD SYSTEM 3 (FS3) AND FARMYARD 1 (FA1): 
HEATH BARN (B24)
FS3 continued largely unchanged, although sediment 
deposition appears to have recommenced during the latter 
part of the preceding phase (below, ‘Field System 5 (FS5) and 
Farmyard 2 (FA2): Five Acre Barn/Hares Hill Farm’). Perhaps 
the first structure to be built at Heath Barn (B24; Farmyard 
1 (FA1)) belonged to the late 17th or early 18th century. 
Recording during the dismantling of the structure (Williamson 
2012; Fig 10.14) showed it to be of timber-framed and 
weather-boarded superstructure over a dwarf brick wall. The 
first construction phase was dated to c 1700, when the building 
appears to have been an open-fronted shelter shed. In its initial 
form the building was at least four bays in length, but only the 
three southernmost bays survived at the time of the fieldwork. 
The shelter shed was implanted within R10 and was perhaps 
intended for the management of cattle pastured both on 
Broadbridge Heath and within the surrounding fields.

ROUTE 3 (RO3): MILL LANE AND FIELD 
SYSTEM 4 (FS4)
Mill Lane (R7; Fig 10.13) and FS4 survived mostly 
unmodified from the preceding phase. One change noted 
was the subdivision of a large field space within the latter by 
means of the insertion of a double-ditched field boundary 
that was stratigraphically later than the remains of ridge-and-
furrow described above. As well as a few sherds of residual 
medieval pottery, a large fragment of chamber pot in glazed 
red earthenware was recovered. The double ditches probably 
lay either side of a bank created from arisings topped by a 
Sussex Bullock Hedge. The contemporary method of guarding 
freshly made banks appears to have been to set long rough 
blackthorns against it by means of three or more rods. These 
were then secured with strong hooked pins (Marshall 1798, 
106). Close to this boundary was a large, deep, suboval pit 
measuring c 3.5m in length, c 2.0m in width and c 0.9m in 
depth (G344; Fig 10.15). With sharply sloping near-vertical 
sides the feature was filled by redeposited natural overlain by 
a subsoil-like deposit. The infill was poorly dated by a single 
fragment of clay tobacco pipe of 1660–1720, but is thought to 
have represented the remains of a saw-pit. Providing evidence 
of woodland management and processing, this pit would have 
been used to saw trees into planks. It made sense to undertake 
this task on site, especially if access was difficult, although 

Fig 10.12 Photograph of Ditch 66, looking south-east (2.0m scale bar)
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many post-medieval estates also possessed centralised timber 
yards (Bannister 2007, 47). Temporary versions are usually 
found on sloping ground adjacent to old tracks and, unless 
backfilled, they survive as elongated elliptical depressions c 3m 
in length and c 1m in width (ibid, 48). A roughly analogous 
feature, also interpreted as a probable saw-pit, was excavated as 
part of the Brede High Woods Community Project (Butler et al 
2014, 76–9).

In the south-eastern portion of FS4, within OA67 (Fig 
10.13), a number of postholes were encountered. While only 
one of these contained pottery (the upper section of a glazed 
red earthenware jar), they are all thought to be related to the 
same structure (S12), interpreted as the remains of a livestock 
sorter, probably for sheep (Fig 10.16).

Fig 10.13 Plan of period 7, phase 2 features
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FIELD SYSTEM 5 (FS5) AND FARMYARD 2 (FA2): 
FIVE ACRE BARN/HARES HILL FARM
A fragment of birch recovered from a watercourse was 
submitted for radiocarbon dating and returned a date of cal 

AD 1640–1950 (220±30 BP, Beta-358740). There was a 
significant build-up of sediment after this time which has been 
equated with the modern period. The pollen zone associated 
with this phase (profile 1, LPAZ 3; Chapter 11.8) shows a 
dramatic increase in oak pollen, while heathland indicators 
disappear, as do hazel and alder. The streams were fringed by 
willow, and cereal cultivation appears to have continued at low 
levels, although the field spaces were probably mainly laid to 
pasture. D43 (Fig 10.13) from the preceding phase is thought 
to have been a fairly short-lived field boundary and to have 
been removed by period 7, phase 2. This was the only 18th-
century alteration to FS5 apart from the creation of Five Acre 
Barn/Hares Hill Farm. This was a walled farmyard enclosure 
(ENC19) and a small cluster of buildings (B25–B27; Fig 
10.17). Up to four buildings are shown at this location on 
the tithe map of 1844 (Fig 10.18), but only the two smaller 
structures (B26 and B27) survived at the time of recording 
(Williamson 2012). The interior of the buildings could not be 

Fig 10.14 Photograph of Building 24, looking north-east

Fig 10.15 Detailed plan, section and photograph of probable saw-pit G344
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accessed during the building recording owing to their advanced 
state of decay. Judging by elements of their construction, they 
were probably built at some point in the 18th century. The 
larger of the two buildings (B26; Fig 10.19) appears to have 
served as a shelter shed. It is known from historic mapping 
that it was located on the south side of the yard with its east 
end adjoining a larger building (B30), which was probably a 
barn. Marshall, writing in the late 18th century (1798, 104–6), 
was rather disparaging of farm buildings in the Sussex Weald. 
Despite the fact that hay barns were common and large, and 
that corn barns were often sufficiently high to admit a carriage, 
he stated (ibid, 104–5):

The buildings of farms are, in general, mean. The 
materials, of the shells, are mostly timber; with 
weatherboarding, or strong laths and plaster, or 
pannels of brickwork;—of the roof, plain tiles, thatch, 
and chips! namely, the splinters and shavings of hoops, 
and other coppice wares; with which hovels and sheds 
are frequently thatched. In the plan of farmeries, I 
observed nothing commendable. They are, generally, 
ill sheltered thoroughfares; such as are seen, in other 
recluse, unimproved parts of the kingdom.

The other surviving building was a smaller, two-bay, 
timber-framed structure (B27; Fig 10.20). It was also 

interpreted as a possible animal shelter. No archaeological 
excavation took place in the areas of B25 and B30 and despite 
the fact they have been ascribed to this phase they could be of 
earlier origin.

ROUTE 4 (RO4): WICKHURST LANE
There was little change to the course of Wickhurst Lane during 
this phase (Fig 10.13), although further rubbish was deposited 
into the upper layers of the largely silted droveside pond. This 
material included early to mid 18th-century pottery and ceramic 
building material with an 18th- to 19th-century date range.

FIELD SYSTEMS 7–10 (FS7–FS10) AND 
INDUSTRIAL AREA 1 (IA1)
Few alterations to these field systems took place during the 18th 
century (Fig 10.21) apart from the possible decommissioning 
of D49, which did not survive to be recorded on the tithe 
map of 1840. It is perhaps more likely, however, that this ditch 
was infilled during the early years of the following phase. It is 
possible that the fulling mill continued to operate during the 
late 1600s, although it may have gone out of use by the turn of 
the 17th century. The fulling mill at Ardingly was dated 1710 
to c 1750 from documentary sources (Bedwin 1976), although 
an earlier date for the cessation of fulling on Land East of the 

Fig 10.16 Plan of Structure 12
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A24 is a reasonable supposition given the periodic 17th-century 
decline and eventual collapse of the Wealden broadcloth 
industry (Zell 1994; Flisher & Zell 2009).

10.4  PERIOD 7, PHASE 3: LATE POST-
MEDIEVAL (1800–1950)
LATE POST-MEDIEVAL WICKHURST GREEN
The Onslow family continued as owners of Broadbridge Manor 
during the early part of the 19th century until Denzil Onslow 

Fig 10.17 Plan of Farmyard 2

Fig 10.18 Plan of Farmyard 2 overlain on the tithe map of Horsham (1844)
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(III) sold it to Matthew Stanford in 1839 (Hudson 1986, 
24). It is clear from the 1805 land tax records, however, that 
a William Stanford was already resident at Broadbridge Farm 
before the family’s purchase. At this time he was paying £62 
10s and £2 15s for Broadbridge and Wickhurst (WSRO, MF 
652). The land tax records suggest that Stanford was the tenant 
and took the opportunity to purchase the freehold in 1839. 
Fiveoaks Road was turnpiked in 1811 (TNA, PHA/8174) and 
Broadbridge Heath was enclosed by an act of parliament in 

1858 (TNA, MAF 1/723). After their purchase, the Stanfords 
held the estate until 1889, when it was listed for sale as 512 
acres including Broadbridge and Farthings Farms in Horsham 
and Warnham and Baystone Farm in Itchingfield, together with 
a flour mill and the manor of Broadbridge (WSRO, SP 713). 
Heriots (death duties) were still being exacted from freeholders 
of Broadbridge Manor in the early 19th century, but nothing 
further is known of the manorial rights (Hudson 1986, 24, 25). 
Horsham Urban District Council bought Broadbridge Farm in 
1896 (ibid, 24); in 1911 the west wing was converted into an 
isolation hospital (Albery 1947, 166).

The 19th and early 20th centuries, which saw the growth 
of the village of Broadbridge Heath, are blessed with a wealth 
of cartographic and historical evidence which has aided not 
only effective interpretation of the archaeological remains but 
also retrogressive analysis of the surrounding landscape (Fig 
10.22; Chapter 12). Further developments were encountered 
during this phase in the areas of Heath Barn and Five Acre 
Barn, both of which were owned by Matthew Stanford at 
the time of the tithe apportionment (1844). Continued 
improvement of the land was suggested through a programme 
of land drainage, hedgerow removal and straightening as well as 
the planting of exotics.

FIELD SYSTEM 3 (FS3) AND FARMYARD 1 (FA1): 
HEATH BARN
The late post-medieval fields to the west of the site largely 
evolved from medieval (Saxo-Norman) land division. Many 
of the late post-medieval ditches still existed at the time of 
the archaeological work. D21, however, the southern side 
of the high-status approach to Saxo-Norman ST4, was 
decommissioned sometime in the late 19th or early 20th 
century. A line of oak trees survived as a relic of this landscape 
feature and the trees were retained within the development site. 
The most significant late post-medieval changes were in relation 
to Heath Barn. Here development of a compound took place 
with the addition of a further building, (B28; Fig 10.23).

The north end of B24 was modified at this time (c 1900) 
by the addition of two timber-framed bays. Historic mapping 
shows that a building had stood in the location of B28 since at 
least 1844 (James 2007, fig. 3), although the techniques used in 
the construction of the building indicated a date of c 1900. It is 
likely therefore that the latter phase of B28 replaced an earlier 
building on a similar footprint. In its c 1900 configuration it 
appeared to have formed an open-fronted shelter for cattle, 
with a separate enclosed bay at the east end.

Fig 10.19 Photograph of Building 26 during historic building recording

Fig 10.20 Photograph of Building 27, exterior, facing north-west

CHAPTER 10  THE POST-MEDIEVAL PERIOD



WEALDBǢRA: EXCAVATIONS AT WICKHURST GREEN

226

Fig 10.21 Plan of Field Systems 7–10
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ROUTE 3 (RO3): MILL LANE
The southern portion of Mill Lane remained generally 
unmodified at this time, though the OS 1st edition map 
indicates that a field boundary effectively ‘cut off’ the northern 
end of the trackway, suggesting it had developed into a 
bounded footpath or bridleway by the mid 19th century.

FIELD SYSTEM 4 (FS4)
FS4 (Fig 10.22) survived mostly intact until the late 19th 
century, when hedgerows were grubbed out and boundaries 
removed or straightened. The former activity was suggested 
by the presence of burnt-out tree throws alongside boundaries 
(G348). One example was sampled (<4>) and charcoal 
identification showed the hedgerow to have incorporated taxa 
of oak, cherry/blackthorn and hazel/alder. The removal of 

Fig 10.22 Plan of period 7, phase 3 features
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hedges and boundaries corresponds with improvement 
of the land through ceramic land drainage and the 
mechanisation of agriculture. The sinuous courses of 
the removed boundaries, which were a relic of the long-
standing practice of ox-ploughing within the Sussex 
Weald, were no longer thought productive (Fig 10.24). 
It also corresponds well with the late post-medieval to 
modern pollen record. The upper layers of the sediment 
sequence from profile 1 <203> (Chapter 11.8) are 
indicative of sediment accumulation in a stagnant 
environment. Pollen indicates a decline in woodland 
with an introduction of some species that occur in parks 
and gardens. Pines and spruce, often planted as exotics 
(Chapter 11.8), are a widespread and majestic addition 
to modern Wealden hedgerows (Fig 10.25). The profile 
also shows a widespread return to grassland pasture with 
the persistence of small amounts of arable cultivation.

A quarry or marl pit within FS4 (G347; Fig 10.22) 
was extant during this phase but could have been of 
earlier origin.

FIELD SYSTEM 5 (FS5) AND FARMYARD 2 
(FA2): FIVE ACRE BARN/HARES HILL FARM
Apart from a programme of (ceramic) land drainage, 
few changes were recorded within this field system at 
this time. A layer of redeposited natural clay (G352; 
Fig 10.22) was laid down in the south in order to 
consolidate and reclaim an area of wet ground, but Fig 10.23 Plan of Farmyard 1 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)

Fig 10.24 Photograph of ox-ploughing in the Weald near Hastings, c 1890  
(Ploughing the fields c 1890, ESL H00464; image courtesy of East Sussex Library and Information Service)
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the major changes were associated with Five Acre Barn/Hares 
Hill Farm. This was enlarged during this phase with extra 
yard walling, the creation of an orchard and the addition of a 
further building (B29; Fig 10.26). This was shown on the OS 
1st edition map, but did not survive to the present day. The 
eastern approach to the farmyard (ENC21) was separated from 
Wickhurst Lane to the east and this is further discussed below. 
One of the functions of this area was indicated by the presence 
of a number of masonry pads (S13; Fig 10.27). Built of 18th- 
or 19th-century brick these were interpreted as staddles for a 

Fig 10.25 Photograph showing exotics within a Wealden hedgerow near 
Cowfold (source: author)

Fig 10.26 Plan of Farmyard 2 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6), and photograph, looking south-west from Wickhurst Lane
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hayrick stand. A similar octagonal example has been excavated 
at Reigate Priory Park, Surrey (Poulton 2012, 23–4). A wooden 
frame was placed on the staddles and various forms of stand are 
described by Loudon (1842, 405–8). Ricks were placed within 
the corn yard which ‘contains the stacks of corn and should 
always be placed adjoining the barn, and on the most elevated 
and airy side of the farmer … All the ricks should be placed on 
stands or staddles, so as to keep them dry and safe from rats 
and mice’ (ibid, 405).

ROUTE 4 (RO4): WICKHURST LANE
Wickhurst Lane’s roadside ditch went through one further 
phase of realignment in the early 19th century before 
occupying the course shown on the OS 1st edition map (G326; 
Fig 10.22). Projecting into the slight hollow formed by the 
abandoned medieval route (G358) was a linear feature which, 
although incorporating only medieval material, was associated 
stratigraphically with this phase and related to drainage. The 
open access to Five Acre Barn/Hares Hill Farm was also closed 
off during this time and was now only accessible via a gateway 
and track rather than the potential stock-funnelling features 
associated with earlier post-medieval phases (ENC21). The 
sealing of this area involved some intake of the roadside waste, 
resulting in a narrower course to this section of the lane. 
Despite Wickhurst Lane being recorded as an unmetalled 
greenway on the OS 1st edition map, it was clearly losing its 
stock-droving function and associations with Five Acre Barn/
Hares Hill Farm (see above). An earlier stone road surface 
found beneath the modern tarmac during test pit excavation 
consisted largely of a c 0.3m-thick layer of flint gravels and 
sandstone fragments. Two fragments of 18th- to 19th-century 
tile were the only dating evidence retrieved from this surface.

FIELD SYSTEMS 7 AND 8 (FS7, FS8)
Quantities of rubbish, dating from the late 19th to the early 20th 
centuries, were used to consolidate areas of wet ground in the 
south-western part of FS7 (G355; Fig 10.22). This aside, there 
was little evidence of change to these field systems apart from the 
insertion of ceramic land drains, the decommissioning of D49 
and the straightening of D46. A pit full of 20th-century glass 
and building materials found in OA110 (Hop House Field) was 
clearly related to occupation/demolition of the Parthings Cottage 
complex (see below). The field to the north (OA129), Pishall 
Field, possibly from Old English pise (‘land on which peas were 
grown’; Field 1989, 168), would later be utilised for filter beds 
(see Fig 10.31) and a sewage plant.

FIELD SYSTEMS 9 AND 10 (FS9, FS10)
FS9 experienced little change in the overall field pattern apart 
from the insertion of the Parthings Cottage complex (see 
below). However, FS10 was significantly expanded during this 
phase as the fulling mill was abandoned and the associated 
pond and tailrace silted up. These were replaced by scrubby 
woodland (OA123 and OA124) whilst D66 was extended to 
cross the now-silted pond bay (Fig 10.28).

By the close of this phase, a Second World War pillbox 
(B31) of reinforced Type 24 with traces of camouflaging paint 
and a rear staircase protected by a blast wall (Lowry 1996, 82) 
was constructed within OA124 (Fig 10.29). This formed part 
of the Arun Divisional Stop Line. OA106 and OA107 (Waller 
Mead and Rail Lag) became narrow riverside pastures, known 
in Sussex as ‘lags’, and the insertion of D71 and D72 facilitated 
compartmentalisation of the northern part of the area to form 
OA119–OA122 (Bramley Field, Rowlands Croft, Thistley Field 
and Flat Field respectively).

SETTLEMENT 7 (ST7): THE PARTHINGS 
COTTAGE COMPLEX
With Simon Stevens

The site of the Parthings Cottage complex (ST7) consisted of 
a rectangular compound, with an enclosed yard space to its 
south (ENC26), the remains of an animal shelter to the west 
(B32), an open yard to the east (OA131) and a barn to the 
north (B33). The site of the cottage and an associated well (B34 
and S15; Fig 10.30) was not investigated and had most likely 
been completely removed by modern ploughing. B32 and B33 
were clearly of agricultural rather than domestic origin and 
function. The site appeared to have been adapted and rebuilt 
on several occasions. The yard space (ENC26) occupied the 
majority of the site, having been formerly enclosed by high 

Fig 10.27 Photograph of brick pad for Structure 13 (0.3m scale bar)
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Fig 10.28 Plan of Field Systems 7–10 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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roughly coursed sandstone walls. The extant walls survived to a 
maximum height of 1.35m, with a width of c 0.35m. The yard 
would have been accessed via a gateway at its southern end, 
as well as via a midstrey inserted within the barn to its north 
(see below). It appears that the west end of the yard was at 
some time enclosed by an open-sided structure (B32; probably 
an animal shelter), supported by the west wall and a series 
of pillars (indeed a narrow structure is shown on the historic 
maps in such a location). The pillars were supported by square-
sectioned brick plinths measuring 0.75 × 0.45 × 0.45m. One 
such plinth remained in situ on the north side of the yard. The 
plinths featured rounded corners formed of bullnose bricks. 
The construction of the plinths suggest a late 19th- or early 
20th-century date – though it is possible a similar structure was 
in place before then.

The yard surface (ENC26) consisted of a bare chalk 
surface. At the north-east corner of the yard was an innovative 
stone trough, integrated into the yard wall’s fabric, with 
openings to either side of the wall and a V-shaped notch at 
its centre to allow the trough to be filled from one side. An 
overflow drain ran from the top of the trough to the north, 
integrating into drains running west-south-west from the 
former residence to the north-east of the site. The trough had 
been infilled with dump deposits, including two 1970s toy 
cars. The former barn was orientated east–west at the north end 
of the yard. It would appear that in its most recent form the 
barn did not run the full length of the yard, as shown on the 
earlier historic maps, stopping short of the east end by a few 
metres. Presumably the original barn was a three-bay structure 
with a threshing floor at its centre and was shortened some 
time before 1948, when it is shown on an aerial photograph as 
possessing a roof of simple side-gable construction (Fig 10.31). 
The original foundation trenches for the full-length barn did 

not survive (where the depth of foundations was investigated 
at the west end of the barn they were found to be very shallow, 
with stonework being laid directly on to the natural chalk).

Of the original barn only the south wall and sections of the 
north and west walls remained (greatly truncated). Within the 
line of the north wall, to either side of the midstrey, were larger 
stone slabs, possibly footings for principal posts to either side of 
an earlier threshing floor. The east wall appeared to have been 
built during the mid 20th century of bricks laid in stretcher 
bond. It is likely this brick construction marks the time at 
which the barn was shortened, requiring a new east wall to 
enclose the building. Within the earthen floor of the midstrey, 
adjacent to the east wall, were a number of stoneware ceramic 
fragments, including a William Hartley English stoneware 
preserve jar (of early 20th-century date). The west side of the 
cross-passage was also constructed of brick, though in English 
bond and appearing earlier in date. It seems that this part of 
the barn was enclosed in the late 19th/early 20th century to 
create a cart shed at the west end of the barn, with access to the 
west. In constructing the cart shed the stonework at the west 
end of the building was substantially truncated – remaining 
evident only at foundation level. Within the midstrey a number 
of stoneware ceramic fragments were identified, including 
a William Hartley English stoneware preserve jar, within a 
packed earthen floor surface – suggesting an early 20th-century 
date. To the south-west of the barn a number of peg tiles were 
found, perhaps suggesting that the barn had a tiled roof.

10.5  THE POST-MEDIEVAL WEST 
CENTRAL WEALD
Horsham retained its function as a market town during the 
post-medieval period, its layout remaining fundamentally 
medieval in nature, with piecemeal suburban development 
on all sides. By 1524 it enjoyed the highest average wealth in 
Sussex and two hundred years later, in 1730, was referred to as 
the ‘Metropolis of the Weald’ (Hudson 1986, 132). During the 
16th century, medieval manors to the south and east of the town 
continued to be of social importance. Denne Park appears to 
have been in existence by 1588 (ibid, 131), and although John 
Speed did not indicate a park here on his map of 1610 (James 
2007) it may still have existed. This is in contrast to Broadbridge 
Park to the west, which appeared to have quite a short lifespan. 
Chesworth was also associated with parkland, possibly 
originating as a hunting lodge of the de Braose family. During 
the Tudor period it was associated with the prominent Howard 
family, and Catherine, later married to Henry VIII, lived there 

Fig 10.29 Photograph of pillbox Building 31 looking north-east (2.0m scale bar)



233

Fig 10.30 Plan of Settlement 7 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6) with photographs a: stone trough looking east; b: excavation of 
Pathings Barn looking north-west; c: surviving yard wall looking north; d: excavation of Pathings Barn looking north(1.0m scale bars).

a

b d

c
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during her adolescence (Haines 2005, 25). The rural landscape 
at this time can be said to have remained largely medieval in 
nature, although important improvements were being made. 
Elite residences such as Chesworth continued to form an 
element of the rural settlement pattern, based upon the home 
farms of medieval predecessors. Broadbridge Farm reflects this 
pattern, as does nearby Parthings, which has 15th-century fabric 

but underwent development during the 16th century, especially 
in relation to its outbuildings. As well as the established 
landowning class, new yeoman farmers were beginning to 
occupy the region, joining ironmasters as an emergent section 
of the elite. The latter’s industrial establishments form a 
prominent feature of the West Central Weald’s landscape, as 
do the mine-pits for extraction of ore. Pits reminiscent of such 

filter beds

close upRAF/CPE/UK/2506 frame 5037

MAL/61499 frame 95531 close up

Pathings 
cottage 
complex

Pathings 
cottage 
complex

animal 
shelter

barn

animal 
shelter

barn

filter beds

filter beds

Pathings 
cottage 
complex

Pathings 
cottage 
complex

filter beds

Fig 10.31 Aerial photographs of Settlement 7: RAF/CPE/UK/2506 frame 5037 (13/03/1948; reproduced by permission of Historic England Archive, RAF 
Photography) and MAL/61499, frame 95531 (16/08/1961; supplied by the National Monuments Record, © West Sussex County Council)
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features pockmark the surface of High Wood to the south-east 
of the site. It may be no coincidence that Broadbridge Farm 
was the residence of the important Gratwicke family, who were 
involved in the 16th-century Wealden iron industry. Though 
the Paludina stone that outcrops at High Wood is not known 
for its ore-bearing qualities it may have been utilised in the same 
way as Cyrena or Bethersden Marble amongst the charge in the 
ironworking process (see Hodgkinson 2008, 10). Nevertheless, 
Paludina is unlikely to have been quarried directly for the 
iron industry (Jeremy Hodgkinson, pers comm), and if ore 
extraction was occurring stone deposits would have to be dug 
out to reach the ore (Margetts 2017b).

During 1648 Horsham played a small part in national 
events when it was the scene of a Royalist uprising, swiftly 
crushed by the New Model Army. Broadbridge Farm remained 
in occupation throughout this period, with responsibility 
for maintaining the New Bridge attested in records from 
1628 (Windrum 1978, 182). Through the first half of 
the 17th century the local landscape probably remained 
relatively unchanged, but by the late 1600s or early 1700s a 
transformation was under way. It is likely that mills formed 
an important part of the rural scene during this time and 
may have become increasingly important as a response to 
intensification of arable agriculture. Interestingly, the millpond 
at Broadbridge was used for baptisms on Whit Sundays until 
1772 (Haines 2005, 58; Fig 10.32).

It is clear that by the late 18th century the Weald had 
become a corn-growing district, which was at odds with its 
unsuitability for arable agriculture. Marshall gives a vivid 
picture of the local landscape and the state of the area’s farming 
during his travels from Horsham to Dorking (1798, 148):

What an immense tract of land, apparently 
misapplied. What herds of cattle might be reared, 
and dairy produce collected, without perhaps 
any diminution of its present produce of corn. At 
present, there appears to be no stock! The soil is of 
course tired out, with an endless succession of arable 
crops; and without any dung to refresh it.

A number of new landscape parks were established in 
the area during the 18th century, including Hills Place, the 
grounds of which were possibly laid out by Capability Brown. 
Lower down the social scale, smaller building plots along 
the roadsides often represent illegal encroachments (squatter 
settlements) on to former waste or deliberately tenanted pieces 
of land; the hamlet of Broadbridge Heath originated in this 
way c 1800 (Hudson 1986, 145).

The later post-medieval period saw a continuing rise in 
prosperity within the West Central Weald, partly owing to the 
presence of a large barracks at Horsham and the holding of assizes 
in the town, culminating in its status as joint county town of West 
Sussex (with Chichester) in 1889. This growth in affluence was 
probably assisted by improved communications brought about 
by the surfacing of roads and excavation of canals suggested by 
improvers such as Marshall (1798, 152–5). The ‘opening of the 
Weald’ was complete by the later 19th century when railways 
came into use. Such modern developments also acted as an aid 
to farming, as did the advice of the 18th- and 19th-century 
agriculturalists. By the later post-medieval period, production in 
the Weald had reverted to the modes to which it was more suited 
and a pastoral regime had once again become prominent. Cattle 
and some sheep were the major livestock kept, although arable 
retained a degree of importance. Until widespread enclosure 
during the 19th century, areas of open waste, such as Broadbridge 
Heath, were used as common pasture as well as for other purposes, 
such as executions. The enclosure movement went hand in hand 
with advances in technology and modifications to local field 
patterns, including the grubbing out of shaws and hedgerows.

During this period a number of stone quarries, sand and 
clay pits within the study area provided alternative or additional 
employment for farming communities. In the second half of the 
19th century much land in the vicinity of Broadbridge reverted 
to dairy pasture to provide London with milk. Everywhere 
populations were on the rise and whilst the watermill at 
Broadbridge remained in private use until 1900, it was then 
bought (along with nearby Hills Farm) by the Urban District 
Council in connection with the nearby sewage works (which 
was established from 1875). A curvilinear cropmark interpreted 
as an undated univallate enclosure corresponds with a boundary 

Fig 10.32 Photograph of the millpond as it is today (source: author)
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Fig 10.33 Aerial photograph (MAL/69037, frame 197 (09/04/1969; supplied by the National Monuments Record, © West Sussex County Council) and historic 
mapping showing ‘univallate enclosure/leat’ encircling ‘High Wood Hill’.
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shown on the 1912 and 1938 OS maps (Fig 10.33). This feature 
relates to a possible leat, which, in association with filter beds, 
formed part of the sewage works (James 2007). Though it is 
probable that the feature originated at this time it may have 
reused an earlier ditch and bank (Chapter 3).

By 1939, Horsham had acquired its present function, a 
dormitory settlement serving London. The expanding western 
suburbs reached the River Arun, close to the site boundary, by 
1927. During the Second World War an area adjoining the 
northern part of the site was taken over by the War Office and 
used for billeting anti-aircraft and bomb disposal units (Fig 10.34; 
Greig et al 1994, 86; Leslie & Mace 1999). Other sites include 
Second World War pillboxes and anti-tank obstacles related to 
the Arun Stop Line (Fig 10.35). Subsequently the barracks and 
billets were turned into a prisoner-of-war camp, which remained 
in military hands until 1966. Further wartime activity occurred 

in November 1943 when a Luftwaffe Focke-Wulf 190 was shot 
down and crashed into Wickhurst Lane to the north of the site 
(Burgess & Saunders 1995, 68; James 2007).

Second World War camp

Fig 10.34 Aerial photograph showing Second World War camp (FS CPE/UK1966 10APR47 ©University of Sussex Map Library)
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Fig 10.35 Photographs of Second World War pillboxes and anti-tank 
obstacles associated with the Arun Stop Line (top: 2.0m scale bar; bottom: 
1.0m scale bar) (source: author)
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11.1  STRUCK FLINT
Karine Le Hégarat
INTRODUCTION
A total of 1135 pieces of struck flint and two flint 
hammerstones were recovered from the excavations at 
Wickhurst Green (Table 11.1). This includes 281 chips 
(<10mm2), representing 24.75% of the total assemblage of 
struck flint. A further 112 fragments of burnt unworked flint 
(2917g) were retrieved from 22 contexts. A large proportion of 
the struck flints (681 pieces) derived from two clusters (CL1, 
CL2). The first one occurred in a natural hollow, [1/004] (G4), 
and the second was recovered from a group of four hollows 
interpreted as tree throws (G5) (Figs 2.5–2.7). The remaining 
material was scattered rather thinly over the entire site, 
occurring as residual finds in later features or more generally 
in topsoil/ploughsoil or subsoil deposits. The flint assemblage 
evidences the presence of humans during the Mesolithic, with a 
large percentage of the flintwork probably relating to the latter 
part of this period. Early Neolithic flintwork can also display 
characteristics of the early prehistoric blade-based industry and 
although no diagnostic Early Neolithic tools were found, some 
material may belong to this period. A small number of isolated 
finds may also be of later prehistoric date, but they are unlikely 
to post-date the Middle Bronze Age.

As it is often the case with Mesolithic sites, interpreting 
the flintwork and the features from which they derive is 
challenging. The assemblage from Wickhurst Green is modest 
in size, and unfortunately surface truncation – mostly through 

ploughing activity – has removed (or reworked) the Mesolithic 
occupation surface. Nonetheless, the site falls outside the 
typical distribution of Mesolithic activity in the area, and the 
artefacts prompt us to reconsider the use of the Weald Clay 
during the Mesolithic period.

METHODOLOGY
All flints were individually examined and classified using a 
standard set of codes and morphological descriptions (Ford 
1987; Inizan et al 1999; Butler 2005). Microliths were 
classified using Jacobi’s type-series for Sussex (Jacobi 1978a). 
Technological details as well as further information regarding 
the condition of the artefacts were recorded. No measurements 
were undertaken because the material was too fragmented. 
Unworked burnt flint was quantified by weight and number. 
All data were entered on to a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet.

RAW MATERIAL
The majority of the raw material selected for the production of 
the lithics appears to have been brought to the site from outside 
the immediate area. The flint is fine-grained light brown and 
light to dark grey with occasional mottled inclusions. The outer 
surface, where present, is stained off-white and mostly abraded 
to a thin smooth surface, although occasional pieces display 
slightly thicker cortex (3–5mm). This material, which appears 
to be of good flaking quality, is characteristic of chalk-derived 
flint. It could have derived from surface deposits on the Chalk, 
which outcrops 18km to the north and 20km to the south of the 
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Category type Period 1 Period 2 Remaining assemblage – period 3, phase 1 and later; 
topsoil/subsoil, unstratified and undated contexts Total

Flake* 145 9 201 355

Blades, bladelets, blade-like flakes ** 114 5 116 235

Chips 228 4 49 281

Irregular waste 180 1 10 191

Cores, core fragments 2 2 25 29

Retouched forms 12 32 44

Hammerstones 2 2

Total 681 21 435 1137

% 59.89 1.85 38.26 100.00

 

Burnt 38.61% (263) 4.76% (1) 18.62% (81) 30.34% 
(345)

Broken 28.48% (194) 38.09% (8) 40% (174) 33.06% 
(376)

Table 11.1 Summary of the struck flint by period (* = includes core preparation flakes; ** = includes microburins)
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site. It could also have been procured from superficial tertiary 
deposits on the Weald Clay, although no such deposits are 
known in the vicinity of the site. Occasional artefacts (fewer than 
ten items) were manufactured from honey-coloured speckled 
flint with thin, pitted, light grey cortex. This material could have 
been acquired from local gravel and a possible source includes 
the Arun Terrace Deposits, 3 Member, which is immediately 
available close to the River Arun (BGS 2015).

CONDITION
The condition of the flint is variable. Although a third of the 
struck lithics (33.06%, n=376) consists of broken pieces, the 
overall edge condition is relatively fair. A small quantity of flints 
display fresh unabraded edges, implying that some of the material 

underwent negligible post-depositional disturbance. A large 
proportion of the flintwork retrieved from Middle Iron Age or 
later contexts displays minimal signs of weathering, suggesting 
that the material did not endure successive redepositions. Slightly 
more pronounced edge damage was noticed on some of the pieces 
recovered from topsoil/ploughsoil and subsoil deposits. Just under 
a third of the assemblage of struck lithics (30.34%, n=345) are 
burnt. The majority came from the group of four hollows (G5).

THE FLINT ASSEMBLAGE
A large percentage of the flintwork derives from two clusters 
(G4 and G5). However, the artefacts from the site form a 
coherent group and, in order to appreciate the assemblage fully, 
the flints are described together (Table 11.2).

Category type Period 1 Period 2 Remaining assemblage – period 3, phase 1 and later; 
topsoil/subsoil, unstratified and undated contexts Total

Flake 145 9 197 351
Blade-like flake 2 3 42 47
Blade 85 2 60 147
Bladelet 26 - 14 40
Microburin 1 - - 1
Chip 228 4 49 281
Irregular waste 180 1 10 191
Rejuvenation flake core face/edge 3 3
Thinning flake 1 1
Tested nodule/bashed lump 2 2
Single-platform flake core 1 1
Single-platform blade core 1 6 7
Bipolar (opposed-platform) blade core 1 2 1 4
Blade core 3 3
Blade core on a flake 1 1
Core on a flake 1 1
Multiplatform flake core 3 3
Unclassifiable/fragmentary core 7 7
Truncated flake 3 3
End scraper 4 4
Side scraper 2 2
End-and-side scraper 2 2
End scraper on blade 1 1
Disc scraper 2 2
Thumbnail scraper 1 1
Piercer 4 4
Notched piercer (micro-awl) 1 1
Notched 2 1 3
Backed knife 1 1
Retouched flake 5 5
Retouched blade-like flake 5 5
Miscellaneous retouch 1 1
Microlith 7 1 8
Backed blade 1 1
Hammerstone 2 2
Total 681 21 435 1137
% 59.89 1.85 38.26 100.00
 
Burnt 38.61% (263) 4.76% (1) 18.62% (81) 30.34% (345)
Broken 28.48% (194) 38.09% (8) 40% (174) 33.06% (376)

Table 11.2 The lithic assemblage from Wickhurst Green by period and artefact/debitage type
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PIECES OF FLINT DEBITAGE
A large proportion of the assemblage consists of pieces of flint 
debitage (1062 pieces or 93.40% of the total assemblage). 
The debitage comprises blades, bladelets, blade-like flakes, 
flakes, chip and irregular waste. The blade component (blades, 
bladelets and blade-like flakes) represents 39.83% of the 
debitage (excluding chips and waste pieces), which is consistent 
with the suggested figures for Mesolithic assemblages (Ford 
1987, 79, table 2). Blade-based industry carried on into the 
Early Neolithic period and may also be represented here. 
Although platform-edge abrasions and pieces struck using a 
soft hammer are common, several flakes display characteristics 
of later prehistoric industries – for instance, larger butts 
with pronounced cones of percussion, absence of platform 
preparation and more prominent bulb of percussion. These 
are uncommon, but it is likely that a small proportion of the 
debitage includes occasional Neolithic or Bronze Age pieces. A 
flake with multi-directional flake scars on the dorsal face may 
be Neolithic in origin.

CORES
Twenty-nine cores of nine different types were recovered (Table 
11.3). Only two cores derive from the hollows (G4 and G5). 
The combined core assemblage provides further evidence that 
the flintwork derives principally from the Mesolithic period. 
Amongst the identifiable cores, 14 examples were used to 
remove blades and bladelets. The majority are regularly and 
neatly worked, and several examples of these fine cores are 
exhausted. They comprise four bipolar blade cores (32g, 35g, 
39g and 108g; Fig 11.1, nos 1–4), seven single-platform blade 
cores (16g, 22g, 22g, 24g, 30g, 34g and 36g; eg, Fig 11.1, nos 
5 and 6), three blade cores (27g, 27g and 50g) and one blade 
core on a flake (31g). The single-platform flake core (26g) and 
three multiplatform flake cores (132g, 76g and 149g; Fig 11.1, 
no 7) and the core on a flake (48g) were used to remove flakes 
of various dimensions. Some of the flake cores display platform 
preparation, but the majority are not regularly worked; and, 
based on technological grounds, they may indicate a later 
prehistoric date (Middle Neolithic or later). A further two 
bashed lumps and seven fragmentary cores were recovered. 
Although unclassifiable, some of the fragmentary cores display 
signs of having been used to remove small blades.

Overall, the cores are consistent with the unmodified 
debitage; they support the proposed dating and suggest 
knapping activities. Pieces of irregular waste and chips were 
also recovered. Three rejuvenation core edge flakes (eg, Fig 
11.1, no 8) were present, one of which was removed from a 

bipolar blade core. The latter knapping waste provides further 
evidence for the careful maintenance and preparation of the 
cores, another trait of the Mesolithic period. This is also evident 
on several blades and flakes (eg, Fig 11.1, no 9). Although 
remnants of cortex on the pieces of flint debitage is uncommon 
and a large proportion of pieces are actually non-cortical, 
several primary flakes were recorded. None of these are broad, 
but the presence of flakes retaining entire cortex is interesting 
as it suggests that some nodules or primary blanks may have 
been carried all the way from their place of recovery. It is also 
interesting that no true pyramidal (conical) cores are evident; 
a large proportion of the blade cores, however, displayed area 
with cortex, a characteristic of single-face cores.

HAMMERSTONES
Two flint hammerstones were recovered: a core on a flake 
reused as a hammerstone (90g) and an elongated nodule 
possibly utilised to prepare a core blank or core tool blank also 
reused as a hammerstone (185g).

TOOLS
The retouched artefacts account for 3.86% (n=44) of the 
combined assemblage of struck flint. They form only 1.76% 
(n=12) of the assemblage from the hollows (G4 and G5) 
and 7.01% (n=32) of the remaining flints. The assemblage 
comprises a broad range of tools including nine microliths, 
three truncated flakes, five piercers, 12 scrapers of various types, 
three notched pieces, a backed knife and 11 miscellaneous 
retouched pieces.

Two complete and seven broken (or unfinished) microliths 
are present (Table 11.4). A small obliquely blunted point 
was recorded (Fig 11.1, no 10). With four examples, scalene 

Core type No Min 
Wt (g)

Max 
Wt (g)

Average 
Wt (g)

Standard 
deviation

Bipolar (opposed-
platform) blade core 4 32 35 34.20 3.59

Single-platform  
blade core 7 22 36 26.28 7.25

Other blade core 3 27 50 34.66 13.27

Blade core on a flake 1 31 31 31.00

Tested nodule/bashed 
lump 2 14 227 120.5 150.61

Single-platform  
flake core 1 26 26 26.00

Multiplatform  
flake core 3 76 149 119.00 38.19

Core on a flake 1 48 48 48.00

Unclassifiable/
fragmentary core 7 13 62 33.42 17.05

Table 11.3 Weight of cores (Wt = weight)
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Fig 11.1 Selected flints nos 1–17
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micro-triangles are the best represented. They are all fairly 
uniform in morphology – narrow and elongated – and include 
one example of Jacobi’s type 7a1 (Fig 11.1, no 11) and three 
examples of Jacobi’s type 7a2 (Fig 11.1, nos 12–14). The 
remaining four microliths are not readily classifiable. One 
microlith displays a distal truncation and retouch along the 
back edge as well as slight retouch along the opposite edge 
(Fig 11.1, no 15). A second microlith exhibits lateral retouch, 
but it is broken and may represent an unfinished example 
(see Fig 11.1, no 16). The remaining two microliths are in a 
poor condition and unclassifiable. One consists of two burnt 
fragments that can be refitted. Although four microliths cannot 
be classified, their morphology and size indicate that they 
belong to a narrow-blade form. A microburin provides evidence 
for microlith production (Fig 11.1, no 17).

Three truncated flakes are of a Mesolithic/Early Neolithic 
date. One was manufactured on a flake and two were made 
on blades. The retouch on all three tools is distal and straight-
angled – one is angled to the left and two to the right (eg, Fig 
11.2, no 18). One of the pieces displays additional retouch 
on the distal right-hand side forming a small notch. Five 
piercers were recovered. A small notched piercer (micro-awl) is 
characteristic of the Mesolithic period (Fig 11.2, no 19). Three 
of the remaining four piercers are consistent with a Mesolithic/
Early Neolithic date (eg, Fig 11.2, no 20).

Twelve scrapers were recovered, including four end 
scrapers, two side scrapers, two end-and-side scrapers, one end 
scraper on a blade, two disc scrapers and a thumbnail scraper. 

Scrapers are more difficult to date, but both end scrapers on 
blades indicate a Mesolithic/Early Neolithic date (eg, Fig 
11.2, no 21). The second example may have been hafted (see 
Fig 11.2, no 22). Thumbnail scrapers (eg, Fig 11.2, no 23) 
are usually associated with Early Bronze Age industries, but 
examples have been recovered from Mesolithic sites. The first 
disc scraper is manufactured on a thin almost circular flake; 
it exhibits a combination of curving retouch all around the 
circumference, and the ventral edge is relatively smooth almost 
all around the artefact (Fig 11.2, no 24). It could be Neolithic 
in date. In comparison, the second disc scraper is crudely made 
on a thick flake and may be Bronze Age in origin.

The notched piece is manufactured on a flake struck with a 
hard hammer (Fig 11.2, no 25). Several artefacts displaying edge 
retouch could not be classified. One of these pieces consists of a 
blade-like flake fragment, the proximal end of which is missing 
(Fig 11.2, no 26). The distal end forming a point exhibits 
low-angled retouch on the dorsal face, and it may represent an 
unfinished arrowhead or the fragment of a knife.

DISCUSSION
The flints from Wickhurst Green provide evidence for 
Mesolithic activity in the local landscape. This is based on 
typological and morphological aspects of the assemblage. 
Blade-based industry carried on during the early part of the 
Neolithic period, and although no Early Neolithic diagnostic 
artefacts were recovered, it is possible that some pieces derive 
from the Early Neolithic. Isolated Middle Neolithic–Early 
Bronze artefacts may also be present but again this is difficult to 
confirm without diagnostic pieces.

Unfortunately, the Mesolithic surface has been either 
reworked or truncated, and only a sample area (matching 
the road system within the housing development) has been 
examined across the entire site. This means that it is impossible 
to determine the overall extent of the prehistoric site, and 
it is difficult to interpret subsoil features because their exact 
measurement and content remain unclear. So, although the 
moderate flint assemblage demonstrates that there was activity 
during the Mesolithic period, it is impossible to provide a 
satisfying interpretation of the site because of the partial 
evidence available. Nonetheless the assemblage allows us to 
characterise the different types of activity taking place during 
the Mesolithic period.

Context 
no

Microlith 
type

Jacobi 
code Broken Length 

(mm)
Breadth 
(mm)

Thickness 
(mm)

[3501]
obliquely 

blunted point 1a yes 22.4 13.3 2.9

[1/011]
scalene 
micro-
triangle

7a1 yes 12.2 3.9 1.2

[1/011]
scalene 
micro-
triangle

7a2 yes 12.1 3.2 1.7

[1/011]
scalene 
micro-
triangle

7a2 12.5 3.4 1.5

[1/011] microlith 
(unclassified)

yes 9.6 3.6 1.4

[1/009]
scalene 
micro-
triangle

7a2 16.2 3.7 1.4

[3499]
microlith 

(unclassified) yes 13.0 4.1 2.0

[1/001] microlith 
(unclassified)

yes 14.2 3.7 1.8

[3354c3]
backed 
bladelet yes 26.5 5.2 3.7

Table 11.4 Dimensions of microliths by form
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THE ASSEMBLAGE FROM WICKHURST GREEN – 
REVIEW OF THE EVIDENCE
The excavation at Wickhurst Green produced a moderate 
amount of flint (1135 pieces), almost a quarter of which 
consists of chips. Given the scale of the excavation (46 ha), this 
number is relatively small, and in fact could have easily been 
produced by one person during a short knapping session.

The assemblage includes two clusters in OA1: CL1 (G4) 
and CL2 (G5) (Figs 2.5–2.10). They produced 59.89% 
(n=681) of the total assemblage of struck flints. The remaining 
material (456 pieces) was scattered thinly over the entire site, 
occurring as residual finds in later features or more generally 
in top/ploughsoil or subsoil deposits. CL1 – a natural hollow 
[1/004] in the north of the site – extended over a surface 

of approximately 6m2. It produced 49 pieces of struck flint 
representing a small average of just eight pieces per square 
metre. CL2 – a concentration of four hollows interpreted as tree 
holes located some 338m to the south-east of CL1 – produced 
assemblages ranging in number from 76 to 313 pieces (Table 
11.5). The recovery of artefacts would possibly have been greater 
had all the sediment from the hollows been sieved.

The five features (G4 and G5) were found directly below 
the subsoil, within the natural clay. Natural hollow [1/004] 
(CL1) was only a few centimetres deep, and the remaining four 
features were also shallow (Table 11.5). This indicates that all 
five features have most certainly suffered from truncation.

Given the shallow nature of the natural features, only the 
horizontal distribution of the flintwork was examined. This 
was undertaken in two features: [1/004] and [3353]. Prior to 
the excavation of natural hollow [1/004], a six-squared grid 
([1/009] to [1/014]) totalling a surface of 6m2 was set up. The 
greater concentration of flints was found in grids [1/009] and 
[1/011]. For feature [3353], a nine-squared grid (A1 to C3) 
was set up. It showed that a greater concentration of material 
was present in grids B2 (the centre) and B3.

Compared to the material retrieved from the rest of the 
site, the flint assemblage from the natural hollows (CL1 and 
CL2) contains relatively few modified pieces (Table 11.6). In 
fact, it comprises a large percentage of flint debitage: 97.94% 
(n=667) compared to 86.62% (n=395) for the remaining 
flintwork from the site. The pieces of flint debitage are very 
small and fragmented. Most of the flakes’ sizes from CL2 are 
close to the size of chips. The material from both clusters is 
certainly indicative of flint knapping debris. The proportion of 
burnt flints varied, reaching almost half of the assemblage in 
hollow [3502] and over a third of the assemblages in hollows 
[3353], [3500] and [3498].

Although very few modified pieces were found in CL1 
and CL2, three of the five microliths in CL1 were of the same 
type, consisting of scalene micro-triangles. The identifiable 
microlith from CL2 consisted of an obliquely blunted point. 
The similar narrow morphologies of the scalene micro-triangles 
indicate a Late Mesolithic date (c 6000–4000 BC). In the 
south of England, the Late Mesolithic tradition differs from the 
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Fig 11.2 Selected flints nos 18–26

Context no Max length 
(m)

Max width 
(m)

Max depth 
(m) Total no

[3353] 2.39 2.18 0.13 313
[3498] 2.80 0.53 0.26 111
[3500] 1.10 0.86 0.27 76
[3502] 2.30 0.90 0.25 132

Table 11.5 Details of the natural hollows interpreted as tree holes (CL2; G5)
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tradition in the northern part of the country in that during the 
late part of the Mesolithic, several formal tools including the 
truncated points persist in low quantities (Pitts & Jacobi 1979). 
The obliquely blunted point from CL2 is incomplete but, 
based on its morphology and breadth, is more characteristic of 
Early Mesolithic assemblages (ibid, 169–70).

11.2  PREHISTORIC AND ROMAN 
POTTERY
Anna Doherty

Over ten thousand sherds of prehistoric and Roman pottery 
were recovered from settlement-related contexts at Wickhurst 
Green (quantified by period/phase in Table 11.7) as well as ten 
in situ vessels associated with the period 3, phase 2 cremation 
cemetery. This material includes a moderate-sized assemblage of 
Middle Iron Age pottery (period 2, phase 1) a very large Latest 
Iron Age/Early Romano-British component (period 3, phase 
1–period 4, phase 1) and a small quantity of pottery from the 
Late Romano-British period (period 4, phase 2).

METHODOLOGY AND FABRICS
The pottery was recorded using a ×20 binocular microscope 
and quantified by sherd count (SC), weight (Wt), estimated 
vessel equivalent (EVE) and estimated vessel number (ENV). 

Data were recorded on pro forma sheets and entered into an 
Excel spreadsheet. Prehistoric tempered wares were recorded 
according to a site-specific fabric type-series formulated in 
accordance with the guidelines of the Prehistoric Ceramics 
Research Group (PCRG 2010). In the absence of an established 
Late Iron Age/Roman typology for Sussex, Late Iron Age and 
Roman fabrics, forms and decoration were recorded using an 
adapted version of the Southwark/London typology (Marsh 
& Tyers 1978; Davies et al 1994; https://www.mola.org.uk/
roman-pottery-codes) with some additional codes for local 
types which will be published in a forthcoming summary of 
Roman pottery from the West Sussex Coastal Plain (Doherty 

CL1 CL2

Category type Natural hollow 
[1/004] Hollow [3353] Hollow 
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Flake 18 6 4 5 28 20 2 2 13 20 27 145
Blade-like flake 2 2
Blade 5 4 1 17 7 2 4 2 9 13 21 85
Bladelet 4 2 7 1 1 1 4 6 26
Microburin 1 1
Chip 11 6 12 27 76 3 10 9 39 22 13 228
Irregular waste 1 7 4 4 21 14 2 1 46 16 64 180
Single-platform blade core 1 1
Bipolar (opposed-platform) blade 
core 1 1

Notched piercer (micro-awl) 1 1
Notched piece 1 1 2
Backed knife 1 1
Microlith 5 1 1 7
Backed blade 1 1
Total 49 19 24 10 96 124 8 17 15 111 76 132 681

Burnt 10.20% (5) 39.62% (124)
34.23% 

(38)
42.11% 

(32)
48.48% 

(64)
45.23% 
(308)

Broken 30.61% (15) 27.80% (87) 19.82% 
(22)

40.79% 
(31)

29.55% 
(39)

28.49% 
(194)

Table 11.6 Summary of the struck flint by category type from Flintwork Cluster 1 and Flintwork Cluster 2

Period SC Wt (g) ENV EVE

Before period 2 18 32 2

2 702 3039 138 1.58

3.1 1139 7382 395 4.18

3.2 7007 49093 3825 32

4.1 1252 6327 677 6.25

4.2 187 1608 111 2.64

Unphased/unstratified/
redeposited in later 
features

378 2078 222 0.98

Total 10683 69559 5370 47.63

Table 11.7 Quantification of non-funerary prehistoric and Roman pottery 
by stratigraphic period (SC = sherd count; Wt = weight; ENV = estimated 
number of vessels; EVE = estimated vessel equivalent)
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in prep a). Where appropriate, additional cross-referencing has 
been made to other Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British type-
series (eg, Hawkes & Hull 1947; Thompson 1982; Lyne & 
Jefferies 1979).

SITE-SPECIFIC CODES

CALC1
Matrix varies from silty to fine sandy, containing sparse/moderate hard 
white crystalline inclusions which react with acid. May also contain rare soft 
argillaceous inclusions.

CALC2
Soft yellowish/orange sedimentary inclusions* of c 1–2.5mm, often 
quite rounded and frequently leached or burnt out. Background matrix 
generally non-sandy but may contain rare large quartz grains up to 0.8mm. 
*Petrographic analysis (below, ‘Petrographic analysis of Middle Iron Age 
pottery fabric CALC2’) has identified the inclusions as an argillaceous coal-
bearing shale possibly from clay lignite partings within the Horsham Stone 
Member which outcrops nearby.

FLIN1
Common moderately to poorly sorted flint; most of 2–4mm but ranging from 
0.2–5mm within a dense quartz-free matrix.

FLIN2
Sparse ill-sorted flint 0.5–3mm in a dense silty matrix.

FLIN3
A dense matrix with sparse/moderate flint of 0.5–2mm sometimes with rare 
naturally occurring sedimentary inclusions of a similar type seen in CALC2.

FLIN4
Common, moderately to well-sorted flint mostly 0.5–1.5mm (some up to 
2mm) in a silty matrix.

GLAU1
Sparse/moderate glauconite of 0.2mm, sometimes with rare flint of c 0.5mm.

GRFL1
Similar to GROG1 but containing sparse flint of 1–2mm.

GROG1
Moderate/common grog of 1–2mm and rare/sparse, soft, pale-coloured, 
argillaceous, sedimentary inclusions of a similar texture and size range to the 
grog but often leached/burnt out on surfaces.

GROG2
On a continuum with GROG1 but with a much larger proportion of leached/
burnt-out sedimentary inclusions (moderate or common in frequency) and 
only sparse grog. The inclusions are sometime of slightly larger size than 
GROG1 (c 1.5–2.5mm).

GROG3
Coarser grog up c 1–3mm although less easily distinguished from the matrix 
than in other grog-tempered fabrics. May contain rare large argillaceous rock or 
flint inclusions up to 5mm.

QUAR1
Common to abundant fairly angular quartz of c 0.3–0.4mm in matrix with few 
other inclusions.

QUAR2
Sparse large rounded quartz of up to 0.8mm in a background matrix fairly free 
of silt-size quartz. It has the soapy feel of grog-tempered wares although no 
grog fragments could be distinguished in the matrix. May contain rare red iron-
rich inclusions and/or rare flint.

QUAR3
Very silty matrix but only sparse/moderate large grains of quite rounded, 
moderately sorted quartz (c 0.1–0.4mm). May contain some rare glauconite 
and rare flint (0.5mm).

PRE-MIDDLE IRON AGE POTTERY
A few possible Middle Neolithic sherds were found alongside 
post-medieval pottery in period 7 pit [739]. The sherds are 
tiny (2g in total) and clearly residual but the ill-sorted flint-
tempered fabric (FLIN2) and impressed decoration (possibly 
twisted cord) on a fairly thin-walled vessel are suggestive of 
the Peterborough Ware tradition (dated c 3500–2500 cal BC). 
Neolithic ceramic vessels, which would have been cumbersome 
and fragile, seem unlikely to have been carried very far from 
places of at least semi-permanent settlement but stratified 
archaeology of this type has so far been elusive in the region 
(Garwood 2007, 1–2). Although we should be cautious about 
making broad interpretations based on these tiny, tentatively 
identified fragments, they hint at the possibility that features of 
this date may yet be identified in the western part of the Weald.

Another two flint-tempered body sherds are in a coarser 
flint-tempered ware, more typical of the Middle Bronze Age 
(FLIN1). Given that the broader site has produced radiocarbon 
evidence for Middle Bronze Age activity, it is possible that 
these sherds are contemporary with their context in pit [320], 
though this feature is not conclusively dated. In addition, five 
other sherds in slightly finer flint-tempered wares (FLIN3), all 
found in later features, may attest to some Late Bronze Age 
activity in the area.

Also probably pre-dating the main periods of stratified 
archaeology are some fragmentary rim and shoulder sherds 
from a distinctive bowl form with a flaring open profile and 
sharply carinated shoulder (Fig 11.3, P1) found in an elongated 
pit or ditch, [2668], alongside a single body sherd in a quartz-
rich fabric (QUAR2). The fabric of bowl P1 (CALC2) is very 
common in the Middle Iron Age at Wickhurst Green but 
carinated bowl forms are much more in keeping with Early 
Iron Age pottery traditions.

Unfortunately, almost no data are available regarding the 
composition of Early Iron Age assemblages from the western 
Weald and fabric comparisons with other nearby geological 
and topographic zones, like the Coastal Plain, are probably 
not very useful because of the very local nature of prehistoric 
pottery production and the distinct range of clay and tempering 
resources available in the Weald. Only one very small Earliest/
Early Iron Age pottery group is known from within a 10km 
radius of the site, from the Billingshurst Western Bypass (Barber 
1999a). This was said to be predominantly flint-tempered, 
possibly reflecting a slightly earlier date range than feature 
[2668], though it is perhaps possible that some associated 
‘grog-tempered wares’ identified in this assemblage were in 
fact argillaceous sedimentary rock-tempered fabrics similar 
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to CALC2. Grog-tempering is very atypical in the Early Iron 
Age but argillaceous rock inclusions may look very similar 
to grog and tend to give a comparable soapy surface texture. 
Also possibly relevant is a vessel found at Gatwick Airport in a 
fabric described as containing inclusions of ‘leached calcareous 
material’ (Every & Mepham 2005, 55–6). It should be noted 
that, prior to petrographic analysis being undertaken on samples 
of fabric CALC2 from the current assemblage, the inclusions 
within it were assumed to be calcareous, though this is now not 
thought to be the case (below, ‘Period 2: Middle Iron Age’).

Generally the small assemblage from this site is described 
as belonging to the plain ware phase of the Deverel-Rimbury 
tradition (c 1150–800 BC) although the strongly carinated 
shoulder of the vessel at Gatwick (Every & Mepham 2005, fig 
9.1) as well as another illustrated form with a sharply carinated 
shoulder and flaring rim (ibid, fig 9.4) arguably have parallels 
in the Early Iron Age.

CATALOGUE
P1. Bowl with open flaring rim profile and carinated shoulder. Fill [2667], 

elongated pit/ditch [2668]. Fabric CALC2.

PERIOD 2: MIDDLE IRON AGE
FABRICS
The moderate-sized Middle Iron Age pottery assemblage is 
notable for the clear reliance on one fabric, CALC2, whose 
main inclusion is a soft argillaceous sedimentary rock. Owing 
to the very vesicular appearance of the fabric it was originally 
assumed that this was a type of calcareous rock which had 
been heavily leached in the acidic Weald Clay. Very similar 
inclusion types have frequently been described as ‘leached 
calcareous material’ or ‘decalcified rock’ in pottery reports 
from the region (eg, Every & Mepham 2005, 55; Seager 
Thomas 2010, 5). However, petrographic analysis of three 
samples of fabric CALC2 has, in fact, identified the principal 
inclusion as an argillaceous coal-bearing shale possibly from 
clay lignite partings within the Horsham Stone Member 
(below, ‘Petrographic analysis of Middle Iron Age pottery fabric 
CALC2’). This suggests that the distinctive vesicular texture is 
probably the result of combustion of organic material during 
firing and/or leaching of organic matter rather than a reaction 

between alkaline inclusions and acidic soils. On the other 
hand the report notes that highly organic coal-bearing shale 
would not have outcropped widely in the Weald, so further 
petrographic work on fabrics from the wider region is needed 
to establish whether or not other visually similar ware types 
contain geologically comparable inclusions.

Fabric CALC2 makes up nearly 90% of estimated vessels in 
period 2 (Table 11.8). In some deposits a few well-sorted flint-
tempered (FLIN4), sandy (QUAR2) and glauconitic (GLAU1) 
sherds were found alongside these wares. Some pottery assigned 
to period 2, phase 1 on stratigraphic grounds is considered 
intrusive, including a few Roman sherds in fabrics SAND1 
and OXID. The status of grog-tempered wares in Middle Iron 
Age features is more ambiguous. Although these fabrics could 
have been contemporary in the Middle to Late Iron Age, it is 
notable that fabric GROG1 occurred only in tiny quantities 
either in isolation or in association with Roman fabrics and it 
is therefore considered wholly intrusive in period 2. One sherd 
in fabric GROG2 was associated with a bead-rimmed jar form 
which could be of Middle to Late Iron Age date. This was found 
in ring-gully [950], forming part of a clearly Middle Iron Age 
building, B1, in association with a few other sherds in fabric 
CALC2 and therefore could be part of an undisturbed Middle 
Iron Age group, though radiocarbon evidence from this building 
seems to suggest that it belongs to the earlier or middle part of 
the Middle Iron Age when we would not expect grog-tempered 
wares to be current. A third grog-tempered fabric, GROG3, 
is of a very different character, containing much coarser grog 
and other rare large rock fragments. All but one of the sherds 
associated with this fabric are from a single, fragmented but near-
complete vessel in a typical Middle Iron Age ovoid jar form.

FORM AND DECORATION
Relatively few Middle Iron Age sherds could be confidently 
assigned to a form type. All the substantial vessel profiles are 
illustrated according to their stratigraphic groups. Most of the 
forms are of a broadly similar type: simple closed jars with beaded 
to gently everted rims (Figs 11.4–11.6, P2, P4–P6, P8–P9); 
examples of pedestal bases were also noted (Fig 11.5, P7). Two 
jars show clearer links to the Saucepan tradition: each has multiple 
grooves or tooled lines forming a bead rim (Fig 11.4, P3; Fig 11.6, 
P10). However, it is worth noting that these forms, and indeed 
the Middle Iron Age assemblage as a whole, completely lack 
decoration. A single vessel in a very different fabric to the others 
(GROG3) has a completely plain closed profile (Fig 11.7, P11).

Fig 11.3 Pottery vessel P1 from pit/ditch [2668]

P1

0 5cm
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CATALOGUE
Building 1 (B1)
P2. Bead-rimmed jar. Fill [947], internal pit [946] (G11). Fabric CALC2.
P3. Saucepan-related form with bead rim formed by double horizontal groove 

below rim. Fill [948], ring-gully [949] (G8). Fabric CALC2.
P4. Bead-rimmed jar. Fill [1077], ring-gully [1079] (G7). Fabric CALC2.
P5. Bead-rimmed jar. Fill [1077], ring-gully [1079] (G7). Fabric CALC2.

Building 5 (B5)
P6 and P7. Shouldered, everted-rimmed jar and base with slight pedestal-like 

profile; probably the same vessel. Fill [3024], ring-gully [3022] (G25). 
Fabric CALC2.

P8. Bead-rimmed jar. Fill [3026], ring-gully [3025] (G25). Fabric CALC2.

Building 8 (B8)
P9. Bead-rimmed jar. Fill [3999], ring-gully [4000] (G42). Fabric CALC2.
P10. Straight-sided saucepan with a series of horizontal burnished grooves 

below the rim. Fill [4042], ring-gully [4040] (G42). Fabric FLIN4.

Open Area 2 (OA2)
P11. Plain-rimmed, closed-profile jar. Fill [1001], pit [1000] (G28). Fabric 

GROG3.

PETROGRAPHIC ANALYSIS OF MIDDLE IRON AGE 
POTTERY FABRIC CALC2
Patrick S Quinn

Background, sample materials and aims of analysis

Thin-section petrographic analysis has been conducted on three 
sherds of Middle Iron Age ceramics from Wickhurst Green, 
West Sussex, UK (Table 11.9). The aim of the analysis was to 
identify the nature and possible source of specific sedimentary 
rock inclusions occurring within these ceramics

Methodology

Subsamples of the three sherds were impregnated with epoxy 
resin and prepared as a standard petrographic thin section at 
the University College London Institute of Archaeology. These 
were studied at magnifications of ×25–×400 under the polarising 

Fabric SC Wt (g) ENV

CALC2 542 1659 122

FLIN 1 0 1

FLIN4 6 120 1

GLAU1 3 14 1

GROG1* 9 26 6

GROG2 5 16 2

GROG3 132 1178 2

QUAR2 1 6 1

SAND1* 1 0 1

OXID* 2 20 1

Total 702 3039 138

Table 11.8 Quantification of fabrics in period 2 (SC = sherd count; Wt = 
weight; ENV = estimated number of vessels;* = fabric considered intrusive)

Fig 11.4 Pottery vessels P2–P5 from Building 1

Fig 11.5 Pottery vessels P6–P8 from Building 5

P2

P3 P4

P5 0 5cm

P6 P7

P8

0 5cm

P9

P10

0 5cm

Fig 11.6 Pottery vessels P9–P10 from Building 8

P11

0 5cm

Fig 11.7 Pottery vessel P11 from Open Area 2
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light microscope and characterised in terms of constituent raw 
materials and manufacturing technology. The composition of the 
ceramics, and in particular their inclusions, was compared to the 
geology of Sussex and southern England (Gallois 1965).

Petrographic composition

The three Wickhurst Green samples submitted for analysis 
are composed of a common petrographic fabric that is 
characterised by abundant argillaceous particles in a non-
calcareous clay matrix (Figs 11.8 and 11.9). The dominant clay-
rich inclusions vary greatly in size up to 1.75mm. They have 
either an equant or more elongate shape and can be angular to 
well rounded. The inclusions have a light to dark brown colour 
and are translucent to almost opaque. They are rich in clay and 
are devoid of larger clastic particles. They have a distinct fibrous 
internal microstructure that can be branching or radiating and 
resembles plant matter. In certain specimens a distinct cellular 
structure is present, confirming that the material has an organic 
component. With this in mind it is likely that the inclusions 
represent fragments of some sort of organic-rich, coal-bearing 
shale. During thin-section preparation sample 1 coloured 
the cutting water a dark black, indicating that the sample 
contains a high proportion of carbon. It is not clear whether 
the shale particles were added as temper or were naturally 
occurring in the clay used to produce the pottery. However, 
the extremely high abundance of this material and its wide 
grain-size distribution suggest the latter. Very few other types 
of inclusion occur in the samples in thin section. Very rare silt 
and silt-sized quartz grains are present in all samples and a few 
possible grains of chert occur in sample 1. The sherds contain 
significant porosity associated with the shale inclusions, which 
have a broken-up character in places. This is particularly true 
of sample 1, which contains many large well-defined voids 
from the removal of the shale inclusions. Sample 3 contains 
some parallel-sided drying cracks running subparallel to the 
vessel margins. Firing was incompletely oxidising in all samples, 
leading to significant variation in the colour of the clay matrix 
through the sherds.

Possible raw material source and provenance

A possible candidate for the source of the coal-like argillaceous 
material within the sherds from Wickhurst Green is clay 

lignite partings within the Horsham Stone Member, which 
outcrops very close to the site. Though thin and localised, 
these could perhaps have been utilised for the small-scale 
production of pottery. Argillaceous rocks are more abundant 
in the Weald Clay Formation, which has a more extensive 
occurrence in the study area. These are described as being 
shale-like, but do not appear to be particularly organic rich or 
coal bearing. Extensive deposits of Carboniferous coal occur in 
south-east England and are extracted commercially, but these 
do not crop out on the surface and would therefore not have 
been available to Iron Age potters.

PERIOD 2: PLACED POTTERY VESSEL
Only one Middle Iron Age feature contained a possible 
placed deposit of pottery. This shallow, probably truncated, 
pit, [1000], contained a near-complete vessel found lying 
on its side. It was crushed and heavily fragmented although 
is unclear to what extent this damage occurred through 
post-depositional processes; it seems possible that it was 
intact when originally placed. The vessel (P11, Fig 11.7), a 
plain-profile jar of slightly ovoid shape is, interestingly, in a 
completely different fabric to other Middle Iron Age pottery, 
with coarse grog and other rare large rock fragments. Pit 
[1000] was located about 150m from the nearest focal point of 
Middle Iron Age activity around B1–B4, and thus the pot may 
have been deliberately deposited in a liminal area, outside the 
domestic sphere (although it was found near the north-western 
limits of the development and in a part of the site not subject 
to open-area excavation so it is possible that further Middle 
Iron Age features were located closer by).

It must be stated that, although grog-tempered wares 
are a fairly typical element of transitional Middle/Late Iron 
Age assemblages from the Weald, there is little evidence that 
they were commonly used in the main period of occupation 
suggested by the radiocarbon dates from Wickhurst Green 
(probably about mid 4th to late 3rd/early 2nd centuries BC). 
Originally some consideration was given to the possibility that 
the vessel could be of Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age date, as 
some Beaker vessels can be both completely undecorated and 
quite large/simple in profile. However, although several barrows 
are known c 10km to the west of the site, Beaker pottery is so 
far absent from the locale of Broadbridge Heath. Furthermore, 
the technology of this vessel does appear quite typical of the 
Middle Iron Age, particularly the fact that it appears reasonably 
high-fired yet extremely crudely made with large pebble-like 
inclusions, including some examples of the argillaceous rock 
identified in most of the Middle Iron Age vessels.

Sample no Context no Macroscopic fabric type
Broadbridge Heath 1 [947] CALC 2
Broadbridge Heath 2 [3048] CALC 2
Broadbridge Heath 3 [4042] CALC 2

Table 11.9 Details of fabric samples selected for petrographic analysis
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Although grog-tempered wares are undoubtedly 
uncommon in the earlier Middle Iron Age, there is some 
evidence from the south-eastern end of the High Speed 1 rail 
scheme (CTRL) route, which skirts the north-east edge of 
the Kentish Weald, that such vessels were being preferentially 

selected for funerary or other special deposits. For example, at 
Little Stock Farm an inhumation burial, radiocarbon-dated to 
380–170 cal BC, was accompanied by two vessels placed as 
grave goods, one of them a grog-tempered vessel. At Beechbrook 
Wood a large pottery group from a ditch, which included a 

A-sample 1 XP B-sample 1 XP

C-sample 1 XP D-sample 2 XP

E-sample 2 PPL F-sample 3 XP

Fig 11.8 Thin-section photomicrographs of Middle Iron Age ceramics from Wickhurst Green, West Sussex analysed in the present report (PPL = plane 
polarised light; XP = crossed polars; image width = 2.9mm, except C, E = 1.4 mm)
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number of partially complete vessels, some of which were in 
grog-tempered wares, was associated with a single charcoal 
fragment dated to 390–170 cal BC. At Eynhorne Street, a very 
unusual grog-tempered conical cup with Continental parallels, 
which appeared to have been deliberately split in half and 
deposited with other partially complete vessels of more local 
fabric and form, was sealed by a layer containing a charred 
barley grain dated to 400–260 cal BC (Morris 2006, 69).

It seems then, that there may have been something 
inherently special about grog-tempered vessels during the earlier 
Middle Iron Age which were apparently produced very rarely and 
often deposited in a structured way. It is worth noting that there 
are ethnographic examples where vessels were closely identified 
with individuals and where the incorporation of fragments of 
old pots in the fabric of new ones was clearly seen as a way of 
maintaining a link with one’s ancestors (eg, Sterner 1989, 458; 
Wayessa 2015, 7). Similar mechanisms have been suggested 
for the manufacture of Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age grog-
tempered pottery in Britain (eg, Woodward 2008, 83).

PERIOD 3: LATE IRON AGE/EARLY  
ROMANO-BRITISH
In terms of site stratigraphy, period 3 has been divided into two 
phases, the former producing about a thousand sherds and the 
latter more than seven thousand. It should be noted, however, 
that the pottery from each is very similar, probably suggesting 
that this activity happened over quite a brief period of time 
– probably not much longer than about 50–60 years and 
probably concentrated in the middle quarters of the 1st century 
AD. Some very minor changes in the proportions of different 
ware types are addressed below but otherwise the pottery is 
treated here as a single assemblage (Figs 11.10–11.12).

FABRICS
A very small proportion (less than 2% of ENV) of the period 3 
assemblage is made up of hand-made tempered fabrics (other than 
grog-tempered wares). These are assumed to be largely residual as 
they include possible later Bronze Age fabric FLIN3 as well as a 
range of wares that were common in the Middle Iron Age (Table 
11.10). However, there is some evidence that the most common 
period 2 fabric, CALC2, was still being produced or at least 
survived in use in period 3. The clearest indication of this is a vessel 
seemingly deliberately deposited in the top of the period 3, phase 
2 cremation/pyre deposit [85/013] (Chapter 4.3, ‘Cremation pit 
[85/013]’). Whilst the latter could be an heirloom survival, a fairly 
large part of a vessel profile from a lid (P13) was also associated 
with this fabric in a well-stratified group forming part of the 
period 3, phase 1 ENC2. Overall, the frequency of fabric CALC2 
decreases from 4.3% of ENV in period 3, phase 1 to 1.1% in 
period 3, phase 2. As a proportion of all Late Iron Age/Early 
Romano-British fabrics, it is not a very significant component 
but the fact that it is found disproportionately in early period 3 
deposits tends to suggest that it was contemporary but dying out 
in the 1st century AD. Similar fabric evidence has been noted 
from outside the Weald. At Titnore Lane, Goring on the Sussex 
Coastal Plain, for example, a very similar fabric was common in 
Middle Iron Age deposits but continued to be found in small but 
consistent quantities in Early Romano-British stratified deposits 
(Doherty 2010; Clarke 2012).

The vast majority of the period 3 assemblage is made up 
of grog-tempered fabrics GROG1 and GROG2, which are on 
a continuum with each other, the latter tending to have more 
frequent and coarser leached inclusions. A very small number 
of sherds (GRFL1) contained both grog and flint inclusions. 
Overall, grog-tempered wares account for almost 90% of ENV 

A-sample 3 PPL B-sample 3 PPL

Fig 11.9 Thin-section photomicrographs of Middle Iron Age ceramics from Wickhurst Green, West Sussex analysed in the present report (PPL = plane 
polarised light; image width = 1.45mm)
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in this period although there is a very slight decline in their 
proportion over the course of period 3, phase 1 and period 
3, phase 2. Usually hand-made and almost certainly locally 
produced, these wares have strong affinities with the East 
Sussex ware tradition (Green 1980). Imported Gallo-Belgic 
wares were also recorded in reasonable quantities, particularly 
north Gaulish white ware (NGWH), represented by an 
estimated 14 vessels, as well as a cup in terra rubra (TR) or a 
good-quality red-slipped Romano-British imitation (TRIM).

Roman sandy wares make up a minor element of the 
period 3 assemblage as a whole, increasing from just a handful 
of sherds in period 3, phase 1 to about 10% of the assemblage 
in period 3, phase 2. Most of these are of a very similar fabric, 
including both unoxidised and oxidised variants (SAND1, 
OXID1). They typically contain moderate to common rounded, 
moderately sorted grains of quartz in a micaceous matrix. 
Surfaces are frequently unevenly fired and often highly affected 
by abrasion. These wares are quite similar to the products of 

the Arun valley, whose production sites were mainly clustered 
around the Pulborough area and probably distributed via Stane 
Street. Several of the fine wares and white wares from the site 
are also considered fairly typical of the Arun valley industry 
(AVOF, AVGF, AVWH). However, a single badly warped waster 
sherd was noted in fabric SAND1, and a possible kiln bar was 
also recorded from the site, perhaps indicating that pottery 
production was occurring somewhere much nearer to the site. 
The distinctive regionally traded products of the Alice Holt 
industry are not very well represented in the current assemblage, 
but it should be noted that early products of this industry are 
not always standardised or evenly fired and, in terms of inclusion 
type/size, may be difficult to distinguish Arun valley wares.

Other Roman sandy fabrics from period 3 are largely 
unsourced and probably also of local origin, although two 
conjoining sherds of an oxidised ware are similar to north 
French/south-east English wares (NFSE; Davies et al 1994, 

Fabric type SC Wt (g) ENV % SC % Wt % ENV

Hand-made tempered fabrics (excluding grog) 260 1316 78 3.2 2.3 1.8

CALC1 25 128 13 0.3 0.2 0.3

CALC2 224 1102 58 2.7 2.0 1.4

CALC3 6 34 3 0.1 0.1 0.1

FLIN3 4 50 3 0.0 0.1 0.1

QUAR1 1 2 1 0.0 0.0 0.0

Grog-tempered wares 6785 49324 3714 83.3 87.3 88.0

GRFL1 6 36 4 0.1 0.1 0.1

GROG1 6086 45918 3369 74.7 81.3 79.8

GROG2 693 3370 341 8.5 6.0 8.1

Imported Gallo-Belgic wares 50 182 14 0.6 0.3 0.3

NGWH (north Gaulish white ware) 37 110 13 0.5 0.2 0.3

TR/TRIM (terra rubra or imitation) 13 72 1 0.2 0.1 0.0

Roman sandy fabrics 1050 5649 413 12.9 10.0 9.8

AHSU (Alice Holt Surrey ware) 10 76 4 0.1 0.1 0.1

AVGF (Arun valley fine grey ware) 6 12 5 0.1 0.0 0.1

AVOF (Arun valley fine oxidised ware) 7 10 3 0.1 0.0 0.1

AVWH (Arun valley white ware) 3 8 1 0.0 0.0 0.0

NFSE (north French/south-east English ware) 2 42 1 0.0 0.1 0.0

OXID (unsourced oxidised ware) 1 10 1 0.0 0.0 0.0

OXID1 (unsourced/local oxidised ware 1) 57 437 30 0.7 0.8 0.7

OXIDF (unsourced fine oxidised ware) 3 4 2 0.0 0.0 0.0

OXRC* (Oxfordshire red-slipped ware) 1 4 1 0.0 0.0 0.0

SAND (unsourced unoxidised ware) 68 432 10 0.8 0.8 0.2

SAND1 (unsourced/local unoxidised ware 1) 893 4618 356 11.0 8.2 8.4

Total 8146 56475 4220 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table 11.10 Quantification of period 3 fabrics (SC = sherd count; Wt = weight; ENV = estimated number of vessels; * = fabric considered intrusive)
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62–7). The only other sourced ware is a clearly intrusive sherd 
of late Roman Oxfordshire red-slipped ware (OXRC).

FORM AND DECORATION
As is typical for rural assemblages, forms are dominated by 
jars, accounting for 76% of the assemblage by EVE and 67% 
by ENV (Table 11.11). Almost all of these are necked jars but, 
on the whole, they are difficult to relate to existing regional 
schemes for classifying Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
pottery such as those of Hawkes and Hull (1947) or Thompson 
(1982) because they tend to have simple continuous profiles 
rather than sharply delineated necks or shoulder cordons. These 
forms (eg, P12, P14, P17, P20–P22, P26, P28–P29, P31–
P33, P38, P40, P43, P45–P47, P50 and P52), like the grog-
tempered fabrics in which they occur, are clearly related to the 
so-called East Sussex ware tradition (Green 1980).

Decoration occurs on only c 5% of vessels positively 
identified as jars in period 3. This is possibly a chronological 
trend, discussed in more detail below; however, where decoration 
does occur it also shows clear stylistic parallels with vessels from 
East Sussex. Most of the decoration is burnished/tooled; in 
addition to a few examples of tooled lattices or other diagonal 
line motifs, the most common type (found on 14 vessels from 
period 3) comprises burnished arcs or ‘eyebrows’ on the shoulder 
(eg, P14, P20, P26, P43). In two cases, burnished arcs are 
infilled with stabbing/rouletting (not illustrated). This decorative 
technique possibly represents the only element from the site 
likely to belong to the 1st century BC. Decoration of this type 
clearly owes something to the decorated Saucepan tradition 
but tends to be associated with transitional Middle/Late Iron 
Age assemblages like those from Horsted Keynes (Green 1980, 
fig 27, no 4). However, both examples were found in deposits 
assigned to period 3, phase 2, suggesting that they are likely to 
be residual. Applied cordons are another recurring decorative 
technique; these are sometimes left plain but more frequently 

finger-impressed (eg, P24). Again, this type of decoration appears 
to be largely Wealden in distribution.

Other jar forms represented in much smaller quantities 
include bead-rimmed jars, storage jars and necked forms with 
more typical Aylesford–Swarling-influenced traits: usually jars 
with single shoulder cordons or rippled shoulders analogous to 
Thompson 1982 B1 and B2 (eg, P18 and P53). Amongst the 
Roman sandy wares, jars are also predominantly quite simple 
necked profiles although many have slightly more well-defined 
necks than their grog-tempered counterparts (eg, P49) and 
some have carinated shoulders (eg, P39); this is in keeping with 
the range of fabrics produced in the early Arun valley industry, 
for example at the production site at Littlehampton (Laidlaw 
2002). One cordoned-necked vessel in a dark-surfaced sandy 
ware of dissimilar fabric to most of the other local fabrics also 
features a slight pedestal base (P35).

Given the site’s rural setting, there is also a fairly wide 
selection of non-jar forms, although these include quite a high 
proportion of vessels which are difficult to distinguish definitively 
as either jars or beakers. These are typically thin-walled vessels 
of small diameter (usually <120mm) with either bead-rimmed 
or necked profiles which have some similarities to beakers but 
which could fall within the range of smaller jars (eg, P30, P36, 
P41). Where vessels are more certainly assigned as beakers they 
are generally butt-beaker or globular forms (eg, P19, P23), with 
one example of a carinated beaker (P48). They are mostly made in 
grog-tempered wares (although three small butt-beaker rims were 
noted in imported Gallo-Belgic white wares, including P37).

Bowls are all but absent from the assemblage, being confined 
to a single grog-tempered, pedestalled, carinated bowl clearly 
influenced by Gallo-Belgic imported vessels (P25; cf Thompson 
1982, type F3–2 and Hawkes & Hull 1947 Camulodunum 
210). Serving of food on platters seems to have been more widely 
practised, however, and grog-tempered imitations of terra nigra 
prototypes mostly appear similar to Camulodunum 16/17 types 
(eg, P28). A single vessel in a probable Arun valley coarse ware is 
similar to Camulodunum 14. In addition a body sherd, clearly 
from the central base area of a platter, bears an abraded stamp 
– possibly representing a numeral (P51). It has previously been 
suggested that platters bearing illiterate stamps from Roman 
London were from an Arun valley source, probably indicating 
some trade in pottery along Stane Street (Davies et al 1994, 89 
and fig 142, nos 477–479; Rigby 1978).

Flagons appear quite well represented in terms of EVE 
quantification although it should be noted that these are 
represented by just two vessels with compete or near-complete 
rim circumferences. The collared example (P16), in a local 

Form type EVE % EVE ENV % ENV
Flagon 1.70 4.8 2 0.6

Beaker 1.50 4.2 12 3.5

Jar/beaker 2.22 6.3 69 20.4

Jar 27.15 76.4 229 67.6

Bowl 0.10 0.3 1 0.3

Platter 0.43 1.2 6 1.8

Cup 0.38 1.1 2 0.6

Mortarium 0.0 1 0.3

Lid 2.04 5.7 17 5.0

Total 35.52 100.0 339 100.0

Table 11.11 Quantification of period 3 forms (EVE = estimated vessel 
equivalent; ENV = estimated number of vessels)
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grog-tempered fabric, is very clearly based on the Gaulish 
Hofheim type (Camulodunum 140). The other (P27), which 
is in an imported fabric, is a slightly less common north 
Gaulish form though it can probably be broadly grouped with 
the narrow ribbed-collar types seen in the King Harry Lane 
assemblage (Stead & Rigby 1989, 144, type 9).

Amongst the drinking vessels, cups are much more poorly 
represented than beakers. However, of note is one example 
of a Camulodunum 56 cup in terra rubra or a very good-
quality Romano-British imitation (P42). Mortaria are similarly 
uncommon, represented by just a single partial flange in a poorly 
made unsourced orange oxidised ware. Interestingly the most 
frequent non-jar form is the lid, making up c 5% of the assemblage 
and made in both grog-tempered and possible Arun valley coarse 
ware fabrics (eg, P13, P34 and P44). Recent studies on settlement 
hierarchies in Essex suggest that food preparation using lidded 
vessels may be more clearly identified in areas linked to the Roman 
military or administration, with fewer lids typically used on lower-
status rural sites (Doherty 2013, 129; Pitts 2013, 161).

CATALOGUE
Enclosure 2 (ENC2)
P12. Simple short-necked jar. Fill [1949], ditch [1948] (G45). Fabric GROG1.
P13. Plain lid. Fill [4257], ditch [4259] (G45). Fabric CALC2.
P14. Simple necked jar with possible trace of curvilinear tooled decoration on 

shoulder. Fill [2621], ditch [2620] (G46). Fabric GROG1.
P15. Jar/beaker with bead rim. Fill [2621], ditch [2620] (G46). Fabric GROG1.
P16. Collared-rimmed flagon. Fill [1890], pit [1889] (G47). Fabric GROG1.
P17. Simple necked jar with pitch-like residue along rim. Fill [2619], pit 

[2618] (G47). Fabric GROG1.
P18. Necked jar with cordoned shoulder. Fill [4182], pit [4183] (G47). Fabric GROG1.
P19. Globular beaker with simple necked profile. Fill [4240], pit [4241] (G47). 

Fabric GROG1.

Enclosure 5 (ENC5)
P20. Simple necked jar with tooled arcs on shoulder. Fill [1706], pit [1705] 

(G66). Fabric GROG1.
P21. Simple necked jar. Fill [1706], pit [1705] (G66). Fabric GROG1.
P22. Necked jar with pronounced shoulder. Fill [1706], pit [1705] (G66). 

Fabric GROG1.
P23. Globular beaker with simple necked profile. Fill [1706], pit [1705] (G66). 

Fabric GROG1.
P24. Body sherd with horizontal finger-impressed cordon on the mid body 

area. Fill [1706], pit [1705] (G66). Fabric GROG1.
P25. Carinated pedestalled bowl with burnished wavy-line decoration on neck 

and shoulder area; cf Thompson 1982, type F3–2; Hawkes & Hull 1947, 
Camulodunum 210. Fill [4379], ditch [4377] (G64). Fabric GROG1.

Enclosure 6 (ENC6)
P26. Simple necked jar with burnished arc decoration on shoulder. Fill [1907], 

ditch [1908] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P27. Collared flagon. Fill [2290], ditch [2289] (G67). Fabric NGWH.
P28. Plain Gallo-Belgic-style platter. Fill [2296], ditch [2289] (G67). Fabric 

GROG1.
P29. Simple necked jar. Fill [2295], ditch [2293] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P30. Simple necked globular jar/beaker. Fill [2295], ditch [2293] (G67). Fabric 

GROG1.
P31. Simple necked jar. Fill [2295], ditch [2293] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P32. Large simple necked jar with pitch-like residue along rim. Fill [2324], 

ditch [2293] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P33. Simple necked jar with low shoulder and pear-shaped profile. Fill [2324], 

ditch [2293] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P34. Domed lid with tooled line decoration. Fill [2324], ditch [2293] (G67). 

Fabric GROG1.
P35. Cordoned-necked jar with pronounced wide shoulder and narrow 

pedestal base; burnished vertical-line decoration on the lower body. Fill 
[2297], ditch [2303] (G67). Fabric SAND.

P36. Necked jar/beaker with warped profile, possibly representing a waster or 
second. Fill [2335], ditch [2334] (G67). Fabric GROG1.

P37. Butt beaker. Fill [2426], ditch [2425] (G67). Fabric NGWH.
P38. Simple necked jar. Fill [2445], ditch [2444] (G67). Fabric SAND1.
P39. Jar with well-defined neck and carinated shoulder. Fill [2445], ditch 

[2444] (G67). Fabric SAND1.
P40. Simple necked jar. Fill [2445], ditch [2444] (G67). Fabric GROG2.
P41. Long-necked jar or butt-beaker derivative. Fill [2445], ditch [2444] 

(G67). Fabric GROG2.
P42. Flanged cup (cf Hawkes & Hull 1947, Camulodunum 58) in terra rubra 

or good-quality Romano-British imitation. Fill [2445], ditch [2444] (G67). 
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Fig 11.11 Pottery vessels P20–P25 from Enclosure 5
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Fig 11.10 Pottery vessels P12–P19 from Enclosure 2
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Fabric TR/TRIM.
P43. Simple necked jar with burnished arc decoration. Fill [2445], ditch 

[2444] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P44. Plain lid. Fill [2445], ditch [2444] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P45. Simple necked jar. Fill [4252], ditch [4253] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P46. Small simple necked jar. Fill [4252], ditch [4253] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P47. Simple necked jar. Fill [4252], ditch [4253] (G67). Fabric CALC2.
P48. Necked carinated beaker. Fill [4252], ditch [4253] (G67). Fabric GROG1.

P49. Jar with well-defined neck. Fill [4329], ditch [4289] (G67). Fabric 
SAND1.

P50. Simple necked jar. Fill [4329], ditch [4289] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P51. Abraded stamp, possibly a numeral stamp, from the interior basal surface 

of a platter. Fill [4318], ditch [4302] (G67). Fabric SAND1.
P52. Simple necked jar. Fill [4318], ditch [4302] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
P53. Necked jar with cordon formed by a series of grooves on the shoulder. Fill 

[4318], ditch [4302] (G67). Fabric GROG1.
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Fig 11.12 Pottery vessels P26–P53 from Enclosure 6
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PERIOD 4: ROMANO-BRITISH
PERIOD 4, PHASE 1
Period 4, phase 1 appears to represent a direct continuation of 
the activity in period 3 and, on the whole, a similar range of 
fabrics and forms is represented. It is characterised by a gradual 
shift away from hand-made tempered wares towards Roman 
sandy fabrics (Figs 11.13 and 11.14).

Fabrics

By period 4, non-grog-tempered wares are almost certainly 
entirely residual although they still occur in small quantities 
(Table 11.12). Grog-tempered wares, GROG1 and GROG2, 
still make up a significant component of the assemblage but 
the proportions vary quite significantly from feature to feature. 
Amongst the earliest land-use elements from this period, such 
as ENC7 and ENC9, they still account for over three-quarters 
of the assemblage, whilst in others, such as B12 or ENC4, they 
are wholly absent. This suggests that the use of grog-tempered 

wares declined quite rapidly during the period AD 70–120. 
Two conjoining sherds from a butt-beaker in north Gaulish 
white ware were recovered from one of the earlier period 4 
groups in ENC4 but this probably represents one of the latest 
vessels of this type or perhaps a survival in use.

As grog-tempered wares reduced in frequency, a much 
larger proportion of the assemblage was taken up by Roman 
sandy wares. However, these are largely the same types of fabric 
initially seen in period 3: coarse wares probably deriving from the 
Arun valley industry (fabrics SAND1 and OXID1) with small 
numbers of fine and table wares more certainly assigned to this 
industry (AVWH, AVGF and AVOF). Other regionally traded 
wares appear to have had a minimal impact in this period. It has 
already been noted that it may be difficult to distinguish Arun 
valley wares from some of the more locally distributed coarse 
wares of the Alice Holt industry, but it is clear that there are very 
few sherds of the more recognisable regionally traded Alice Holt 
grey wares. There are also relatively few examples of distinctive 

Fabric type SC Wt (g) ENV % SC % Wt % ENV

Hand-made tempered fabrics (excluding grog) 31 67 5 2.5 1.1 0.7

CALC2 12 21 4 1.0 0.3 0.6

QUAR3 19 46 1 1.5 0.7 0.1

Grog-tempered wares 398 1960 254 31.8 31.0 37.5

GROG1 359 1737 228 28.7 27.5 33.7

GROG2 39 223 26 3.1 3.5 3.8

Imported Gallo-Belgic wares 2 6 1 0.2 0.1 0.1

NGWH (north Gaulish white ware) 2 6 1 0.2 0.1 0.1

Post-Conquest fabrics 810 4197 412 64.7 66.3 60.9

AHSU (Alice Holt Surrey ware) 4 36 4 0.3 0.6 0.6

AVGF (Arun valley fine grey ware) 8 22 4 0.6 0.3 0.6

AVOF (Arun valley fine oxidised ware) 1 2 1 0.1 0.0 0.1

AVWH (Arun valley white ware) 9 50 4 0.7 0.8 0.6

BBS (black-burnished-style ware) 1 46 1 0.1 0.7 0.1

FINE (unsourced fine unoxidised ware) 27 86 14 2.2 1.4 2.1

NKGW (north Kent fine grey ware) 2 6 1 0.2 0.1 0.1

OXID (unsourced oxidised ware) 27 78 3 2.2 1.2 0.4

OXID1 (unsourced/local oxidised ware 1) 62 308 21 5.0 4.9 3.1

OXRC* (Oxfordshire red-slipped ware) 1 <2 1 0.1 0.0 0.1

PORD* (Portchester D ware) 6 44 1 0.5 0.7 0.1

SAMLZ (Lezoux samian ware) 3 7 2 0.2 0.1 0.3

SAND (unsourced unoxidised ware) 25 171 6 2.0 2.7 0.9

SAND1 (unsourced/local unoxidised ware 1) 645 3438 354 51.5 54.3 52.3

Total 1252 6327 677 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table 11.12 Quantification of period 4, phase 1 fabrics (SC = sherd count; Wt = weight; ENV = estimated number of vessels0 ;* = fabric considered intrusive)
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forms associated with the industry such as ‘Surrey bowls’ (form 
4K; Lyne & Jefferies 1979, class 5). The only other late 1st-/early 
2nd-century AD regionally traded wares are represented by small 
sherds from a single vessel in North Kent fine grey ware. From 
a chronological perspective, the presence of tiny quantities of 
Lezoux samian ware (SAMLZ) and local black-burnished-style 
wares (BBS) are also of note as these can clearly be placed from 
the Hadrianic period, suggesting that the very latest features 
from period 4, phase 1 were filled after c AD 120.

Forms

The range of forms remains relatively unchanged in period 4 with 
no clear reduction in the number of jars (Table 11.13); jar/beaker 
and lid forms also remain similarly common. Simple necked 
jars continue to be by far the most common individual form 
type. There are, however, a number of examples of flat-rimmed 
jars dated to after c AD 90 (eg, P54). These do bear similarities 
to forms produced in the Alice Holt industry (Lyne & Jefferies 
1979, class 3A) but none were clearly attributable to this industry 
based on fabric type, all being associated with SAND1/OXID1 
fabrics. Also occurring in these fabrics are a few examples of 
everted-rimmed jars probably influenced by the black-burnished 
tradition and therefore likely to date to the Hadrianic period. 
Many other minor changes in form composition probably also 
represent chronological trends. Bowls, for example, which had 
been absent in period 3 are represented by reeded-rimmed (P55) 
or flat-rimmed forms (P57). Similarly, Gallo-Belgic-style platters 
decline in this period but there are at least two examples of black-
burnished-style shallow dishes (P58 and P59).

One potentially interesting pattern is the complete absence 
of flagons and cups from this period. Again, this is probably 
partly explained by chronology. Most of the vessels possibly 
associated with the pouring and drinking of wine or other 
beverages in period 3 were imported or were local wares which 
clearly imitated Gallo-Belgic prototypes, but it is interesting to 
note that similar vessel types in samian ware or Romano-British 
white wares were not adopted in the later history of the site.

CATALOGUE
Building 12 (B12)
P54. Flat-rimmed jar. Occupation layer [5056] (G149). Fabric SAND1.
P55. Flat reeded-rimmed bowl. Occupation layer [5056] (G149). Fabric 

SAND1.
P56. Plain lid. Occupation layer [5056] (G149). Fabric OXID1.
P57. Rounded-rimmed bowl. Occupation layer [84/009] (G149). Fabric 

SAND1.
P58. Plain-rimmed dish. Occupation layer [84/009] (G149). Fabric SAND.

Ditch 12 (D12)
P59. Plain-rimmed dish. Fill [4904], ditch [4903] (G126). Fabric BBS.

PERIOD 4, PHASE 2
The quantity of pottery recovered from deposits assigned to 
period 4, phase 2 is tiny in comparison to that from the Latest 
Iron Age/Early Romano-British period (Table 11.14; Figs 
11.15 and 11.16). Following period 4, phase 1 there appears to 
have been a fairly length period of time when no pottery was 
being consumed or deposited at the site. However, in one area, 
elements of the earlier Roman ENC5 and ENC6 appear to 
have remained at least partially open to receive material at the 
very end of the Roman period (G152).

The composition of the period 4, phase 2 groups was 
clearly very distinct although small quantities of grog-tempered 
and sandy wares similar to those from period 3 and period 4, 
phase 1 were recorded. All of these are undiagnostic sherds 
and since most of the assemblage comes from upper deposits 
of features which produced earlier Roman material in lower 
fills, it is unclear whether these are residual. Certainly grog-
tempered wares would be expected to make up a proportion of 
later Roman assemblages. Fairly locally, at Burgess Hill, a later 
4th- to early 5th-century site lacking earlier Roman activity, 

Form type EVE % EVE ENV % ENV

Jar 3.92 62.7 58 73.4

Jar/beaker 1.4 22.4 9 11.4

Beaker 0.23 3.7 2 2.5

Bowl 0.26 4.2 2 2.5

Platter/dish 0.27 4.3 3 3.8

Lid 0.17 2.7 5 6.3

Total 6.25 100.0 79 100.0

Table 11.13 Quantification of period 4, phase 1 forms (EVE = estimated 
vessel equivalent; ENV = estimated number of vessels)
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Fig 11.13 Pottery vessels P54–P58 from Building 12
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Fig 11.14 Pottery vessel P59 from Ditch 12
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about a quarter of the assemblage from a large ditch group was 
grog-tempered (Lyne 1999, microfiche table 2); the Wickhurst 
Green fabrics SAND1 and OXID1, however, are suspected to 
be products of the Arun valley industry, which had suffered a 
severe decline by the 3rd century (Lyne 2003, 145).

The main components are from Alice Holt/Overwey, and 
include very high proportions of late Alice Holt grey ware 
(AHFA) and Overwey/Portchester D coarse oxidised wares 
(PORD), each accounting for about a third of the assemblage. 
Elsewhere in Sussex it has been suggested that high proportions 
of these wares, PORD in particular, are strongly indicative of 
very late Roman dating. Lyne (1999, 54) cites an association 
between a pottery group with high proportions of this ware and 
a coin of Gratian at Truleigh Hill, and suggests that at Burgess 
Hill a ditch group in which 25% of the fabrics were made up 
by PORD is therefore to likely post-date AD 370.

Similarly, Oxfordshire red-slipped ware (OXRC), which 
was distributed quite widely but at low levels in southern 
Britain from c AD 270, can be shown to increase in frequency 
after c AD 350 in well-stratified late Roman urban sites and 
forts (eg, Symonds & Tomber 1991, 83–4; Fulford 1975, 285–
7). Whilst it is probable that demand for fine wares may have 
been slightly lower on rural sites, it is clear that levels of these 
wares also increased in the countryside. For example, in the 
large Burgess Hill ditch group they accounted for over 12% of 
the assemblage (Lyne 1999, microfiche table 2). A few sherds of 
Mayen ware/Eifelkeramik (EIFL) are also quite typical of latest 
Roman assemblages, as is a single possible sherd of Pevensey 
ware found in an unstratified context at Wickhurst Green.

By the late Roman period, there is a concentration on 
just a few coarse ware form types (Table 11.15), a pattern 
which occurs fairly widely in Roman Britain. The main forms 
are strongly everted-rimmed black-burnished-style jars (not 
illustrated), hooked-rimmed (Lyne & Jefferies 1979, class 3C) 
jars frequently associated with rilled decoration (P60 and P63), 
bead-and-flange bowls (P64) and plain-rimmed dishes (P62). 
Fine ware forms are represented by just one well-stratified 
example of a Dragendorff form 38-derived flanged bowl in 
Oxfordshire red-slipped ware (P61) as well as a mortarium 
found as a residual element in a later feature (P65).

CATALOGUE
Open Area 33 (OA33)
P60. Hooked-rimmed rilled jar. Layer [3190] (G152). Fabric PORD.
P61. Dragendorff form 38-derived bead-and-flange bowl. Layer [3190] 

(G152). Fabric OXRC.
P62. Plain-rimmed dish. Layer [4097] (G152). Fabric BBS.
P63. Hooked-rimmed rilled jar. Layer [4097] (G152). Fabric PORD.
P64. Bead-and-flange bowl. Layer [4097] (G152). Fabric PORD.

Residual in post-Roman structure Building 13 (B13)
P65. Young 1977, C100 bead-and-flange mortarium. Fabric OXRC.
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Fig 11.15 Pottery vessels P60–P64 from Open Area 33

Fig 11.16 Pottery vessel P65 from Building 13

Form type EVE % EVE ENV % ENV
Jar 1.81 68.6 16 72.7

Bowl 0.42 15.9 5 22.7

Dish 0.41 15.5 1 4.5

Total 2.64 100.0 22 100.0

Table 11.15 Quantification of period 4, phase 2 forms (EVE = estimated 
vessel equivalent; ENV = estimated number of vessels)

Fabric types SC Wt 
(g) ENV  % 

SC % Wt % 
ENV

AHFA  
(Alice Holt Farnham ware) 52 456 39 27.8 28.4 35.1

BBS  
(black-burnished-style ware) 9 96 1 4.8 6.0 0.9

EIFL (Eifelkeramik) 10 90 4 5.3 5.6 3.6

GROG1  
(grog-tempered ware 1) 13 64 8 7.0 4.0 7.2

GROG2  
(grog-tempered ware 2 4 32 2 2.1 2.0 1.8

OXID1 (unsourced/local 
oxidised ware 1) 8 48 3 4.3 3.0 2.7

OXRC (Oxfordshire red-
slipped ware)

12 140 8 6.4 8.7 7.2

PORD  
(Portchester D ware) 65 552 37 34.8 34.3 33.3

SAND  
(unsourced unoxidised ware) 11 118 6 5.9 7.3 5.4

SAND1 (unsourced/local 
unoxidised ware 1)

3 12 3 1.6 0.7 2.7

Total 187 1608 111 100.0 100.0 100.0

Table 11.14 Quantification of period 4, phase 2 fabrics (SC = sherd count; 
Wt = weight; ENV = estimated number of vessels)
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11.3  POST-ROMAN POTTERY
Luke Barber

INTRODUCTION
The evaluation and subsequent phases of excavation at the 
site produced 2244 sherds of post-Roman pottery, weighing 
just over 17.5kg, from 219 individually numbered contexts. 
This total includes pottery recovered from the environmental 
residues. The assemblage has been fully quantified by context, 
fabric and form using the mediums of sherd count, weight and 
ENV (estimated number of vessels). This information has been 
recorded on pro forma sheets, which have been retained for the 
archive, and a corresponding Microsoft Excel spreadsheet was 
created as part of the digital archive. The assemblage is quite 
variable in condition. Generally sherds tend to be of a small size 
(up to 30mm across) and although there are a few larger pieces, 
particularly amongst the post-medieval material, the trend is 
decidedly toward small sherds. Abrasion is often difficult to 
assess because of the surface weathering of sherds as a result 
of the acidic subsoil at the site. Although most sherds do not 
appear very fresh this is often probably the result of the subsoil. 
However, although the small size of many of the earlier sherds 
is undoubtedly the result of their low original firing rather than 
of subsequent reworking, even some of the better-fired sandy 
wares are represented by small abraded pieces. It would appear, 
therefore, that a fair proportion of the assemblage has been 
subjected to at least some reworking.

A number of different periods are represented in the 
assemblage. The sherds allocated to each are quantified in 
Table 11.16 in order to characterise the assemblage. It should 
be noted that some sherds/fabrics undoubtedly cross the 
chronological boundaries allocated between periods but overall 
this breakdown gives a reliable overview of the assemblage.

Although the assemblage is small, particularly when 
divided into its chronological subperiods, it is an important 
one for the Weald. The area has produced very little pottery 
to date, particularly from modern excavations in rural areas. 
The current assemblage is therefore a very welcome group, 
particularly for the early medieval (Saxo-Norman) period. 
It has resulted in several new fabrics being identified for the 

county series and the establishment of a fairly comprehensive 
fabric set for this part of the Weald up to the end of the high 
medieval period. It is unfortunate that many of the individual 
context/pit groups are either very small, or contain obvious 
residual material. Of the 219 individually numbered contexts, 
140 produced between one and five sherds and a further 57 
contexts contained between just six and 20 sherds apiece. To 
some extent this can be overcome in places by quantifying 
group assemblages, though this always introduces the danger of 
mixing close, but not identical, chronological ceramic groups. 
As such the aim of the current report is to publish the range 
of fabrics and forms present at the site at a more general level 
in an attempt to characterise the range of pottery in use in this 
part of the Weald. Key groups are considered where appropriate 
and the assemblages are set in the wider ceramic context.

MIDDLE–LATE ANGLO-SAXON
There are just four definite Saxon sherds in the assemblage in 
one of two flint-tempered fabrics. These are described here 
and correlated with the county series in Table 11.17. It is quite 
probable that some of the fabrics grouped under the early 
medieval period extend back into the first half of the 11th 
century, but to date no conclusive stratigraphic evidence has 
been forthcoming from either the current or previously excavated 
sites in the Weald to prove this. Where rim forms in the early 
medieval fabrics are present they are usually of types that can be 
placed happily in the post-Conquest period though a few simple 
types could easily be from the first half of the 11th century. 
However, larger assemblages containing feature sherds will be 
needed in the future to confirm the onset of these fabrics.

F1 Fine flint-tempered
A low- to medium-fired reduced fabric tempered with abundant fine/medium 
subangular flint (often white) to 1mm but no quartz. A single body sherd from 
a reduced cooking pot is present (probably residual in [1362], SG2265, B16). 
Suggested date range at current site: c 950–1100.

F2 Coarse flint-tempered
A low-fired reduced fabric tempered with moderate/abundant coarse 
subrounded multicoloured flint grits to 1.5mm but no quartz. All sherds 
consist of featureless body fragments, probably from cooking pots. Suggested 
date range at current site: c 750–1000.

Subperiod Date range (century AD) SC Wt (g) Average sherd size No of fabrics

Middle–Late Saxon 8th – early 11th 4 22 5.5 2

Early medieval early/mid 11th – early 13th 1719 9571 5.6 16

High medieval early/mid 13th – mid/late 14th 391 4365 11.2 15

Early post-medieval mid 16th – mid 18th 64 2331 36.4 11

Late post-medieval mid 18th – 19th+ 66 1367 20.7 10

Total 2244 17,656 7.9 54

Table 11.16 Post-Roman pottery assemblage by subperiod (SC = sherd count; Wt = weight)
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Middle Saxon pottery is notoriously rare in Sussex and it is 
likely that very little was being used (Hodges 1980). The Weald 
at the time was undoubtedly exploited but it is unlikely that 
the low-fired fragile ceramics of the time would have been 
suitable for transient populations. However, 12 sherds from 
a maximum of three vessels were recovered from a Middle 
Saxon iron-smelting site on the Ashdown Forest (Streeten 
1982). Two of the three fabrics were essentially coarse flint-
tempered, but contained some quartz, sandstone and organic 
matters. The third fabric, represented by a single sherd, was 
organic-tempered. The fact that three fabrics were present and 
that flint was a dominant tempering agent demonstrates that 
both ceramics were in use at this time and that they could 
be transported into the Weald if required. Their presence at 
the smelting site may have been due both to the needs of the 
ironworkers and to the fact they had a more sedentary life, even 
if it were seasonal. The current Saxon fabrics do not contain 
organic material but the assemblage is too small for this to be a 
reliable indication to preclude a Middle Saxon date, particularly 
for fabric F2.

Late Anglo-Saxon pottery is more common in Sussex but 
the majority has been recovered from urban centres. Although 
better made, it is still unlikely to have been suitable for 
prolonged transport into the Weald. The fact the two definite 
Saxon fabrics are flint-tempered suggests the vessels in question 
were made closer to the North or South Downs, where flint-
tempering agents are available. In the unlikely event of pottery 
being manufactured this early in the Weald it would have 
drawn on local tempering agents such as quartz, sandstone and, 
in some areas, fossil shell. All of these tempering agents feature 
in the early medieval fabric suite and, as noted above, some 
could be of pre-Conquest origin even if the current rim forms 
are unlikely to be earlier than the 11th century.

The F1 and F2 sherds from B16 and ENC16 respectively 
are almost certainly residual in their contexts though suggestive 
of early activity in these areas. However, the F2 sherds from 
B13 and ENC25 are not associated with any later pottery. 
Although these are isolated and possibly residual small sherds 
the lack of later ceramics in these two instances suggests the 
associated features may well have represented Middle–Late 
Anglo-Saxon activity. Both were widely spread, correlating 
with the locations of the residual Saxon sherds. Without a 
larger assemblage containing feature sherds it is very difficult 
to date the current Saxon sherds closely, particularly as the 
Saxon radiocarbon dates show a chronological scatter across the 
Middle–Late Anglo-Saxon periods.

EARLY MEDIEVAL
FABRICS AND CATALOGUE
As can be seen from Table 11.16 the vast majority of the 
assemblage is of early medieval (Saxo-Norman) date, ranging 
from the early/mid 11th century to the early 13th century. As 
noted above, some of the sherds within this group may be of 
pre-Conquest 11th-century date, but the majority appear to 
belong to the mid 11th century or later.

The 16 different fabrics allocated to this subperiod are 
described below with full quantifications and concordance with 
the Sussex county fabric series being given in Table 11.17. Many 
of the fabrics were previously known (though not from this 
part of the Weald) but the current site has produced seven new 
types, most notably some examples with sandstone inclusions 
that must be of fairly local origin. Calcareous/chalk- and 
sandstone-tempered wares of the 11th to 12th centuries are well 
represented, but the most common types are those tempered 
with flint and sand (FQ) and shell (SS), probably mainly of 
later 11th- to very early 13th-century date. The sandy wares 
(Q) include coarse types of the 12th century or earlier as well as 
finer, more developed types of the later 12th to 13th centuries. 
The exact chronological range of some of these sandy wares is 
unclear but some overlap with the following period is certain.

FQ1 Abundant fine flint sand
A low- to medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate fine subrounded 
and subangular multicoloured flint sand (to 0.5mm usually) and common fine/
medium quartz. Only undecorated cooking pots were noted, with just three rim 
sherds being present. These consist of a simple everted type of the early 12th 
century as well as a more developed bulbous club and collared rims of the later 
12th century. Suggested date range at current site: c 1125–1225.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.17)
P66. Cooking pot with collared rim. Mid grey core, pale brown-orange surfaces 

with slight sooting on rim exterior. Fill [2926], pit/ditch [2925] (SG1274, 
G264, OA52). Fabric FQ1.

FQ2 Abundant coarse flint sand
A low- to medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with abundant subrounded 
and subangular multicoloured flint sand (to 1mm) with no/negligible quartz. A 
major fabric at the site (Table 11.17), almost exclusively represented by cooking 
pots. These have a variety of rim forms that span the 11th to later 12th centuries, 
including simple everted, flaring with external bead, thickened everted, rounded 
club and everted with squared end. Decoration consists of three vessels with 
piecrusting on their rims and a single body sherd (not necessarily from a cooking 
pot) with an incised chevron design. From [4509] (SG1970, G162, R8) comes 
a sherd from a 120mm-diameter chimney pot/ventilator with simple rim (Wt 
129g). Suggested date range at current site: c 1025/50–1200.

Fig 11.17 Pottery vessel P66 in fabric FQ1

P66
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CATALOGUE (Fig 11.18)
P67. Cooking pot with slightly thickened everted rim. Mid grey core, mid grey 

to brown-orange patchy surfaces. Fill [1316], pit [1314] (SG2244, G186, 
S7). Fabric FQ2.

P68. Cooking pot with upright bead on an everted rim. Mid grey core with 
pale brown-orange surfaces. Exterior sooted. Fill [1405], cut [1404] 
(SG2286, G232, ENC16). Fabric FQ2.

P69. Cooking pot with upright bead on an everted rim, with piecrust 
decoration. Mid grey core with pale brown-orange inner surfaces and 
dark brown exterior surfaces. Externally sooted. Fill [1405], cut [1404] 
(SG2286, G232, ENC16). Fabric FQ2.

70. Cooking pot with externally beaded flaring rim. Mid grey core with dull 
orange to grey patchy surfaces. Fill [2943], pit/ditch [2944] (SG1279, 
G264, OA52). Fabric FQ2.

71. Cooking pot with externally beaded everted rim. Mid grey core with 
dull orange surfaces. Some external sooting. Fill [3149], pit/ditch [3148] 
(SG1380, G264, OA52). Fabric FQ2.

C1 Abundant chalk

A low- to medium-fired (usually) oxidised fabric tempered with abundant 
rounded chalk (voids) to 1.5mm, giving a distinctly corky appearance. 
Some fine quartz and occasional subrounded flint inclusions to 1mm. Only 
undecorated cooking pots were recognised, one with simple squared rim, the 
other with a thickened everted rim. Suggested date range at current site: c 
1025/50–1150.

C2 Abundant chalk with moderate quartz and flint grits
A low- to medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with abundant rounded 
chalk (usually voids) to 1mm, common fine/medium quartz and occasional 
subrounded flint inclusions to 2mm. Only undecorated cooking pots were 
recognised, one with flaring squared rim, the other with a thickened everted 
rim. Suggested date range at current site: c 1025–1150.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.19)
P72. Cooking pot with thickened everted rim. Mid grey core with dull orange 

inner and brown-grey outer surfaces. Exterior worn. Fill [2259], ditch 
[2258] (SG963, G191, ENC13). Fabric C2.

P73. Cooking pot with squared flaring rim with very slight external bead. Mid 
grey core with dull orange to orange-brown surfaces. Some external sooting 
on rim. Fill [4514], cut [4514] (SG1974, G162, R8). Fabric C2.

C3 Moderate quartz with sparse siltstone, chalk and iron oxides
A low- to medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate fine to 
medium quartz and with sparse subrounded siltstone and iron oxide pellets to 
5mm (most to 1mm) and occasional chalk inclusions (voids) to 2mm. Only 
a featureless body sherd was recovered. Suggested date range at current site: c 
1025/50–1150.

C4 Common fine chalk with quartz
A low- to medium-fired (usually) reduced fabric tempered with common fine chalk 
to 0.5mm and moderate fine/medium quartz. Only body sherds from undecorated 
cooking pots were recovered. Suggested date range at current site: c 1050–1150.

Sast 1 Sandstone and calcareous tempering
A low- to medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate subrounded 
sandstone/siltstone pellets to 2mm, rare medium quartz and rare calcareous/flint 
inclusions to 1mm. Most recovered pieces consist of body sherds from undecorated 
cooking pots but a single squared flaring rim was recovered, suggesting an 11th- to 
early 12th-century date. Suggested date range at current site: c 1000–1150.

SS1 Moderate/abundant shell
A low-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant coarse shell 
(voids) to 2mm, giving a distinctly corky appearance, as fabric C1. No obvious 
quartz. This is a major ware at the site (Table 11.17) and although bowls/
dishes would almost certainly have been present no diagnostic sherds from such 
vessels were recognised, the only definite form being cooking pots. A number 
of rim forms are present, including simple everted (on the earliest vessels), 
squared flaring, thickened flaring, flaring or thickened with either external 
or, more commonly, internal beading and, on the later vessels, triangular and 
rectangular club rims. Decoration is confined to a single rim with piecrusting 
and another vessel with incised wavy-line decoration on its shoulder. Suggested 
date range at current site: c 1025/50–1175.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.20)
P74. Cooking pot with internally beaded flaring rim. Dark grey core with 

orange/brown surfaces. Exterior sooted. Fill [238], ditch [237] (SG68, 
G188, D22). Fabric SS1.

P75. Cooking pot with simple thickened out-turned rim. Dark grey core and 
outer surface, with dull brown interior surface. Horizontal incised wavy-line 
decoration on shoulder. Externally sooted. Fill [265], pit [262] (SG81, 
G316, OA59). Fabric SS1.

P76. Cooking pot with internally beaded flaring rim. Dark grey/black core 
and interior surfaces, with black/dull brown patchy exterior surfaces. Fill 
[1127], pit [1126] (SG505, G310, OA66). Fabric SS1.

P77. Cooking pot with externally thickened flaring rim. Mid grey core with 
dull brown-orange surfaces. Fill [1127], pit [1126] (SG505, G310, OA66). 
Fabric SS1.

P78. Cooking pot with externally thickened flaring rim. Dark grey core with 
dark grey/brown patchy surfaces. Heavily sooted exterior. Fill [2013], pit 
[2007] (SG851, G259, OA52). Fabric SS1.

P79. Cooking pot with externally thickened flaring rim. Mid grey/brown core 
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Fig 11.18 Pottery vessels P67–P71 in fabric FQ2
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Fig 11.19 Pottery vessels P72–P73 in fabric C2
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Fig 11.20 Pottery vessels P74–P79 in fabric SS1
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with dull brown-orange surfaces. Exterior sooted. Fill [2926], pit/ditch 
[2925] (SG1274, G264, OA52). Fabric SS1.

SS2 Sparse/moderate shell and quartz
A low- to medium-fired reduced or oxidised fabric tempered with common 
fine quartz and common/moderate shell (voids) to 2mm. The only forms 
noted consist of undecorated cooking pots with beaded or bulbous club rims. 
Suggested date range at current site: c 1100–1225.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.21)
P80. Cooking pot with rounded club rim. 

Mid grey core with orange-brown 
surfaces with some grey patches. Fill 
[2071], ditch [2070] (SG880, G225, 
R12). Fabric SS2.

SS3 Rare/sparse shell, common quartz 
and siltstone
A low- to medium-fired oxidised fabric 
tempered with common fine/medium 
quartz, common subrounded siltstone to 
1.5mm and rare/sparse shell (voids) and 
iron oxide pellets to 1mm. Only body 
sherds from undecorated cooking pots were 
noted. Suggested date range at current site: 
c 1150–1300.

SS4 Sparse shell, moderate sand and common flint
A low- to medium-fired oxidised/reduced fabric tempered with moderate fine 
to medium quartz, common subangular flint to 1mm and sparse shell (voids) 
to 0.5mm. A single body sherd from an undecorated cooking pot is present. 
Suggested date range at current site: c 1150–1250.

Q1 Coarse sand
A medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with abundant medium/coarse quartz. 
This is another of the major wares at the site, but once again only cooking pot 
forms were noted. These have a range of rim types including simple everted and 
flaring, flaring with external bead through to the later squared club. The high 
proportion of simple rims suggests a definite origin in the 11th century for this 
fabric. Suggested date range at current site: c 1025–1175.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.22)
P81. Cooking pot with simple squared everted rim. Light grey core with dull 

brown-orange surfaces. Exterior and rim interior sooted. Fill [365], pit 
[364] (SG130, G316, OA59). Fabric Q1.

P82. Cooking pot with simple everted rim. Light grey core with light to mid 
grey surfaces. Fill [2937], pit [2939] (SG1277, G264, OA52). Fabric Q1.

P83. Cooking pot with beaded flaring rim. Light grey core with mid grey 
surfaces. Fill [2937], pit [2939] (SG1277, G264, OA52). Fabric Q1.

Q1 COR Very coarse sand
A medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant very coarse 
quartz to 1.5mm (some rose tinted and black grains), red iron oxide and dull 
yellow siltstone subrounded grains to 2mm. Only cooking pots were noted, 
though some vessels could be from storage jars. Certainly there are two examples 
with early-style applied thumbed strips that could suggest the latter vessel type. 
Rims consist of simple squared everted or flaring types suggesting an 11th- to 
early 12th-century date. Suggested date range at current site: c 1000–1150.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.23)
P84. Cooking pot with simple squared flaring rim. Mid grey core with pale 

orange surfaces. Exterior and rim interior sooted. Fill [631], ditch [633] 
(SG256, G164, ENC12). Fabric Q1 COR.

P85. Body sherd with early-type applied vertical thumbed strip. Light grey core 
with dull orange surfaces. Fill [1316], pit [1314] (SG2244, G186, S7). 
Fabric Q1 COR.

Q4 Fine and medium sand
A medium-fired reduced/oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant 
fine and medium quartz, occasionally with quartz grains to 1mm. Forms 
consist solely of cooking pots with a wide chronological spread of rim types. 
These include simple everted and flaring types of the 11th to early 12th 
centuries, and thickened and slightly later bulbous and squared/triangular club 
types of the later 12th to early 13th centuries. At least three examples have 
piecrust decoration (on thickened or triangular clubbed rims) and two vessels 
have vertical incised lines, possibly caused by wiping the wet surface of the 
vessels. This fabric was also noted at Crawley (Barber 2008). Suggested date 
range at current site: c 1050–1225.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.24)
P86. Cooking pot with thickened/triangular everted rim decorated with 

piecrusting. Mid grey core with pale brown interior and black exterior 
surfaces. Exterior and parts of interior sooted. Rims from the same vessel 
were recovered from fill [2241], pit [2240] (SG955, G264, OA52) and fill 
[2926], pit/ditch [2925] (SG1274, G264, OA52). Fabric Q4.

P87. Cooking pot with everted beaded rim. Mid grey core with mid grey to 
dull orange patchy surfaces. Fill [4514], cut [4514] (SG1974, G162, R8). 
Fabric Q4.

Q9 Fine/medium sand with very rare flint/calcareous inclusions
A low- to medium-fired reduced/oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/
abundant fine/medium quartz with rare flint and calcareous inclusions to 
0.5mm. Recognised forms consist solely of undecorated cooking pots; the 
single rim represented is a thickened flaring type of 12th-century type. 
Suggested date range at current site: c 1125–1250.

Q11 Fine/medium sand with rare/common siltstone inclusions
A low- to medium-fired oxidised or reduced fabric tempered with moderate/
abundant fine/medium quartz and rare to common subrounded siltstone 
pellets to 2mm. Forms consist of cooking pots and jugs, neither with any 
decoration, though jug P88 has a crude furrowed strap handle with thumbed 
edges. Suggested date range at current site: c 1150–1250.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.25)
P88. Unglazed jug handle with deep central furrow and weak thumbing down 

its raised edges. Mid grey core with dull brown-orange surfaces. Fill [2455], 
ditch [2454] (SG1054, G285, D33). Fabric Q11.
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Fig 11.22 Pottery vessels P81–P83 in fabric Q1
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Fig 11.23 Pottery vessels P84–P85 in fabric Q1 COR
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Fig 11.24 Pottery vessels P86–P87 in fabric Q4
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Fig 11.25 Pottery vessel P88 in fabric Q11
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THE NATURE OF THE ASSEMBLAGE
There is a high incidence of featureless body sherds in the 
assemblage, often appearing in small isolated context groups. 
Undoubtedly the vast majority of sherds come from cooking 
pots (ENV 291), usually oxidised, but including reduced 
examples. There is a single early 13th-century unglazed jug 
in fabric Q11 with a crude furrowed strap handle from 
ditch [2454] (G285, D33) and part of a later 12th-century 
‘chimney pot’ in fabric FQ2 from fill [4509] (G162, R8). 
The lack of forms other than cooking pots is striking, but 
it is quite possible that many of the 357 sherds from vessels 
of unknown form are from bowls and unglazed jugs. There 
are a number of rim sherds associated with the cooking pots 
that show development from the simple everted and flaring 
types with rounded or squared ends of the 11th to early 12th 
centuries, to beaded types and more developed triangular/
rectangular clubbed examples of the 12th to early 13th 
centuries. Decoration is minimal but includes very occasional 
incised line decoration (one example) or piecrusted rims (seven 
examples). Overall the assemblage is domestic in nature. The 
lack of decoration and simple nature of the ceramics may 
reflect the isolated nature of the settlement rather than its social 
status. Although the fabrics are varied, they appear to have 
been sourced from relatively close by. Some may have been of 
very local origin, actually being made in the Horsham area, 
while others, such as the chalk- and flint-tempered wares, were 
probably made further afield at locations where these tempering 
agents were present. Whether these were supplied from the 
South or North Downs areas is uncertain. Certainly the pottery 

distribution for the subsequent high medieval period shows a 
strong Surrey bias in the assemblage (see below). This may not 
have been so prevalent in the early medieval period and similar 
wares were made in both areas (Jones 1998). The assemblage 
contains no English regional wares or imported vessels, again 
rather confirming the limited range of wares at market. It is 
likely that only the highest-status sites in this central Wealden 
location would have been able to procure imported vessels from 
London or the south coast.

KEY CERAMIC GROUPS
Although there is a wide range of local fabrics, many of these 
could easily have come from a single pottery, with perhaps 
no more than five or six production sites being represented. 
What is not apparent is the degree to which the fabrics 
are chronologically dispersed or in contemporaneous use. 
In order to gain a better understanding of this the largest 
chronologically homogenous groups have been quantified in 
Table 11.18.

The best earliest group, G186, is from the upper fill 
([1316]) of pit [1314] (Table 11.18). This produced just 44 
sherds, weighing 368g. The majority of these are from single 
examples of cooking pots in fabrics FQ2 and Q1 COR (P67 
and P85 respectively). There are significant quantities of chalk 
and other finer sandy wares but relatively little shelly ware 
considering how it dominates most assemblages at the site. It 
is highly likely that the shelly wares dominate the market only 
during the 12th century. This pit produced four radiocarbon 
dates. The two from the lower fill, [1315], are of Saxon and 

Archive 
fabric code

County fabric 
code Expansion SC/Wt (g) Form × ENV

F1 F/AS6 Saxon fine flint-tempered 1/3 CP × 1
F2 F/AS2 Saxon coarse flint-tempered 3/19 CP × 2; ? × 1

FQ1 F/M2 abundant fine flint sand 104/537 CP × 27; ? × 21
FQ2 F/M1 abundant coarse flint sand 206/1880 CP × 58; CHIM × 1; ? × 20
C1 C/M1 abundant chalk 16/50 CP × 2; ? × 8
C2 C+f/M3 abundant chalk with moderate quartz & flint grits 49/237 CP × 5; ? × 9
C3 Sast+q/M2 moderate quartz with sparse siltstone, chalk and iron oxides 1/7 ? × 1
C4 Q+c/M2 common fine chalk with quartz 7/20 CP × 2

Sast 1 Sast + c/f/M1 sandstone and calcareous tempering 10/52 CP × 2; ? × 5
SS1 S/M1 moderate/abundant shell 945/4064 CP × 76; ? × 55
SS2 Q+s/M8 sparse/moderate shell & quartz 27/168 CP × 8; ? × 7
SS3 Sast+q/M3 rare/sparse shell, common quartz & siltstone 4/16 CP × 2; ? × 2
SS4 Q+s/M9 sparse shell, moderate sand & common flint 1/7 CP × 1
Q1 Q/M31 coarse sand 151/797 CP × 42; ? × 56

Q1 COR Q/M32 very coarse sand 55/498 CP × 10; ? × 5
Q4 Q/M13 fine & medium sand 112/915 CP × 48; ? × 27

Q9 Q/M14
fine/medium sand,

very rare flint/calcareous inclusions 18/156 CP × 6; ? × 10

Q11 Sast+q/M1 fine/medium sand with rare/common siltstone inclusions 13/167 CP × 2; J × 1

Table 11.17 Quantification of Saxon and early medieval fabrics  
(SC = sherd count; Wt = weight; CP = cooking pot; CHIM = chimney pot; J = jug; ? = uncertain form)
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prehistoric date and are not associated with any post-Roman 
pottery. The two dates from the upper fill, [1316], associated 
with the current assemblage, are in keeping with a date range of 
c 1025/50–1150 for the group.

Pit [1126], fill [1127] (G310, OA66) produced 254 sherds 
weighing 1075g (Table 11.18). This assemblage is totally 
dominated by three cooking pots in fabric SS1 (P76 and P77) 
with developed rims. The appearance of the finer fabric FQ1 
and the relatively small number of sherds in fabric FQ2 clearly 
point to a later date than seen in G186. It is a shame that only 
the shelly ware SS1 produced any feature sherds, but overall a 
12th-century date is suggested.

The fills of pit [2007] (G259, OA52) produced a 
combined total of 166 sherds, weighing 971g. This group is 
again dominated by sherds in fabric SS1 from one of three 
cooking pots (eg, P78). Sherds in fabrics FQ2 and FQ1 appear 
in equal numbers, suggesting an earlier date than G310, but 
the presence of a notable range of more developed quartz-
tempered wares suggests the fabric FQ2 sherds may in part be 
residual. There is a similar fabric range in all the fills in this 
pit. The primary fill, [2015], for example, produced fabrics 
SS1, FQ1, Q4 and Q5 (the latter more in keeping with a high 
medieval date) while the latest fill, [2010], yielded fabrics 
SS1, FQ1, FQ2, Q1 and Q4. As such a later 12th- to early 
13th-century date is probable, but with an uncertain degree of 
residual material incorporated.

GROUPS FROM BUILDINGS
Although the other early medieval groups are of limited use in 
taking forward ceramics studies in the area they are useful in 
giving an insight into the date of some of the excavated buildings.

B14 produced 17 sherds of pottery weighing just 34g, 
from some six different vessels. The assemblage is markedly 
small and abraded and contains no feature sherds. Despite this, 
fabric FQ2 dominates the group (10 sherds; 20g), but there 
are small amounts of fabrics C1 (2; 8g) and SS1 (4; 3g), and a 
single sherd (3g) of fabric Q9. Precise dating is difficult but a 
mid 11th- to mid 12th-century range is probable.

B16, interpreted as a hall, is clearly associated with pit 
[1314] (G186, S7) whose assemblage is discussed above (see 
Table 11.18). Contexts associated directly with the building 
(ie wall trenches and postholes) produced a single residual 
Saxon sherd in fabric F1 and 35 (127g) sherds classified as early 
medieval. A range of fabrics is represented: fabric C1 (5 sherds; 
Wt 3g; all very worn), fabric C2 (1; 2g), fabric FQ2 (1; 1g), 
fabric Q1 (94; 14g), fabric Q1 COR (16; 96g), fabric Q9 (1; 
1g), fabric Sast 1 (4; 8g) and fabric SS1 (3; 2g). It is interesting 
to note that the largest sherds consist of the coarse sandy wares 
while the other fabrics are represented by small abraded sherds 
that could easily be residual or intrusive. The only rims present 
consist of a simple squared everted example in fabric Q1 COR 
and a simple rounded flaring example in fabric Q1, both early 
forms likely to be of the 11th century. The ambiguity of the 
small sherds makes dating a little problematic, but there is 
some evidence to suggest the earliest coarse sandy sherds are 
of the first half of the 11th century, with later 11th- to 12th-
century occupation accounting for the introduction of small 
abraded pieces of other fabrics into features associated with 
the building. Whatever the case, there is nothing in the B16 
assemblage to suggest anything more than domestic occupation 
within a building that was kept clean by the removal of refuse 
for disposal on the surrounding fields. Owing to its isolated 
Wealden location the poor nature and dominance of local 
fabrics are not reliable indicators of status.

B17 has been interpreted as a possible barn and this would be 
very much in keeping with the virtual absence of pottery from it. 
A single granule of SS1 (1g) was recovered from G193. Although 
this is perhaps more likely to be of mid 11th- to 12th-century 
date, it could be earlier, or indeed intrusive. As such it does not 
provide reliable dating for the building and the radiocarbon dates 
indicating a Late Anglo-Saxon date are more reliable.

The remains interpreted as a structural slot for B19 
produced 13 sherds (G200; 39g). These show a slightly later 

G186 (fill 
[1316], pit 
[1314]), S7

G310 (pit 
[1126], fill 

[1127]), OA66

G259 (pit [2007], 
fills [2010], [2011], 
[2012], [2013] and 

[2015]), OA52
Spot date c 1025/50–1150 c 1125–1200 c 1150–1225
Cat nos P67, P85 P76, P77 P78

Fabric SC/Wt (g) 
(form × ENV)

SC/Wt (g) 
(form × ENV)

SC/Wt (g) (form × 
ENV)

C1 1/1 (? × 1)
C2 1/2 (? × 1)

FQ1 15/97 (CP × 2) 19/106 (CP × 6; ?× 1)
FQ2 13/89 (CP × 1) 2/2 (CP × 1) 19/117 (CP × 6)
SS1 1/3 (? × 1) 229/93 (CP × 3) 100/538 (CP × 5)
SS2 2/10 (CP × 2) 4/26 (CP × 1)

Q1 2/13 (CP × 1)
3/11 (CP × 1; ? 

× 1) 6/37 (CP × 1; ?× 4)

Q1 COR 23/247 (CP × 1)
Q3 2/5 (? × 2)

Q4 19/146 (CP × 3; ? 
× 10)

Q5 1/15 (CP × 1)
Q9 1/9 (CP × 1) 1/10 (? × 1)

Table 11.18 Early medieval pottery groups (SC = sherd count; Wt = weight; 
ENV = estimated number of vessels; CP = cooking pot; ? = uncertain form)
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chronological trend in the range of fabrics in comparison to 
B16: fabric SS1 (8 sherds; Wt 15g), fabric SS4 (1; 7g), fabric 
Q1 (2; 7g), fabric Q3 (1; 1g) and fabric Q4 (1; 9g). Although 
no rims were recovered one of the sherds in fabric Q1 is from 
a cooking pot/bowl with internally green-glazed base. This, 
together with the other fabrics represented, suggests a later 
12th- to early 13th-century date. Floor layer G288, dated c 
1225–1300, contained one of the largest concentrations of 
medieval pottery on site (109 sherds). The group contained 
moderate to high levels of residual 12th-century pottery.

B20 produced 24 sherds (69g), all from G216. These 
consist of a mixture of early and high medieval types. The 
cooking pots are dominated by vessels in fabric SS1 (8 sherds; 
25g), including one with a thickened rim with internal bead. 
There are three sherds (12g) of fabric Q2, seven sherds (19g) of 
fabric Q4 (including a cooking pot with a bulbous club rim), 
a single sherd (3g) from a green-glazed jug in fabric Q5 and 
five sherds (10g) from the thumbed base of a jug in fabric Q7. 
Taken together, the assemblage suggests domestic occupation 
between c 1150/75 and 1225/50.

B21 produced just four tiny scraps of fabric SS1 (3g); 
as in the case of B17, these were only broadly datable to the 
11th–12th centuries.

Contexts associated with B22 produced 28 sherds (90g) 
from five different groups. Chalky wares include fabric C1 (2 
sherds; Wt 15g; one a thickened everted rim) and fabric C2 
(10; 32g). There are also probable residual scraps (2g) of fabrics 
FQ2 and Q1, but the remainder of the group is composed of 
fabric SS1 (14; 39g; including a simple squared flaring rim). 
Taken together the group would suggest domestic occupation 
between c 1100 and 1175. As such it is likely to have been a 
later construction than B16 (though potentially coexisting with 
it in the early/mid 12th century), but earlier than B20. The 
assemblage from the associated S9 shows a wider chronological 
range than that from B22 alone. This may in part be due 
to some elements of it relating to the earlier B21. Fabric 
FQ2 is well represented (29; 690g) but includes two rims of 
12th-century type (P68 and P69, one of which has piecrust 
decoration). There are ten small sherds (7g) of fabric Q1, three 
(41g) of fabric Q1 COR, one (1g) of fabric Q3 and seven (47g) 
of fabric SS1. Considering the fabrics and forms it is clear that 
although the emphasis is on the 12th century, there are 11th-
century elements within S9. This suggests that B21 could have 
been contemporaneous with B16.

THE EARLY MEDIEVAL ASSEMBLAGE IN CONTEXT
Pottery of 11th- to early 13th-century date is particularly 
rare in the Weald and there are relatively few assemblages for 
comparison. In East Sussex flinty wares are known to extend 
into the early 14th century in the Weald (Streeten 1985), 
but these contain only sparse flint and are harder fired after 
the mid 13th century. In West Sussex such wares are rare by 
the late 13th century, but again are notably harder fired after 
the end of the 12th century. Certainly the flinty wares in 
the current assemblage are more akin to the alluvial gritted 
wares containing notable quartz that are frequently found in 
the river valleys of the Ouse and Adur (Butler 1994; Barber 
1999b; 2010; in prep). The chalky wares have close parallels in 
West Sussex, particularly with examples from the Adur valley, 
where they can be as early as the 10th century, but are more 
common in the 11th to mid 12th centuries (Gardiner 1990b; 
1993b; 1997c); in Surrey and London they are most common 
between the mid 11th and early 12th centuries (Jones 1998). 
Shelly wares, with or without quartz, are more common in 
Kent and parts of Surrey, but are well represented in the Sussex 
Weald (Streeten 1985; Jones 1998; Cotter 2006). Those that 
include notable quartz are more common in the later 12th to 
13th centuries further east, but are not represented well at the 
current site. Here, the shelly wares with no/rare fine quartz 
dominate. In Kent and East Sussex these appear to pre-date 
those that contain quartz though there is a heavy chronological 
overlap (Cotter 2006). Excavations in east Surrey during the 
1970s produced significant quantities of these shelly wares, 
including a number of rim forms that closely parallel the 
current assemblage (Turner 1970; 1974a). These were dated to 
as late as the 13th century and include a large fresh pit group 
from Bell Street, Reigate that is probably a good 50 years earlier 
than stated by the excavator (Williams 1983). More recent 
work in Surrey (Jones 1998, fabric S2) states the shelly wares 
are most common between the mid/late 11th and mid 12th 
centuries, a date that would correlate with the author’s view of 
the current assemblage.

Recent excavations in Crawley have provided a large body 
of medieval pottery, but very little is of this early period. At 
the Old Post Office site there was a single calcareous-tempered 
sherd and a further isolated sherd tempered with quartz and 
shell (Barber 1997, fabrics 9 and 6 respectively). The larger 
excavations for the Asda site produced more of these fabrics as 
well as some flinty wares, though again only in small quantities 
(Barber 2008). Thus although there is some correlation 
between the early fabrics at the current site and those at 
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Crawley, the latter site does not have sufficient quantities for 
comparative analysis. A similar situation is evident with the 
small assemblages from the few urban excavations in Horsham. 
Work in the Vicarage garden produced identical shelly wares 
(fabric S/M1) to those in the current assemblage, including 
a range of comparable rims and body sherds with applied 
thumbed strips (Barber 2012). Despite how common sandy-
shelly wares are further east the Vicarage assemblage produced 
none, again similar to the current assemblage. This may suggest 
Crawley marks the westerly extent of the sandy-shelly wares 
with West Sussex seeing sandy wares taking over completely 
from the flinty and pure shelly types during the late 12th 
and early 13th centuries. Certainly a similar transition has 
been noted in Surrey (Jones 1998). Unfortunately the small 
and often residual nature of the early medieval sherds from 
Horsham does not allow comparison between an urban and 
rural assemblage at this time. What can be said is that the fabric 
suite appears to have many similarities.

Although some of the fabrics from the early medieval 
period may have been of local manufacture it is considered 
likely some of the key types were made elsewhere within the 
Weald or its periphery. The flinty, chalky and sandy wares can 
be paralleled both in southern Sussex and in Surrey to the 
north and do not offer a conclusive provenance. It is suspected 
that both sources were supplying the site, with an emphasis 
coming from the north. The shelly wares are undoubtedly far 
more common in Surrey and have close form parallels there. 
These were almost certainly coming from Surrey and, as they 
make up a significant portion of the early medieval assemblage, 
suggest a strong northerly contact. This would be very much in 
keeping with the trade in high medieval ceramics (see below), 
the current assemblage demonstrating that the pattern of 
ceramic supply had its roots in the 11th and 12th centuries.

HIGH AND LATER MEDIEVAL
FABRICS AND CATALOGUE
Although the 13th to mid 14th centuries are well represented 
in the pottery from the site, at 391 sherds, this assemblage is 
markedly smaller than that of the early medieval period (Table 
11.16). This in itself suggests settlement/refuse disposal was 
either less intense or had shifted location after the early 13th 
century. Despite the smaller number of sherds those that 
are present tend to be of a larger average size even if many 
demonstrate the effects of an acidic burial environment and at 
least some abrasion from reworking. This is almost certainly 
due to the more robust nature of this better-fired pottery. 

Interestingly there is no pottery that appears to date to between 
the mid 14th and mid 16th centuries, suggesting a period of 
disuse after the Black Death.

The 15 different fabrics allocated to this subperiod are 
described below, with full quantifications and concordance 
with the Sussex county fabric series being given in Table 11.19. 
Although all the fabrics were already known some had not been 
previously recorded from this area of the Weald. By this date 
the coarser tempering agents recorded for the early medieval 
ceramics are either absent or form a very minor element; the vast 
majority of the ceramics are tempered purely with quartz (often 
with varying amounts of iron oxides), a trait typical of ceramics 
in Surrey at this time (Jones 1998). The exact chronological 
range of some of these wares is unclear but some overlap with 
the previous period is certain between the late 12th and mid 
13th centuries. Equally difficult to be certain of is how far the 
current sandy wares extend into the 14th century. Most of the 
current fabrics, including those of probable known source, 
could be contained within the 13th century, but an early/
mid 14th-century date cannot be ruled out for many sherds. 
A number of fabrics can be fairly confidently attributed to one 
of the well-known Surrey industries of Earlswood, Limpsfield 
and the general Surrey white ware industry (Prendergast 1974; 
Turner 1974b; Ketteringham 1989; Jones 1998) and to at least 
one of more West Sussex type (Barton 1979). Despite this a 
number of fabrics are of uncertain origin. They could represent 
atypical products of the known workshops or more locally 
produced vessels from the Horsham area.

FQ3 Abundant sand with rare flint
A medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant fine to 
medium quartz, with rare/sparse subangular white flint inclusions to 0.5mm. 
No recognisable forms were present, though almost certainly undecorated 
cooking pots are represented. Suggested date range at current site: c 1200–1325.

Q2 Earlswood-type coarse sand and sparse iron oxides
A medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant coarse 
quartz and sparse/moderate iron oxides to 1mm. Forms include cooking pots, 
sometimes with patches of white slip and internally green-glazed bases (some 
may be from bowls). Cooking pot rims are either of rectangular or tapering 
club form. The single jug is represented by an oxidised rod handle decorated 
with incised arcs ([2602], G279). Suggested date range at current site: c 
1200–1300.

Q3 Earlswood-type medium/coarse sand and sparse/moderate iron oxides
A medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant medium (to 
coarse) quartz (some rose-tinted) and sparse/moderate iron oxides to 0.5mm. 
Forms consist of cooking pots, with tapering club rims and occasionally 
internally glazed bases (some may be from bowls), pipkins (an example with 
a thickened rim from [4517], G162, R8) and a jug with applied pellets under 
a green glaze ([3071], ditch [3070], G302, ENC15). Suggested date range at 
current site: c 1225–1325.

Q5 Fine sand
A medium- to well-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant 
fine quartz (with a few medium grains) and occasional black iron oxide grains. 
Although cooking pots are rare, there is a single example with a triangular club 
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rim. Jugs are far more common and usually have thickened rims, thumbed 
bases and a range of decoration, including white slip (patches and lines), green 
glaze, applied vertical strips and incised wavy line. Quite possibly a fabric of the 
Earlswood kiln(s). Suggested date range at current site: c 1225–1350.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.26)
P89. Cooking pot with triangular club rim. Light grey core with buff surfaces. 

Fill [2478], floor [2477] (SG1065, G288, OA57). Fabric Q5.
P90. Jug body sherd decorated externally with white slip under green and 

combed wavy lines. Light grey core with buff interior surface. Fill [2463], 
ditch [2462] (SG1058, G291, D35). Fabric Q5.

P91. Lower section of jug with thumbed base, decorated with applied vertical 
strips under a green glaze. Light grey core with buff surfaces. Fill [2591], pit 
[2588] (SG1118, G287, OA57). Fabric Q5.

Q6 Sparse–moderate medium sand
A medium- to well-fired oxidised fabric tempered with sparse to moderate 
fine/medium quartz with occasional iron oxides to 1mm. Only undecorated 
cooking pots were recognised, with expanded, thickened, squared and 
rectangular club rims. Suggested date range at current site: c 1200–1325.

Q7 Earlswood-type fine sand
A medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant fine 
(to medium) quartz (including rose-coloured) and common iron oxides to 
0.25mm. Only jugs are represented in this fine fabric, typically with thickened 
rims. The range of decoration is typical for Earlswood products (Turner 
1974b), with thumbed bases and white external slip under a green or clear 
glaze, often with combing and occasionally applied white clay strips. Suggested 
date range at current site: c 1200–1325.

Q8 Earlswood type fine/medium sand
A low- to medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant 
medium to coarse quartz and sparse iron oxides to 2mm. Forms consist of a 
cooking pot with expanded rim and jugs with thumbed bases and green glazes, 
sometimes over a white slip. Suggested date range at current site: c 1200/25–1325.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.27)
P92. Cooking pot with expanded rim. Light grey core with dull orange 

surfaces. Layer [4412] (SG1922, G317, OA39). Fabric Q8.

Q10 Medium sand
A medium- to well-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant 
medium quartz. Forms include a good scattering of cooking pots with simple 

everted, everted hooked, bulbous club and triangular club rims. Decoration is 
absent except for one vessel, possibly a bowl, with clear glazed internal base. 
The lesser quantity of jugs represented have simple or thickened rims and 
thumbed bases (where discernible), and include rows of oblique stabbed dots. 
Suggested date range at current site: c 1175/1200–1300.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.28)
P93. Cooking pot with everted hooked rim. Light grey core with brown-orange 

surfaces. Fill [2455], ditch [2454] (SG1054, G285, D33). Fabric Q10.
P94. Cooking pot with slightly bulbous club rim. Light/mid grey core with 

dull brown-orange surfaces. Some sooting externally. Fill [4531], cut [4530] 
(SG1982, G269, R8). Fabric Q10.

P95. Strap handle from an unglazed jug with pronounced finger/thumb 
impressions at the junction with the body of the pot. Fill [2478], floor 
[2477] (SG1065, G288, OA57). Fabric Q10.

Q12A Limpsfield-type coarse sandy grey ware
A medium- to well-fired grey ware tempered with common to moderate 
medium quartz and sparse larger clear and red quartz grits. Recognised forms 
were limited to undecorated cooking pots, one with a rectangular club rim. 
Suggested date range at current site: c 1200–1325.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.29)
P96. Cooking pot with slightly hooked expanded rim. Light grey core with light 

grey/buff surfaces. Layer [4412] (SG1922, G317, OA39). Fabric Q12A.

Q12B Limpsfield-type fine sandy grey ware
A medium- to well-fired grey ware tempered with moderate/abundant fine to 
medium quartz. Forms consist of a scatter of undecorated cooking pots, with 
everted thickened, curving downturned and triangular club rims as well as a 
few jugs, one with simple upright rim. Decoration on the jugs is absent apart 
from a few examples with clear spots and occasionally larger patches of green 
glaze. Suggested date range at current site: c 1225–1350.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.30)
P97. Cooking pot with everted triangular club rim. Light/mid grey core with 

light grey/buff surfaces. Fill [2459], ditch [2458] (SG1056, G291, D35). 
Fabric Q12B.

P98. Cooking pot with everted triangular club rim. Light grey core, dull orange 
margins and light grey/buff surfaces. Fill [2478], floor [2477] (SG1065, 
G288, OA57). Fabric Q12B.

P99. Cooking pot with curving rectangular rim. Light grey to orange core with 
pale orange to light grey surfaces. Fill [2478], floor [2477] (SG1065, G288, 
OA57). Fabric Q12B.

P100. Jug with internally beaded rim and scar of a strap handle with central 
stabbed row. No glazing noted. Light/mid grey core with light grey surfaces. 
Fill [2478], floor [2477] (SG1065, G288, OA57). Fabric Q12B.
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P91
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area of glaze

Fig 11.26 Pottery vessels P89–P91 in fabric Q5

P92

0 5cm

Fig 11.27 Pottery vessel P92 in fabric Q8

P93

P94

P95

0 5cm

Fig 11.28 Pottery vessels P93–P95 in fabric Q10

P96

0 5cm

Fig 11.29 Pottery vessel P96 in fabric Q12A
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Q13 West Sussex ware, very fine sandy
A medium- to well-fired reduced or oxidised fabric tempered with moderate 
very fine to fine quartz, occasionally with a larger grain to 0.5mm. Although a 
single pipkin, with simple thickened rim, is present, all other sherds are from 
jugs with thickened or squared club rims. These show the classic decorative 
range for the West Sussex ware group (Barton 1979): frequent white slip on the 
interiors of necks and external green glazing, applied pellets, anthropomorphic 
decoration and vertical combing. Suggested date range at current site: c 
1250–1400.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.31)
P101. Jug with thickened rim, below which are the applied circular eyes and 

triangular nose of a face mask. Mid grey core and interior surface, with mid 
grey/dull orange patchy exterior below a dull green glaze. The fabric is a 
little coarser than normal but there are similarities with Graffham products 
(Aldsworth & Down 1990, 138, no 4). Fill [2591], pit [2588] (SG1118, 
G287, OA57). Fabric Q13.

P102. Jug with thickened rim. Internal white slip and external green glaze. 
Brick red with grey surfaces. Fill [2591], pit [2588] (SG1118, G287, 
OA57). Fabric Q13.

Q14 Fine buff Surrey-type white ware
A medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant fine (to 
medium) quartz (including common rose-coloured grains). No recognisable 
forms were recovered. Suggested date range at current site: c 1225–1350.

Q15 Moderate/abundant medium/coarse sand
A medium- to well-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant 
medium to coarse quartz and occasional iron oxide inclusions to 1mm. Forms 
are limited to cooking pots, one of which has a square club rim and another 
has green glaze on its interior base. This fabric, also found at Crawley (Barber 
2008), may be a later Earlswood product. Suggested date range at current site: 
c 1250–1375.

Q16 Off-white Surrey-type white ware (coarse border ware)
A medium- to well-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant 
coarse quartz (often rose-tinted). The only form present is a cooking pot with 
hammerhead rim. Suggested date range at current site: c 1300–1450.

CATALOGUE (Fig 11.32)
P103. Cooking pot with hammerhead rim. Light grey core with cream surfaces. 

Slight exterior sooting. Base sherds, almost certainly from the same vessel, show 
an internal green glaze. Layer [4412] (SG1922, G317, OA39). Fabric Q16.

Q17 Surrey white ware, medium sand
A medium-fired oxidised fabric tempered with moderate/abundant fine (to 
medium) quartz and sparse/common very fine black iron oxide grains. The 
only vessel consists of a somewhat weathered green-glazed jug from [4964], pit 
[4963] (SG2524, G318). Suggested date range at current site: c 1250–1375.

THE NATURE OF THE ASSEMBLAGE
The high medieval assemblage has a much higher proportion 
of feature sherds than the previous period. This is noticeable 
not only with decorated sherds, which one would expect to be 
more numerous in this period, but rims as well. Although small 
quantities of high medieval pottery feature across virtually the 
whole area, significant quantities were only recovered from 
OA39 (39 sherds; Wt 598g), OA57 (154; 1621g) and the 
hollow way R8 (71; 924g). The latter clearly acted as a conduit 
for refuse coming from its source for manuring the fields 
during periods of arable cultivation. The high concentration 
from the vicinity of OA57 relates mainly to just two features: 
well/sump [2588] (G287) and B19 metalled floor layer [2477] 
(G288). One of the two buildings allocated to period 6, phase 
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Fig 11.30 Pottery vessels P97–P100 in fabric Q12B
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Fig 11.31 Pottery vessels P101–P102 in fabric Q13

P103
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Fig 11.32 Pottery vessel P103 in fabric Q16

Archive 
fabric 
code

County 
fabric 
code

Expansion SC/Wt 
(g) Form × ENV

FQ3 Q+f/M3
abundant sand with 

rare flint 5/22 ? × 3

Q2 Q/M6
Earlswood-type 
coarse sand & 

sparse iron oxides
65/580 CP × 16; J × 1; 

? × 5

Q3 Q/M5

Earlswood-type 
medium/coarse sand 
& sparse/moderate 

iron oxides

77/744
CP × 16; PIP × 1;  

J × 1; ? × 9

Q5 Q/M11 fine sand 30/603 CP × 3; J × 10; 
? × 2

Q6 Q(f)/M1b
sparse–moderate 

medium sand 10/138 CP × 7

Q7 Q(f)/M9
Earlswood-type  

fine sand 36/296 J × 16

Q8 Q/M4 Earlswood-type fine/
medium sand

27/386 CP × 3; J × 1; ? × 1

Q10 Q/M16 medium sand 49/514 CP × 21; J × 6; 
? × 4

Q12A Q/M8
coarse sandy grey 
ware (Limpsfield) 9/122 CP × 2; ? × 2

Q12B Q/M9
Limpsfield-type fine/

medium sandy 
 grey ware 

13/269 CP × 3; J × 3; ? × 1

Q13 Q(f)/M2 West Sussex ware, 
very fine sandy

24/281 PIP × 1; J × 17; 
? × 1

Q14 Q/M25
fine buff Surrey-type 

white ware 2/6 ? × 2

Q15 Q/M15
moderate/abundant 
medium/coarse sand 

(Earlswood?)
19/229 CP × 10

Q16 Q/M10
off-white Surrey-type 
white ware (coarse 

border ware)
5/37 CP × 1

Q17 Q(f)/M15 Surrey white ware, 
medium sand

20/138 J × 1

Table 11.19 Quantification of high/late medieval fabrics  
(SC = sherd count; Wt = weight; ENV = estimated number of vessels;  
CP = cooking pot; J = jug; PIP = pipkin; ? = uncertain form)
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1 (B23) produced just two sherds from a cooking pot in fabric 
Q10 with simple everted rim (G292). This somewhat early 
form suggests a late 12th- to mid 13th-century date similar to 
that suggested for B20. The paucity of pottery and the nature 
of the deposits that produced it suggest that although the 
land was still in active use from the early/mid 13th century 
potentially until the mid 14th century the actual associated 
domestic occupation did not fall within the excavated areas, 
though it was clearly situated close by.

The form component of the assemblage consists of 226 
cooking pot sherds (2356g; ENV 82), 121 jug sherds (1761g; 
ENV 60) and negligible quantities of other types. If the 
medium of sherd count is used, cooking pots make up 57.8% 
of the assemblage (46.9% if ENV is used) and jugs 30.9% 
(34.3% by ENV). The absence of definite bowls is somewhat 
surprising, but some may be included amongst the cooking 
pots as both vessels are frequently found sooted from use 
on a fire. Indeed, several sooted bases with patchy internal 
clear or green glaze may well be from bowls. The cooking 
pots display a typical range of developed rounded, tapering, 
triangular, rectangular and hooked club rims as well as more 
refined expanded types. The latter are less common, again 
suggesting the assemblage to be more heavily weighted to the 
13th century. There are also a few of earlier form that may be 
of late 12th- to mid 13th-century date. With the exception 
of the sparse internal glazing noted above and a single applied 
thumbed strip, the cooking vessels are undecorated. The jugs 
make up for the lack of decoration on the cooking vessels 
to some extent. These are nearly all glazed by this time and 
the Earlswood vessels, which dominate, usually have their 
characteristic white external slip under a green glaze. This 
decorative base is frequently further enhanced by combed and 
incised line decoration and, less commonly, applied pellets and 
strips. At least one West Sussex vessel has a face-on-front mask 
(P101). Overall, the quality and quantity of the jugs suggest 
the household represented was fairly comfortable. Although 
there is a complete lack of English regional and imported wares 
this is certainly due to the isolated position of the site and 
the fact it was supplied with vessels of adequate quality from 
relatively local sources.

KEY CERAMIC GROUPS
Despite the wide range of fabrics, many of them originated 
from the same workshop. For example, the Earlswood kiln(s) 
(Turner 1974b) are represented by fabrics Q2, Q3, Q7, Q8 
and possibly Q5. Indeed, the vast majority of the assemblage 
may have derived from just four different workshops (see 

below). The way the high medieval pottery arrived at the site, 
was dumped and subsequently reworked means there are very 
few reliable context groups. The largest groups have been 
quantified in Table 11.20, where it becomes immediately clear 
that there is a significant early medieval residual element in 
all of them. This is to be expected from an open deposit such 
as a layer, but even pit [2588] produced a striking quantity of 
residual fabric SS1.

G287 produced 120 sherds weighing 1231g. These derive 
from one of two fills of pit [2588] and contain at least 20.8% 
residual early medieval sherds. The vast majority were recovered 
from the upper fill of the pit, [2591], with the only pot from 
the primary fill, [2589], being a single Earlswood jug sherd 
(4g) in fabric Q7. The degree to which there is residual early/
mid 13th-century material in a potentially later 13th-century 
feature is difficult to gauge. However, the large quantities of 
Earlswood sherds in fabrics Q2 and Q3 point toward a 13th-
century deposition and there is a good proportion of jugs 
represented. The West Sussex-type wares (fabric Q13) are 
probably the latest pieces, suggesting a deposition perhaps in 
the later 13th century.

G287 (pit [2588], 
fills [2589] and 
[2591]), OA57

G288 (layer 
[2478]), OA57

G317 (layer 
[4412]), OA39

Spot date c 1225–1300 c 1225–1300 c 1300–60

Cat nos P91, P101, P102 P89, P95, P98, P99, 
P100

P92, P96, P103

Fabric SC/Wt (g) 
(form × ENV)

SC/Wt (g) 
(form × ENV)

SC/Wt (g) 
(form × ENV)

FQ2 1/13 (CP × 1)
SS1 13/56 (CP × 1) 42/153 (CP × 2) 2/14 (CP × 1)
SS2 1/13 (CP × 1)
Q1 9/47 (CP × 5) 5/24 (? × 5)
Q2 20/166 (CP × 2) 18/144 (CP × 2)
Q3 40/377 (CP × 2) 2/23 (CP × 2) 7/79 (CP × 3)
Q4 3/24 (CP × 3)
Q5 7/326 (J × 3) 11/88 (CP × 2) 2/5 (J × 1)
Q6 3/16 (CP × 3)
Q7 6/31 (J × 3) 8/59 (J × 2) 5/128 (J × 2)
Q8 2/60 (J × 2) 1/17 (CP × 1)
Q9 1/2 (? × 1)

Q10 12/62 (CP × 8)
8/63 (CP × 4; J 

× 1) 2/21 (CP × 2)

Q12A 3/34 (CP × 1) 3/64 (CP × 1)

Q12B 8/125 (CP × 2; J 
× 2)

-

Q13 5/44 (J × 5) 1/3 (J × 1) 6/126 (J × 4)
Q15 8/121 (CP × 5)
Q16 5/37 (CP × 1)

Table 11.20 High medieval pottery groups  
(SC = sherd count; Wt = weight; ENV = estimated number of vessels;  
CP = cooking pot; J = jug; ? = uncertain form)
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G288 produced 109 sherds (722g). It is not dissimilar in 
its make-up to G287 but has an even higher level of residuality 
(45.9%), though some could relate to an old storage vessel in 
fabric SS1 that was still in contemporaneous use.

The small assemblage of G317 (41 sherds; 612g) is perhaps 
the latest medieval one from the site. Essentially the make-up is 
similar to that of the other groups, but with a higher proportion 
of West Sussex ware (fabric Q13) and the first appearance of 
coarse border ware (fabric Q16) (Pearce & Vince 1988), which 
puts the deposition of the group in the 14th century.

THE HIGH MEDIEVAL ASSEMBLAGE IN CONTEXT
Archaeological work over the last 40 years has now produced 
a number of high medieval Wealden pottery assemblages 
that have provided insight into sources of supply. The work 
by Streeten in particular noted that Surrey products from 
Earlswood, Limpsfield and the Surrey white ware industry were 
well represented in even small assemblages from the central 
Weald (Streeten 1979; 1985; 1987). The increase in excavations 
further west, particularly in Crawley and Horsham, have added 
greatly to the data set and largely confirmed Streeten’s earlier 
observations. Groups from Crawley have now been studied in 
some detail (Barber 2008; 2012) and the four major suppliers 
identified. This analysis has suggested that in the early/mid 
13th century Earlswood and Limpsfield products dominate the 
assemblages, but that from the later 13th to 14th centuries they 
begin to lose out to increasing quantities of West Sussex ware 
and Surrey white wares.

The current assemblage has had to be combined owing 
to the nature of the contexts. This has undoubtedly precluded 
identifying the same detailed progression of fabrics as noted 
at Crawley, where only well-sealed pits were used – put 
simply, the current combined group has too much residuality 
to be secure. However, even at this general level there are 
both similarities and some clear differences. All the main 
wares are represented at Wickhurst Green, but in slightly 
different proportions to some of the Crawley groups. When 
combined, the five fabrics ascribed an Earlswood source (Q2, 
Q3, Q7, Q8 and possibly Q5) make up 60% of the high 
medieval assemblage (59.8% by weight) but Limpsfield-type 
wares (fabrics Q12A and Q12B) make up just 5.6% (8.6% 
by weight). West Sussex-type ware and Surrey white wares 
constitute just 6.1% and 6.9% respectively (6.4% and 4.1% by 
weight). The figures suggest two things. First, the chronological 
emphasis of the assemblage is indeed the 13th century, a period 
when Earlswood and Limpsfield ware dominate Crawley and, 
second, there are significantly fewer Limpsfield products at 

the current site than in Crawley during the 13th century. It is 
possible that Limpsfield wares drop off rapidly west of Crawley 
and did not make up a significant portion of the market share 
at Horsham. The small quantities of high medieval ceramics 
from Horsham are generally not from good context groups 
and too little was present to draw firm conclusions. However, 
a similar range of fabrics appears to be present, though 
Limpsfield wares are once again rare (Barber 2005; 2012).

Horsham and its hinterland have produced more sherds 
of late medieval pottery, from both urban and rural contexts 
(Holgate 1989; Barber 2008; 2012). These assemblages of 
the later 14th to early 16th centuries contain large quantities 
of Surrey coarse border ware and West Sussex ware, but are 
dominated from the mid 15th century by the fine hard-fired 
painted wares that probably derive from Graffham and a few 
other Sussex locations. The current site has a notable lack of 
late medieval pottery, suggesting abandonment and/or a shift to 
an agricultural regime that did not utilise manuring.

POST-MEDIEVAL
After the late medieval hiatus in refuse disposal, activity 
appears to have begun again in the mid/later 16th or early 17th 
century and continued at a low level until the 20th century, 
presumably marking the onset of manuring again – certainly 
the quantities involved do not suggest actual occupation within 
the excavation area.

The 64 sherds of early post-medieval pottery span the 
entire later 16th/early 17th to mid 18th centuries with 
no obvious breaks in activity (Table 11.21). Glazed red 
earthenwares (GRE) dominate the assemblage. These cover 
the whole period and appear as jars, dishes and at least 
one chamber pot. There are also a number of white ware 
types (GRAF, BORDG), including products of the Surrey-
Hampshire border ware industry, though where these are 
recognisable they appear only as plates.

Of note are the appearance of English regional wares 
from both London (TGW, LONS) and Staffordshire (STSL, 
SWSG). There are also four sherds of imported German 
stoneware (FREC, WEST). Although all these wares could 
be found on lower-class occupation sites their presence in 
the Weald suggests a household of some standing. This 
imported material clearly demonstrates the opening up of 
communications into the Wealden hinterland during the 16th 
and 17th centuries, almost certainly to serve the iron industry. 
However, inhabitants obviously trafficked more than just iron 
along these new communication routes.
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Low-level activity continued throughout the later 18th 
century and into the early 20th century, resulting in an 
assemblage of 66 sherds in ten different wares (Table 11.22). 
A fairly typical domestic assemblage is represented though it is 
not particularly diagnostic of status. Better communications, 
including the establishment of the rail network, allowed 
affordable Staffordshire products to reach all parts of the Weald. 
The only local ware in the current assemblage consists of unglazed 
flowerpots. The vast majority of the post-medieval assemblage 
(54 sherds) was recovered from a late 19th- to early 20th-century 
surface dump of material ([3150], G355, OA83), which proved 
to be the sole source of larger late post-medieval sherds.

11.4  FIRED CLAY
Elke Raemen

INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY
A moderate assemblage of fired clay comprising 5942 fragments 
(Wt 27167g) was recovered from 212 individually numbered 
contexts. Pieces are generally abraded, probably because of the 
local geology rather than extensive reworking. This has resulted 
in a loss of features on some pieces and most daub fragments 
do not retain any wattle marks. All fired clay was quantified by 
context and by fabric, the latter being established with the aid 
of a ×10 binocular microscope.

A large proportion of contexts containing fired clay 
are unphased. However, fired clay appears in contexts from 
the Middle Iron Age onwards, and the latest was found in 
a late post-medieval context, where it was perhaps residual. 
Relatively large assemblages were recovered from the Middle 
Iron Age, Saxo-Norman and early post-medieval contexts, with 
the majority representing structural daub. Low quantities of 
probable kiln furniture were recovered from contexts dated 
between the Middle Iron Age and the Late Roman period.

FABRICS
Eleven different fabrics were identified, an overview of which can 
be found in Tables 11.23 and 11.24. Some of these differences are 
likely to represent variations within a single batch of raw clay and/
or within a made-up batch (poor mixing). Raw material was all 
sourced locally. By far the most commonly encountered fabric was 
F5, followed by F6A and F6B and F1A. Chronologically, it appears 
that the same raw materials, including clay and temper, were used 
throughout, confirming the ad hoc use of local materials.

DAUB
As the fired clay was largely abraded, only a few pieces per period 
retained (often indistinct) wattle impressions (Table 11.25). 
Diameters vary from 4mm to 45mm, and therefore probably 
represent both horizontal rods and vertical sails. A rectangular 
stake impression was noted on a piece from unphased tree hole 
[2056] (fill [2057]). Fragments range in date from the Middle 
Iron Age to the early post-medieval period (Table 11.24). Given 
the low number of surviving fragments, however, no inferences 
can be made either generally or by period.

Many of the amorphous fragments, fragments with a surviving 
flat or rounded surface and corners probably represent structural 
daub too. Some of those with one flat surface can be identified as 
definite hearth lining through association with pieces in an identical 
fabric in the same context to which fragments of (fuel ash) slag 

Archive 
fabric code Expansion SC/Wt 

(g) Form × ENV

HFE hard-fired unglazed 
earthenware

1/29 jar × 1

GRE glazed red earthenware 41/1313

jar × 3; dish × 1; 
chamber pot × 1; 
uncertain form 

× 10

GRAF Graffham-type white 
ware 1/22 plate × 1

WEAL Wealden buff 
earthenware 1/35 uncertain form × 1

BORDG Surrey/Hampshire border 
ware (green glazed)

2/61 plate × 1

LONS London stoneware 10/805 bottle × 1
TGW tin-glazed ware 2/20 plate × 1
STSL Staffordshire slipware 1/4 mug × 1

SWSG white salt-glazed 
stoneware 1/4 tea bowl × 1

FREC Frechen stoneware 2/5 bottle × 1; jug × 1
WEST Westerwald stoneware 2/33 tankard × 2

Table 11.21 Quantification of early post-medieval fabrics  
(SC = sherd count; Wt = weight; ENV = estimated number of vessels)

Archive 
fabric 
code

Expansion SC/Wt 
(g) Form × ENV

UE unglazed earthenware 4/242 flower pots × 3; dish × 1
YELL yellow ware 1/8 bowl × 1

ENGS English stoneware 9/125
bottle × 2; jar × 1; 
preserve jars × 4; 

uncertain form × 1
BLUE blue stoneware 3/48 saucers × 2
NOTS Nottingham stoneware 1/2 mug × 1
CREA cream ware 1/2 uncertain form × 1

TPW2 blue transfer-printed 
white ware

17/104 plates × 9; dish × 1; 
uncertain form × 1

TPW4
new colours transfer-
printed white ware 8/69 plates × 5

REFW
refined white 
earthenware 13/587

plates × 3; bowls × 2;  
jug × 1; pot lid × 1;  

soap dish × 1;  
uncertain form × 4

ENPO English porcelain 9/180 plate × 1; bowls × 3;  
vase × 1

Table 11.22 Quantification of late post-medieval fabrics  
(SC = sherd count; Wt = weight; ENV = estimated number of vessels)
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adhered. It is possible that many more of the amorphous fragments 
and those with one flat surface derive from hearth lining.

Interestingly, two fragments retain marks on their flat surface. 
Only one of these is from a dated context – ditch [4967] (fill 
[4968], D14), which has been allocated to period 4, phase 1. 
The fragment shows purposely incised lines, perhaps for keying 
rather than for decorative purposes (Fig 11.33). A second piece 
was recovered from unphased tree hole [4229] (fill [4213]), which 
yielded just over 5kg of probable daub. This fragment retains a flat 
surface, decorated with three dotted lines, two of which are at close 
intervals. Whereas the latter fragment may represent decoration, 
the former was probably prepared to take a layer of plaster or just 
another layer of daub, which evidently never happened. Keying 

could only take place on wet daub and was therefore sometimes 
undertaken to provide the option of plastering, thereby often 
resulting in the keying remaining exposed (Russell 1994, 49).

DISTRIBUTION
Fragments with definite wattle impressions were scarce and widely 
spread both spatially and chronologically. S9, B8 and B21, for 
example, contained just one fragment each. The remainder of 
material probably largely represents daub, though quantities of 
hearth and oven lining as well as abraded and fragmentary oven/
kiln furniture are likely also present. Given their uncertain origin 
as well as wide chronological range, their distribution is of little 
significance. No large concentrations were observed.

KILN/OVEN FURNITURE
Kiln and/or oven furniture was found in 15 different contexts, 
mainly ranging from as early as the Middle Iron Age to the 
Late Roman period. It should be noted that the large bulk of 
undiagnostic material may include some furniture fragments 
too, in addition to the daub.

What follows is a chronological overview. Material found 
in Middle Iron Age contexts comprises 18 fragments which may 
represent kiln or oven furniture, recovered from six different 
contexts (pit and ditch/structural cut fills), associated mainly 
with B1, B5 and B8. Only one square-sectioned bar fragment 
from [1015] (B1) retains its full section (61 × 57mm, 84+mm 
long). The remainder consist mostly of corner fragments which 
could be from either slabs or bars. Four different fabrics were 
noted (F1B, F4A, F5 and F6B), none of which predominated in 

Fabric Description

F1A
silty matrix with sparse fine sand temper and rare to occasional clay 
pellet inclusions to 2mm; ‘lumpy’ texture

F1B
silty matrix with sparse fine sand temper and rare to occasional iron 
oxides to 1mm; ‘lumpy’ texture

F2
silty matrix with sparse fine to medium sand temper and occasional iron 
oxides to 1mm

F3
silty fabric with sparse fine sand temper and moderate ferruginous 
siltstone pebble temper to 7mm

F4A
silty matrix with sparse fine sand temper, occasional ferruginous 
sandstone pebbles to 3mm, occasional clay pellets to 2mm and rare to 
occasional iron oxides to 1mm

F4B as F4A but without any ferruginous sandstone pebbles

F5 silty fabric with sparse fine sand temper

F6A silty fabric with sparse fine sand temper and occasional voids/organic temper

F6B silty fabric with sparse fine sand temper and moderate voids/organic temper

F7 silty matrix with sparse fine sand temper, occasional iron oxide inclusions 
to 1mm and rare burnt sandstone temper to 4mm

F8 silty with ‘lumpy’, angular texture, sparse fine sand temper, occasional 
angular clay pellets to 2mm and occasional iron oxide inclusions to 1mm

Table 11.23 Description of the fired clay fabrics

Period F1A F1B F2 F3 F4A F4B F5 F6A F6B F7 F8 Total

N Wt 
(g) N Wt 

(g) N Wt 
(g) N Wt 

(g) N Wt 
(g) N Wt 

(g) N Wt 
(g) N Wt 

(g) N Wt 
(g) N Wt 

(g) N Wt 
(g) N Wt 

(g)

2.1 144 822 122 770 3 4 24 669 182 972 3 75 16 294 1 13 495 3619

3.1 2 4 3 1 20 106 15 26 40 137

3.2 70 380 36 1881 4 56 94 349 14 140 157 272 375 3078

3.2, 4.1 3 62 2 4 2 6 7 72

4.1 28 239 26 551 2 10 1 5 60 104 42 90 43 43 202 1042

4.3 6 265 1 6 11 190 24 860 42 1321

5.1 6 10 3 7 11 30 20 47

5.2, 5.3 250 450 4 9 6 40 1 13 15 44 262 350 538 906

5.3 47 120 4 6 65 256 5 21 11 61 132 464

5.1, 5.2, 5.3, 
6.1 1 4 1 18 2 22

5.2, 5.3, 6.1 3 39 6 11 9 50

6.1 7 14 6 36 5 23 48 52 6 5 40 347 18 141 130 618

5.3, 6.1, 6.2 1 4 1 4

7.1 74 110 7 42 89 256 36 36 345 444 551 888

7.1, 7.2, 7.3 2 9 5 7 3 6 10 22

7.3 1 14 1 9 2 23

Unphased 52 820 6 44 12 30 1 14 19 1294 2 5 1825 9624 1404 2143 64 880 1 0 3386 14849

Total 611 2930 293 3482 33 133 7 33 63 1911 22 111 2406 11737 1510 2510 953 2891 1 13 43 1001 5942 27167

Table 11.24 Overview of the fired clay fabrics by period/phase, count (N) and weight (Wt)
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any one building. Bars were utilised to support horizontal slabs 
within the oven or kiln. The current assemblages do not include 
material sufficiently diagnostic to assign them to either a kiln 
or an oven. The low quantity and poor preservation of material 
suggests that the structures they originate from were not located 
in the immediate vicinity of B1, B5 or B8, although this type of 
material does not normally travel far.

Latest Iron Age–Early Romano-British material (period 3, 
phase 2) was represented by 17 pieces, mostly from ditch [2441] 
(fill [2242], ENC6). The majority of these consist of fragments 
from at least two rectangular-sectioned kiln bars (fabrics F1B 
and 6B), although none of the pieces conjoin. No complete 
dimensions survive. Of particular interest are two substantial kiln 
bars (RF<504a>, RF<504b>; fabric F1B; Wt 1264g) from ditch 
[2291] (ENC6). Neither are complete, but their general profile 
survives (Fig 11.34a and b), with upstanding lip at the surviving 
end and shaped around a stick (or straw bundle), a practice which 
is described by Swan (1984, 62). Although the two bars do not 
conjoin, it is possible that they were once part of one object, with 
an upstanding lip at either end. Perhaps the bars were intended 
to provide extra stability, for example to oven plates placed above. 
They do not fit into the typology as described by Swan (1984, 64) 
and may be classified under her header of ‘anomalous clay bars’. 
No parallels have been found. It is uncertain what type of kiln 

or oven the bars could have derived from, but a pottery kiln 
seems probable. They are unlikely to relate to the nearby tile 
kiln, as tile and brick kilns appear to have been constructed 
using tile or stone, whereas clay was used only for the oven 
floor and to line various surfaces (McWhirr 1979, 101). It 
should furthermore be noted that ditch [2334] (fill [2335], 
ENC6) and ?pit [84/006] (fill [84/007], B12, period 4, phase 
1) each contained a sherd which appeared warped; both 
are likely to represent pottery wasters. The fragment from 
ENC6 in particular provides, together with the bars, tentative 
evidence for pottery production in the near vicinity of the 
excavated area.

Oven lining was recovered from an Early Romano-
British oven feature ([1800], fill [1795], ENC5). Apart from 
a single fragment with flat surface, none of the fired clay 
recovered from the lining retains any diagnostic features.

Late Roman material includes 12 bar and slab 
fragments from OA33 ([4097], [4125] and [4217]). Both 
fabrics F4 and F8 are represented. Bars are rectangular-
sectioned, although no complete dimensions survive. Slabs 
measure between 23mm and 32mm, and include one 
complete width of 85mm ([4217]). Where edges survive, 

they appear to be rounded, although often there is too little 
to establish their form with certainty.

Two slab fragments possibly deriving from oven features 
were also recovered from Late Anglo-Saxon/Saxo-Norman 
contexts ([1328] and [2937]). The fragments are, however, 
small and evidence is therefore tentative. Finally [GA5/001], 
which has been dated to the late post-medieval period, 
contained two corner fragments from a kiln/oven bar or slab in 
fabrics F3 and F1B, likely to be residual.

CATALOGUE OF ILLUSTRATED FIRED CLAY
1. Daub (Fig 11.33)

[4967], G130, D4; 
period 4, phase 1
Incomplete. Fragment of 
daub (fabric F1B) with 
purposely incised lines. 
Possible keying.

2. RF<504a> Kiln or oven bar 
(Fig 11.34)
[2292], G67, ENC6; 
period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. Bar with 
upstanding lip, shaped 
around straw or stick.

3. RF<504b> Kiln or oven bar 
(Fig 11.34)
[2292], G67, ENC6; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. Bar with upstanding lip, shaped around straw or stick.

Fig 11.33 Photograph of daub fragment no 1

1
[4968]
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2 409 1 63 2 1 1 18 495

3.1 35 5 40

3.2 275 3 55 1 3 32 17 386

3.2, 4.1 4 3 7

4.1 151 19 1 31 202

4.2 13 6 11 1 31

5.1 20 20

5.2, 5.3 506 1 30 1 538

5.3 108 2 20 1 1 132

5.1, 5.2, 5.3, 6.1 1 1 2

5.2, 5.3, 6.1 6 3 9

6.1 118 1 10 1 130

5.3, 6.1, 6.2 1 1

7.1 539 1 10 1 551

7.1, 7.2, 7.3 8 2 10

7.3 2 2

Unphased 3302 14 67 1 2 3386

Total 5496 23 294 6 8 33 31 48 3 5942

Table 11.25 Overview of the fired clay forms by period/phase and count
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11.5  REGISTERED FINDS
Elke Raemen
INTRODUCTION
Sixty-eight objects were assigned unique registered finds 
numbers (RF<00>), including flintwork, Roman glass and 
ceramic kiln bars, all of which have been discussed with their 
functional type and are therefore included in their relevant 
section. Incorporated within the bulk metalwork archive are 
finds from 20th-century dumps as well as nails, some of which 
were assigned registered finds numbers at the time of initial 
processing. These are not discussed further.

The assemblage is overall fairly small and includes materials 
such as stone, copper alloy, ironwork, glass and fired clay. 
Metalwork is in poor condition, as can be expected for finds 
from the acidic Wealden clay. Conservation and X-radiography 
were all undertaken by Jacqui Watson at the Fishbourne 
Roman Palace Laboratory. The earliest object is a residual/
curated Early Bronze Age axe (cat. no 1); finds of Iron Age, 
Roman and medieval date were recovered too, as well as late 

post-medieval and unstratified, not intrinsically datable finds. 
The latter two groups have not been included in the following 
overview, which is therefore limited to 39 objects. Finds are 
discussed by period. Those from contexts with a broad time 
range have been discussed with the assemblage corresponding 
to their earliest possible period. Abbreviations used in the 
catalogue are L (length), W (width), H (height), T (thickness), 
Di (diameter) and Wt (weight).

Thanks are due to Stuart Needham for comments on the 
Bronze Age axe and to Luke Barber for the identification of 
stone types.

THE ASSEMBLAGE
PREHISTORIC
Axe

A small flanged axe (cat. no 1, RF<3>, Figs 2.11 and 11.35) 
belonging to the Arreton class and datable to the latest part 
of the Early Bronze Age, was recovered from medieval pit 
[1126] (fill [1127]). Arreton-class axes are variable in size, and 
include a higher proportion of small examples compared to 
earlier axe types (Britton 1963, 286). Their distribution area 
is largely restricted to southern and eastern England. Despite 
the small size, well-preserved examples consistently show 
signs that they are fully prepared tools, often with evidence 
of use. They were probably used for relatively lightweight 
woodworking tasks (Stuart Needham, pers comm). The axe’s 
presence in a medieval pit identifies it as a probable curated 
object, although it could also be simply residual. Curated 
items are relatively common in any period, and in this 
instance need not mean more than that the axe was picked up 
as a curio. Although in a secondary, and much later, context, 
it is likely that the axe was picked up in the vicinity, and as 
such it contributes to a growing number of Early Bronze Age 
metalwork finds, including Arreton metalwork, in the (mostly 
Sussex) Weald (eg, Needham 1987, 97–100, 126). A similar 
example from the periphery of the Weald was recovered at 
Hassocks. That axe, with broad flaring blade, was identified to 
be after the Arreton tradition (Butler 1989, 235).

1. RF<3> Bronze axe (Figs 2.11 and 11.35)
[1127], GP310, OA66; period 6, phase 1
Complete. Small axe with low flanges. Arreton class. Latest part of the Early 
Bronze Age. L 74.5mm, W 16.5 (butt) to 34.5mm (widest point of blade).

Saddle quern

Posthole [1252], fill [1253] produced four pieces of friable 
coarse sandstone, probably from the Lower Greensand Beds, 
that appear to be from the same quern, although none conjoin 
(cat. no 2). Only a few small pieces of the grinding face survive, 

Fig 11.34 Photograph of daub fragments nos 2 and 3
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but with no rotary wear and a stone in excess of 100mm thick 
it is probable this represents the last vestiges of a saddle quern 
of prehistoric date.

2. RF<541> Saddle quern (not illustrated)
[1253]
Incomplete. Part of the grinding face of a quern fragment. No rotary 
wear. Probable saddle quern. Friable coarse sandstone (probable Lower 
Greensand). Prehistoric. T 100+mm.

LATE IRON AGE AND EARLY ROMAN
Finds from cremations

All burial goods, apart from the hobnails, were recovered from 
Cemetery 3 (C3), which yielded nine iron brooches recovered 
from within five different cremation vessels, in addition to a 
single iron bracelet (cat. no 7). Visual examination of the items 
themselves and their X-rays made it clear that all iron objects 
associated with cremations had been burnt, and all ten objects 
have been interpreted as pyre goods. Iron brooches in themselves 
are uncommon, largely owing to their poor survival rate. The 
examples from Wickhurst Green are also in very poor condition, 
and descriptions have been based primarily on the X-rays. The 
brooches recovered from these cremations are mostly Nauheim-
derivatives, a type which is abundant in Britain during the 1st 
century AD (Bayley & Butcher 2004, 147).

The three brooches from jar [4720] (cat. no 10) suggest 
that a third garment, such as a cloak, was present on the pyre, 
perhaps laid beneath the body or folded next to it if not worn. 
Brooches are more commonly found in pairs in Romano-British 
burials and cremations and appear to have been worn in pairs 
by women in the south in the Late Iron Age (eg, Croom 2010, 

168). The two from jar [4689] (cat. nos 5 and 6) demonstrate 
that a pair did not necessarily consist of two identical brooches.

Hobnails
A total of 168 hobnails and hobnail fragments were recovered 
from five different contexts, including two possible cremations. 
The latter, [1898] (fill [1899], G151) and [1909] (fill [1910], 
G151), both period 4, phase 1, contained 37 and 118 hobnails 
respectively. Nails from fill [1899] include few complete 
examples and most pieces consist of tiny fragments. Complete 
hobnails range in length from 12.8mm to 26.8mm, with heads 
measuring between 7.8mm and 9mm in diameter. Most of the 
fragments from fill [1910] consist of very small shank fragments. 
Where dimensions survive, they measure from 13mm to 
21.5mm in length, with a head diameter of 11mm to 16mm.

CATALOGUE
Vessel [85/006]
3. RF<517> Iron brooch (Fig 11.36, no 3)

[85/006], G95, C3; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. One-piece brooch (Nauheim-derivative) with rod bow and 
catch-plate. Spring with four coils. Appears complete but broken in three 
pieces. Adhering bone. Brooch was found within vessel and has been 
burnt, probably forming part of the pyre. L 71mm.

4. RF<518> Iron brooch (Fig 11.36, no 4)
[85/006], G95, C3; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. One-piece brooch (Nauheim-derivative) with rod bow and 
catch-plate. Found directly beneath and next to RF<517>. Fragmented. 
Some of pin missing. Found within vessel, burnt. L 71mm.

Jar [4689]
5. RF<3003> and RF<3004> Iron brooch (Fig 11.36, no 5)

[4689], G95, C3; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. One-piece brooch (Nauheim-derivative) with rod bow and 
catch-plate. Spring with four coils. Part of spring missing, otherwise 
complete but broken in half. Adhering bone. Brooch was found within 
vessel and has been burnt. L 77mm.

6. RF<3005> Iron brooch (Fig 11.36, no 6)
[4689], G95, C3; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. One-piece brooch with catch-plate, possible Colchester. Rod 
bow broken and part of pin missing; six-coiled spring. Found within 
vessel, burnt. L 90mm.

7. RF<3006> Iron bracelet (Fig 11.36, no 7)
[4689], G95, C3; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. Fragmented strip bracelet (W 12mm) with adhering bone. 
X-ray shows no obvious decoration although the fragments are too 
corroded to see relief decoration. One hole central to the terminal, 
presumably for a hook-and-eye fastening. The second terminal is missing. 
Measuring c 62mm and 51mm across (oval).

Jar [4707]
8. RF<3002> Iron brooch (Fig 11.36, no 8)

[4707], G95, C3; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. One-piece Colchester brooch with pierced catch-plate, 
surviving bow and pin, and five surviving coils. Possible traces of a hook 
are visible on the X-ray. The spring appears to have been threaded with 
an iron rod, perhaps representing a repair (cf Bayley & Butcher, 62, no 
46). Adhering bone. The brooch has been burnt. This, together with its 
location within the vessel amongst the bone, suggests it was part of the 
pyre. Early/mid 1st century AD. L c 50mm.

Jar [4715]
9. RF<3001> Iron brooch (Fig 11.36, no 9)

[4715], G95, C3; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. One-piece bow brooch with four surviving coils, rod bow 
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fragment and part of pin. Nauheim-derivative. Catch-plate/foot missing. 
Adhering burnt bone. The brooch was found within the vessel and has 
been burnt, suggesting a pyre good. L c 47+mm.

Jar [4720]
10. RF<3000> Three iron brooches (Fig 11.36, no 10)

[4720], G95, C3; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. Three incomplete brooches corroded together, found within 
vessel. All three are simple one-piece brooches with rod bow (Nauheim-
derivative). Coil fragments survive from all three brooches. Included is a 
brooch consisting of a plain, unpierced catch-plate with part of the pin 
and rod bow. The second brooch appears complete, apart from the foot 
and catch-plate. Of the third brooch, only the coil and part of the rod 
bow remain. L c 56+mm, c 33+mm, c 56+mm.

Dress accessories and objects of personal adornment

Armlet
Two objects in shale (an identification based on their laminated 
structure) were recovered from Wickhurst Green. A probable 
tray or palette fragment is discussed below (cat. no 24). The 
latter is of Late Roman date, a period during which black 
materials were particularly popular, whereas an armlet fragment 
recovered from [2442] (Fig 11.37, no 11) is of Late Iron Age to 
Early Romano-British date. The material has not been analysed, 
but it is assumed that it represents Kimmeridge shale, found in 
Dorset but also elsewhere in Britain, as far north as Cleveland. 
(Allason-Jones 1996, 6). If it can be assumed to be from the 
Dorset outcrops, where the majority is likely to derive from, 

it suggests a link to the coast via transport up the river valleys 
deep into the Weald.

It appears that black materials such as jet, shale, cannel 
coal, durain and black bone (possibly all referred to by the 
Romans as gagates) were used interchangeably during the 
Roman period. The criterion for craftspeople seems to have 
been that the black rock could be polished to a black shine 
after the object was finalised, and although certain materials 
are more commonly used for particular objects (eg, shale for 
tables and jet for finer carvings) there does not appear to be any 
one more highly prized material. However, whereas jet was not 
utilised during the Iron Age and became popular only from the 
3rd century AD, shale kept being used, and from the Late Iron 
Age onwards lathes were used to ground and polish armlets. 
At this time, the material does not seem to have been highly 
regarded (Allason-Jones 1996, 6–8; 2002, 125). It is not clear 
whether the rising popularity of black materials, predominantly 
among women (especially in the case of jet), from the time 
when an identifiable industry emerged in the late 2nd century 
can be linked to any perceived magical properties or whether 
this was just a quirk of fashion (Allason-Jones 1996, 17; 2011, 
2, 5). Certainly if any superstitions relating to these materials 
prevailed during the period to which the Wickhurst Green 
objects date, there is no evidence for them. Later on, there may 
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Fig 11.36 Brooches RF<517>– RF<518> and RF<3000>–RF<3006> from Cemetery 3, period 3, phase 2
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have been a link between jet and certain cults and Christianity. 
Pliny the Elder describes the material he refers to as jet as 
having curative and magical properties (Naturalis historia, 36). 
It is not clear to what extent other materials such as shales were 
regarded in a similar way.

Both objects are of a simple nature and items such as plain 
armlets are likely to have been produced at several centres, with 
rough-outs having been found across Britain (Allason-Jones 
2002, 131). Plain armlets, such as the one from Wickhurst 
Green, are the most common type found in Britain. The small 
size of RF<521> indicates it was probably worn by a child or 
slender woman. Indeed, most shale armlets have a relatively 
small circumference, suggesting they were chiefly worn by 
women or children although some evidence suggests that the 
very small examples were used as hair rings or dress fasteners 
(Lawson 1976, 247–248).

11. RF<521> Shale armlet (Fig 11.37, no 11)
[2442], G67, ENC6; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. Small segment from oval or circular-shaped armlet with oval 
section (section now incomplete). Di c 65mm.

Beads
Three glass beads were recovered from ditch [1856] (fill [1865], 
period 3, phase 2/period 4, phase 1). One is a fragmentary 
sky-blue opaque cylindrical example (cat. no 12), a relatively 
popular type, particularly in the first three centuries AD 
(Guido 1978, 18). The second is a cylindrical yellow bead with 
grey swirl (cat. no 13), perhaps of Guido’s class 8 (ibid, 73–6). 
Beads of this class have been dated between 250 BC and AD 
50. The third bead is globular, in opaque red glass (cat. no 
14) with white glass inlay (double swag). The colour red was 
fairly rare in Britain during the Iron Age and Roman periods, 

possibly because of technical difficulties, so this is probably a 
Continental import (ibid, 14–15, 17).

12. RF<7> Glass bead (not illustrated)
[1865], G55, R1; period 3, phase 2/period 4, phase 1
Incomplete. Sky-blue opaque bead (fragmented); cylindrical. H 5+mm, 
Di 7.5mm.

13. RF<8> Glass bead (Fig 11.38, no 13)
[1865], G55, R1; period 3, phase 2/period 4, phase 1
Complete. Opaque yellow bead with grey swirl at one end; cylindrical. H 
5.5mm, Di 6.7mm.

14. RF<9> Glass bead (Fig 11.38, no 14)
[1865], G55, R1; period 3, phase 2/period 4, phase 1
Complete. Opaque red glass bead with white glass inlay (double swag); 
globular. H 7.8mm, Di 9mm.

Household equipment
15. RF<536> Iron knife (not illustrated)

[1705], G66, ENC5; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. Knife blade, broken in three fragments. Part of blade and all 
of handle missing. L 85+mm, max W 27mm.

16. RF<4001> Polishing stone (not illustrated)
[4375], G64, ENC5; period 3, phase 2/period 4, phase 1
Complete. Mid grey, highly polished triangular flat cobble with clear signs 
of polish wear on its two larger faces. Probable quartzite. 90mm high, 
70mm across base and 17mm thick.

Objects relating to agriculture

Evidence for crop processing was found in the form of two 
Lodsworth Lower Greensand rotary querns (cat. nos 17 and 
18). This type of stone was commonly used in this area during 
the Iron Age and Roman periods. Another rotary quern in 
Lower Greensand was found nearby, close to the mansio at 
Alfoldean (Luke & Wells 2000, 93).

17. RF<545> Rotary quern (not illustrated)
[4375], G64, ENC5; period 3, phase 2/period 4, phase 1
Incomplete. Rotary quern fragments. Upper stone from a thick/early 
(96mm) quern with 22mm-deep groove for handle mounting, running 
from stone edge to centre. Classic stringers in stone. Lodsworth Lower 
Greensand.

18. RF<4002> Rotary quern (not illustrated)
[5056], G149, B12; period 4, phase 1
Incomplete. Upper stone from rotary quern fragment. Worn grinding 
face. Lodsworth Lower Greensand. 48mm thick at outside edge.

Textile production
19. RF<4000> Ceramic spindle whorl (Fig 11.39, no 19)

[106/009], G364, OA4; period 2, phase 1
Complete. Cylindrical spindle whorl with concave sides. Perforation 
cylindrical but flaring at both ends. Clay comprises reduced fabric with 
sparse fine quartz and rare siltstone to 2mm. H 27.72mm, Di 26.5–
31mm, Wt 25g. Danebury type 1 (Poole 1984, 401 and 402, fig 7.46, no 
7.35). Just one example of this particular form was found at Danebury, 
dated to c 450–400 BC.
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Objects used for recreational purposes

A possible counter was recovered from ditch [2293] (fill 
[2294]; cat. no 20). The object is oval in shape (c 40 × 
34mm) with crude edges (rough-out rather then ground) 
and may represent a gaming counter. Pierced roundels are 
fairly common finds and an interpretation as gaming counter 
is favoured. They tend to appear in earlier Roman contexts, 
although it is not clear how they relate to their unperforated 
counterparts. One theory is that the counters may have been 
strung together in sets (Crummy 1983, 94).

20. RF<526> Ceramic ?counter (not illustrated)
[2294], G67, ENC6; period 3, phase 2
Complete. Possible counter fashioned from a pottery fragment. Central 
drilled perforation (Di 3.8mm). Possible abrasion around central piercing 
perhaps signifies suspension. Di 40mm.

Tools

Only one possible tool fragment was recovered (cat. no 21). 
It consists of a pebble fragment, which was either deliberately 
brought in from the coast or was obtained more locally from 
reworked Tertiary deposits.

21. RF<543> ?Whetstone (not illustrated)
[2611], G45, ENC2; period 3, phase 1
Incomplete. Light grey quartzite pebble fragment. Possibly from 
whetstone or polishing stone.

Unknown function
22. RF<10> Iron object (not illustrated)

G69, B9; period 3, phase 2
Incomplete. Fragment of circular-sectioned ?rod fragment with L-shaped, 
flattened head or arm. Possible ?staple. L 41+mm.

23. RF<516> Stone ?weight (not illustrated)
[67/013], G125, ENC7; period 4, phase 1
Complete. Naturally formed cylinder with central hole. Flint with cortex 

on all sides as well as inside hole. Slight chips at either end (natural). 
Possible suspension wear on one side of hole. Possibly opportunistically 
used as a small weight. H 24mm, Di 39mm, perforation 11–14.50mm.

LATE ROMAN
Household equipment
24. RF<507> Kimmeridge shale stone plaque (Fig 11.40, no 24)

[3190], G152, OA33; period 4, phase 2
Incomplete. Apex of triangular or diamond-shaped object with notches 
at regular intervals (c 3mm) along the edge. Its thickness suggests it 
may have been a tray (cf Isaac & Thompson 2002, 177, fig 314 no 35), 
although it could also represent a palette or inlay. Kimmeridge shale. T 
12.2mm, H 55+mm.

MEDIEVAL
The medieval assemblage is very small and consists mostly of stone 
objects. Only two quernstones were recovered (cat. nos 33 and 
34), neither of which are likely to post-date period 5, phase 2. 
There does on the other hand appear to be a relative increase of 
whetstones. A similarly high number of whetstones was noted at 
another rural site at Bolnore, near Haywards Heath (Barber 2012).

Tools

Six whetstones (cat. nos 27–32) were recovered from 
medieval contexts. All are portable. Only one (cat. no 30) 
displays a suspension hole. The remainder would have been 
carried in a small pouch or bag, as part of an individual’s 
personal equipment.

25. RF<532> Iron ?tool (not illustrated)
[1316], G186, S7; period 5, phase 2
Incomplete. Rectangular-sectioned, undiagnostic strip fragment, tapering 
into point. L 45+mm, W 17.4mm.

26. RF<529> Iron handle (not illustrated)
[305], G292, B23; period 6, phase 1
Incomplete. Terminal from a scale-tanged iron handle. X-ray shows two 
round nail holes. Posibly from knife. L 41+mm.

27. RF<537> ?Whetstone (not illustrated)
[53/010], G162, R8; period 5, phase 2/period 6, phase 1
Complete. Ovoid, brown quartzite pebble. Very high polish on two larger 
faces but not on edges. L 75mm, W 51mm, T 21mm.

28. RF<542> Whetstone (not illustrated)
[2505], G191, ENC13; period 5, phase 2
Complete. Elongated, flattened light grey ?quartzite pebble. Whetstone or 
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polishing stone. L 110mm, W 50mm, T 17mm.
29. RF<503> Whetstone (not illustrated)

[1127], G310, OA66; period 6, phase 1
Incomplete. Tapering, square-sectioned fragment, worn on all faces. Grey 
medium sandstone. Section measuring 20 × 14.5mm, L 65+mm.

30. RF<2> Whetstone (Fig 11.41, no 30)
[1115], G309, D38; period 6, phase 1
Incomplete. Small whetstone, tapering towards top and with suspension 
hole. Lower half missing. Wear on all surfaces. Very fine-grained grey 
sandstone of uncertain origin. Square section, measuring 10 × 15mm at 
the widest surviving part. L 39+mm.

31. RF<500> Whetstone (not illustrated)
[1235], G307, R2; period 6, phase 1
Incomplete. Slightly irregular, flattish stone, broken at both ends. 
Norwegian Ragstone. L 80+mm, subrectangular section max 32 × 14mm.

32. RF<501> Whetstone (not illustrated)
[1216], G308, D37; period 7, phase 3
Incomplete. Square-sectioned stone, tapering towards broken end. Grey 
coarse sandstone of uncertain origin. Section measuring 19 × 18.5mm to 
27.5 × 26mm, L 74+mm.

Household
33. RF<540> Rotary quern (not illustrated)

[511], G188, D22; period 5, phase 2/period 6, phase 1
Incomplete. Small fragments of German lava.

34. RF<544> Rotary quern (not illustrated)
[544], G231, ENC16; period 5, phase 2
Incomplete. Upper stone fragment from rotary quern with burnt grinding 
face. Lower Greensand (source other than Lodsworth). 28mm thick at edge.

Equestrian equipment
35. RF<531> Iron horseshoe (not illustrated)

[808], G274, ENC15; period 5, phase 2
Incomplete. Fragment with some toe wear. Both branches incomplete, 
one with two rectangular nail holes visible on the X-rays, although 
unclear what type they are. Too little survives to establish overall type. No 
complete height or width.

Unphased
36. RF<539> Rotary quern (not illustrated)

[497]
Incomplete. Small fragments of German lava.

DISCUSSION
LATE IRON AGE/ROMAN
The earliest stratified registered finds are of Late Iron Age to 
Early Romano-British date. There are few comparable sites in 
this part of the Weald, and most Late Iron Age and Roman 

sites lack finds assemblages. Few of those excavated are of 
a similar rural character to Wickhurst Green. Nearby sites 
in the West Sussex Weald include the mansio enclosure at 
Alfoldean. This formed part of a larger settlement that probably 
originated in the mid 1st century (Luke & Wells 2000), so 
the majority of finds are of slightly later date than the bulk of 
the Roman material from Wickhurst Green, which is of Late 
Iron Age/Early Romano-British date. Furthermore, whereas 
Wickhurst Green is likely to have been a domestic rural 
settlement, Alfoldean served passing travellers, many perhaps 
of a somewhat higher or different status than the occupants of 
Wickhurst Green, and is likely also to have served as a market 
for the surrounding area. Finds assemblages, especially that 
found by Winbolt (1924b, 131–4), are therefore of slightly 
higher status than those from Wickhurst Green. They would 
have reached Alfoldean via a different trajectory, although it is 
not impossible that from the establishment of Alfoldean around 
the mid 1st century onwards, some goods were distributed to 
Wickhurst Green via Alfoldean.

The registered finds from Wickhurst Green perhaps 
compare better to the assemblage found at Horley (Clifford 
in prep), where another small group of finds is associated with 
a small, rural community. Other sites which covered similar 
periods, such as Southwater (Doherty in prep d), yielded 
negligible registered finds assemblages, probably partly because 
of the acidic nature of the Wealden clay deposits.

Trade

Many trade routes had already been established across the 
south and beyond before the Late Iron Age, although the roads 
built after the Conquest would have increased the availability 
of certain objects. Certainly the exploitation of stone resources 
does not appear to have changed in the Roman period 
compared to the Iron Age. Lodsworth products, for example, 
are perhaps the most common quern type in Sussex during 
the Iron Age and Roman periods, with the quarries being only 
some 14 miles to the south-west of the current site (Peacock 
1987). Stone from outside the region includes Kimmeridge 
shale, which suggests trade routes stretching deep into the 
Weald, probably following the river routes.

Foreign links are perhaps testified by the opaque red bead 
(cat. no 14), which is of probable Continental origin. Beads 
in this colour are uncommon, and the bead may well have 
travelled with a merchant or visitor as a personal object rather 
than a trade item.
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Agriculture

Agricultural activity is evidenced only by the rotary querns, 
suggesting a low level of crop processing, utilising local stone.

MEDIEVAL
A very small assemblage of utilitarian objects was recovered 
from medieval contexts. Stone objects, particularly whetstones, 
dominate. What is notable in the period 6, phase 1 stone group 
is the recovery of three broken whetstones, suggesting more 
blade-sharpening – a similar high proportion of sharpening 
stones compared to a lack of querns was noted at a medieval 
rural site at Bolnore, near Haywards Heath (Barber 2012).

The stone objects represent several different sources, 
including two uncertain ones (fine sandstones) as well as 
Norwegian Ragstone and German lava. The latter two are 
of foreign origin, although their presence does not suggest 
direct trade between the regions from which they derive and 
Wickhurst Green. Workshops in Britain have been attested, 
including one for German lava in London (Goffin 2003, 
205), from where querns were redistributed. Rough-outs for 
Norwegian Ragstone-type hones were found in Coppergate 
(York; Mainman & Rogers 2000, 2497). A quartzite polishing 
stone (cat. no 27) may have travelled from the south up 
the river valleys. The presence of these different stone types 
indicates that despite the site’s location, occupants could access 
non-local products for specialist activities.

11.6  CHARRED PLANT REMAINS
Mariangela Vitolo
INTRODUCTION
After a post-excavation assessment for the first phase of 
archaeological fieldwork at the site (Le Hégarat & Mooney 
2013) and a summary statement for the second phase (Allott 
2015a), five samples were selected for charred plant macrofossils 
analysis. The samples came from a pit, a cremation, two ditches 
and a cooking pit or hearth. These ranged in date from the 
Middle Iron Age to the Late Anglo-Saxon/Saxo-Norman 
periods. This analysis report discusses the information that 
the archaeobotanical remains provide on diet, crop husbandry 
practices and vegetation environment at the site.

METHODOLOGY
The larger flots were subsampled using a riffle box until a 
quantity of roughly 100ml was reached. The whole flots 
or subsamples were then passed through graded sieves 
and scanned under a stereozoom microscope at ×7–×45 

magnifications to allow sorting and identification of the plant 
remains. Identifications of macrobotanical remains have been 
made through comparison with published reference atlases 
(NIAB 2004; Cappers et al 2006; Jacomet 2006) and by 
comparison to modern reference collections at Archaeology 
South-East and Fort Cumberland, Historic England. 
Nomenclature used follows Stace (1997); identified species are 
listed in Table 11.26

RESULTS
PERIOD 2: MIDDLE IRON AGE
Sample <348>, [4596]

This Middle Iron Age sample, from a feature interpreted as 
a cooking pit or hearth, contained a small amount of cereal 
caryopses, mostly identified as emmer/spelt (Triticum dicoccum/
spelta), whilst others were recorded as wheat/barley (Triticum/
Hordeum spp) and two as possible oat (cf Avena sp). Glume 
bases were also present, but most were so badly preserved that 
only one was positively identified as spelt (T spelta), whereas 
most were very fragmentary or abraded and were recorded as 
emmer/spelt. Remains of wild plants were also present. Large 
caryopses of grasses (Poaceae) made up the majority of the wild 
seeds assemblage. The grass family was also represented by a 
stem fragment with culm node. Other identified species were 
fat hen (Chenopodium album), goosefoots (Chenopodium sp), 
knotgrasses/docks (Polygonum/Rumex spp), common chickweed 
(Stellaria media), scentless mayweed (Tripleurospermum 
inodorum) and daisy family (Asteraceae).

PERIOD 3, PHASES 1–2: LATEST IRON AGE/EARLY 
ROMANO-BRITISH
Samples <135>, [2201] and <259>, [85/012]

These samples was taken from pit [2200] and cremation 
[85/013] respectively. Sample <135> contained mostly glume 
bases. Although most of them were too fragmentary to identify 
further than emmer/spelt, 17 were more securely identified 
as spelt. Caryopses of the grass family, as well as grass stem 
fragments and culm nodes were also recorded, alongside a 
knotgrass/dock seed.

The cremation sample, <259>, was not very rich, but it 
was brought to full analysis because it was deemed to have the 
potential to provide information on funerary uses during the 
Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period. The flot contained 
a number of tubers and grass stem fragments and four seeds of 
common chickweed. Identification of the tubers was attempted 
through comparison with a modern reference collection at 
Fort Cumberland, but it was not successful. Only a few species 
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Period 2 3.1 3.2 4.1 5.2/5.3
Sample no <348> <135> <259> <165> <124>
Feature no [4595] [2200] [85/013] [2726] [2364]
Context no [4596] [2201] [85/012] [2799] [2365]
Subgroup 2347 938 2157 1182 1011

Group 36 47 95 121 197
Feature type H/CR? P CR D D

Flot volume (ml) 120 150 130 450 785
Flot weight (g) 18.5 40 46 152 172

Taxonomic identification English name and plant part Habitat codes

Crop cereals

Triticum dicoccum/spelta L emmer/spelt wheat caryopses C* 15

Triticum sp wheat caryopses C* 3 11 1

cf Triticum sp possible wheat caryopses C* 3 1

Triticum/Hordeum sp wheat/barley caryopses C* 5

cf Hordeum sp possible barley caryopses C* 1

Avena sativa L cultivated oat with floret basis C* 13

Avena sp oat caryopses AC* 7 2 419

Avena sp sprouted oat caryopses AC* 6

cf Avena sp oat caryopses AC* 6 75

Cerealia indeterminate cereal caryopses C* 1 49

Chaff

Triticum spelta L spelt wheat glume base C* 17 9

Triticum spelta L spelt wheat spikelet C* 1

Triticum cf spelta L possible spelt glume base C* 1

Triticum dicoccum/spelta L emmer/spelt glume base C* 8 44 30

Triticum dicoccum/spelta L emmer/wheat spikelet fork C* 3

Avena sp twisted awn AC* 5

Wild grasses, arable weeds & waste ground

Chenopodium album L fat hen ADn 5

Chenopodium sp goosefoots ADY 5

Stellaria media (L) Vill common chickweed AD 2 4

Polygonum/Rumex sp knotgrasses/docks 1 1

Raphanus raphanistrum L wild radish A 2

Galium sp bedstraws/cleavers ADGMR 1

Asteraceae Compositae/daisy family 1 1

Tripleurospermum inodorum (L) Sch Bip scentless mayweed AD 7 6

Poaceae large caryopses AHG 2 9 1

Poaceae small caryopses AHG 1

Poa annua/Phleum sp annual meadow grass/cat’s tails AHG 11

Poaceae stem fragments and culm node AHG 1 1 5

Poaceae stem fragments AHG 1 3 2

Bromus sp bromes AHG 9 7 8

Bromus/Avena sp bromes/oat AHG 2

Indeterminate or unidentified plant parts

Unidentified weed seed 1 2 6 1
Unidentified tuber 10

Table 11.26 Charred planr remains species list (CR = cremation; D = ditch; H = hearth; P = pit; A = weeds of arable land; C = cultivated plants; D = ruderals, 
weeds of waste and disturbed places; G = grassland; H = hedgerows; M = marsh/bog; R = riverside/ditches/ponds; Y = waysides/hedgerows; * = plants of 
economic value; n = nutrient-rich)
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of tuber have been identified on morphological grounds and 
the majority of these are regarded as desiccated, rather than 
carbonised, specimens (Hather 1993).

PERIOD 4, PHASE 1: EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH
Sample <165>, [2799]

This sample was taken from an Early Romano-British ditch 
fill. Crop remains consisted mainly of wheat glume bases and 
spikelet forks, most of which were recorded as emmer/spelt 
because of their poor preservation and lack of identifiable 
characters. Only nine glume bases could be positively identified 
as spelt. Caryopses of wheat and one possible barley (cf 
Hordeum sp) were also recorded, whilst wild plants included 
brome (Bromus sp), scentless mayweed, daisy family, bedstraw/
cleavers (Galium sp) and the caryopsis of a small grass.

PERIOD 5, PHASE 2: SAXO-NORMAN
Sample <124>, [2365]

This sample, from a ditch fill, was dominated by oat caryopses. 
Although only 13 floret bases were attributable to cultivated 
oat (Avena sativa), the sheer quantity of grains contained in this 
context suggests that most, if not all, of the assemblage is made 
up of a cultivated species. Only two caryopses were identified 
as wheat and possible wheat, making this a relatively clean 
assemblage of almost pure oat, given the low quantities of chaff 
and wild plants, which included an indeterminate grass (which 
could also be a badly preserved oat) and two pods of wild 
radish (Raphanus raphanistrum).

DISCUSSION
PRESERVATION
The analysed samples displayed poor preservation of plant 
remains across all periods. Both pre- and post-depositional 
conditions might have contributed to this. Circumstances 
of charring, such as temperature, duration and presence of 
oxygen, can certainly affect the preservation of plant remains. 
Furthermore, preservation of plant material on heavy clay soils 
tends to be poor, especially where there is evidence for repeated 
cycles of wetting and drying. Poor preservation has been found 
on material from sites on similar soil conditions, for example 
at sites near Horley (Allott in prep) and at Brisley Farm 
(Carruthers 2013).

THE IRON AGE AND ROMAN SAMPLES
The Iron Age/Roman samples have yielded very few plant 
remains. Such a paucity, which is mirrored at nearby sites, 
such as Billingshurst (Allott 2015b), could be due to the 

aforementioned preservation problems. However, preservation 
does not seem to have affected the quantity of retrieved 
charcoal (below, 11.7) and it is therefore possible either that 
arable activity was of secondary importance, given the poor 
predisposition of the local acidic soils, or that cereal processing, 
which is what most commonly generates charred assemblages, 
was carried out on a small scale or even elsewhere.

Glume wheats, of which only spelt was securely identified, 
were represented in the Iron Age and Roman contexts. At 
other contemporary sites in Sussex, spelt is also present, but 
alongside other wheat species. In samples from Roman contexts 
at Fishbourne (Carruthers 1996) spelt and free-threshing 
wheat were present, but no emmer. At Westhampnett (Hinton 
2008) spelt and possible emmer were present in the Iron Age 
samples, as well as possible bread wheat, although the latter 
identification was tentative and based only on the caryopses, 
rather than the chaff. Further away, at Brisley Farm, in Kent 
(Carruthers 2013), emmer was the dominant cereal in the 
Late Iron Age and Romano-British samples, alongside spelt. 
The evidence suggests a varied picture, where spelt tends to be 
present at most sites, generally accompanied by other species of 
wheat, either as contaminants or as buffer crops. At Wickhurst 
Green the small size of the assemblage might have contributed 
to only spelt being represented.

Barley was almost absent from all the contexts, except for a 
tentatively identified caryopsis from the Early Romano-British 
ditch [2726]. Generally cereals destined to fodder tend to occur 
commonly but in low numbers, because they are more prone to 
be scattered around the site and only occasionally burnt among 
domestic waste (Carruthers 2008). It is possible that barley was 
used as fodder at Wickhurst Green, although this is difficult to 
demonstrate with such a small assemblage. Barley might also 
have suffered from the presence of clay soils. Hulled barley does 
appear, however, although as a minor crop, at all the nearby 
sites mentioned in the previous paragraph.

Then composition of samples can generally give an 
indication of the stage of crop processing in which the material 
was burnt (Hillman 1981). The assemblage from Wickhurst 
Green is too small to identify trends in crop-processing stages 
through time. Samples <348> and <165> could represent 
products of parching (used for the glume wheats to make the 
chaff brittle) or pounding. Sample <135>, on the other hand, 
could be the burnt waste of crop-processing activity, as it 
mostly contains glume bases and seeds of wild plants that could 
occur as crop weeds, such as grasses and knotgrasses/docks. It is 
possible that cereal processing was carried out on a small scale, 
given the low amount of remains in this assemblage.
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Weed seeds were not recovered in large amounts either and 
were limited to only a few species or families, providing little 
information on the type of vegetation that surrounded the site 
and the conditions of the soils the crops were grown in. The 
species found in these samples occur normally as arable weeds, 
and it is therefore likely that their presence in the assemblage is 
tied to the crops. However, they can also grow in other kinds of 
environments, such as hedgerows, grassland, scrub, woodland 
and disturbed ground.

The exact function of the tubers recovered in the cremation 
sample is not clear. Tubers of onion-couch grass (Arrhenatherum 
elatius subsp bulbosum) and pignut (Conopodium majus), among 
others, are common finds in cremations across south-east England 
from a range of periods. It has been suggested (Robinson 1988) 
that onion-couch grass tubers were uprooted with the grass 
stems and used for kindling in the pyre. Stevens points out that 
pignut tubers, unlike those of onion-couch grass, are harder to 
uproot and suggests that these remains might have come from 
the removal of the turf, with the help of tools such as mattocks 
to create fire breaks around the pyre (Stevens, C J, 2008). Tubers, 
alongside grass stems, vetches and other plant material, would 
have been extracted from the broken turf and used as tinder. At 
very early sites, the edible pignut tubers might have been used for 
food (Moffett 1991). The latter function is harder to demonstrate 
at Wickhurst Green, without a precise identification of the 
tubers and, being a later context, there was probably less reliance 
on collected food. It is more likely that, alongside grass stem 
fragments, these tubers were taken from vegetation growing nearby 
and used for kindling or fell into the pyre accidentally.

THE SAXO-NORMAN SAMPLE
Sample <124> stood out from the rest of the assemblage, as 
it was the only sample containing a large amount of charred 
plant remains. The sample is likely to represent storage of clean, 
cultivated oat, with the occasional wheat grain and weed seed as 
a contaminant. Because this was the only sample from the Saxo-
Norman period, it is not possible to gauge the importance of 
oat at Wickhurst Green in relation to other crops. Oat is fairly 
common at other contemporary sites in south-east England, 
alongside free-threshing wheat and barley. Evidence for the 
cultivation of oat at sites in the proximity of Wickhurst Green 
is scarce. At Market Field, Steyning (Hinton 1993), oat grains 
were present in low numbers compared to other cereals and 
there was no evidence to tell whether it was wild or cultivated. 
At Church Street, Steyning (Hinton 1995) the presence of a 
crop, rather than a weed species, was suggested by the large 
quantity of caryopses retrieved from one of the pits. The 

evidence across Anglo-Saxon England, however, shows that oat 
was used for human consumption, especially in small rural and 
semi-urban sites, and was probably a staple in areas characterised 
by damp and acidic soils (Hagen 1995). At this time, oats may 
also have been used for brewing, evidence for which is generally 
provided by detached sprouts or sprouted grains. Although it 
is possible that oats were used for brewing at Wickhurst Green 
in the Saxo-Norman period, the presence of only six sprouted 
caryopses does not offer enough evidence for this.

CONCLUSIONS
Analysis of macro plant remains from five samples from 
Wickhurst Green has provided limited information on diet, 
crop husbandry and vegetation at the site from the Iron Age 
to the Saxo-Norman period. Differences in crops grown 
through time were not possible to detect because of the small 
size of the assemblage.

The evidence gathered shows that glume wheats, 
particularly spelt, were present at the site in the Iron Age and 
Roman periods. The absence of other wheat species could 
be due to the small size of the assemblage, because emmer 
and/or bread wheat were present, alongside spelt, at some 
contemporary sites in the region.

The oat storage sample from a Saxon context suggests that 
this cereal, which might have previously been present in its wild 
form, was cultivated and likely to have been used for human 
consumption, although the evidence is too scarce to judge its 
importance and use relatively to other types of cereal at the site 
in this period.

11.7  CHARCOAL
Lucy Allott
INTRODUCTION
After a post-excavation assessment of the charcoal remains from 
a first phase of fieldwork at the site (Le Hégarat & Mooney 
2013) and a subsequent summary statement regarding a second 
phase of work (Allott 2015a), 24 samples were selected for 
detailed charcoal analysis. These samples represent features 
dated to the following periods:
Period 2: Middle Iron Age – 1 sample
Period 3, phase 2: Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British  
 (AD 40–70) – 16 samples
Period 4, phase 1: Early Romano-British (AD 70–130)  
 – 7 samples

The samples examined were associated with a range of 
features including cremations or funerary-related features in 
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which burnt/cremated bones were recorded, a ditch and pit 
associated with B10 and posthole features. As wood charcoal 
was not abundant in the vast majority of features sampled 
but was mainly prevalent in features where a high degree of 
selection was probably employed, it will not be possible to 
draw significant conclusions regarding the composition of 
the woodland and changes in the vegetation. Instead, features 
chosen will provide information regarding the range of woody 
taxa procured and used in tasks primarily associated with ritual 
and religious practices. The analysis also aims to establish 
evidence for selection of fuel wood and any perceivable 
differences between funerary-related features and non-funerary, 
potentially domestic or industrial, features (although as noted 
above such features in which charcoal was sufficient for analysis 
were rare).

METHODOLOGY
Charcoal fragments were extracted from the sample residues. 
Fragments in the >4mm and, in a few instances, 2–4mm 
fractions were considered suitable for analysis as, in general, 
fragments of this size provide sufficient surface area once 
fractured for identification. The fragments were fractured along 
three planes (transverse, tangential longitudinal and radial 
longitudinal sections) following standardised procedures (Gale 
& Cutler 2000) and viewed under a stereozoom microscope for 
initial sorting and a metallurgical incident light microscope (at 
×50, ×100, ×200 and ×500) for identification.

Taxa have been identified through comparison with 
modern reference material and reference texts (Schweingruber 
1990; Hather 2000; Schoch et al 2004). ‘Cf ’, denoting 
‘compares with’, is used to precede identifications that are 
uncertain, whether because of poor preservation, partial 
vitrification or sediment deposits within the charcoal that 
obscure features required for identification. The full archive 
data tables record the presence of ‘cf ’ identifications, but for 
the final analysis they are referred to as the named taxon. 
Wood charcoal fragments that could not be identified owing to 
poor preservation or distortion are recorded as indeterminate, 
followed by a descriptor (eg, ‘indet distorted’ or ‘indet 
monocotyledon’. Habitat information and nomenclature used 
follows Stace (1997).

RESULTS
Wood charcoal fragments were infrequent in many of the 
samples taken during excavation and showed varying grades of 
preservation. On the whole, and particularly where abundant, 
fragments were well preserved although in a few instances 

samples were selected for analysis from what appeared to be 
promising assemblages and yet proved to consist of fragments 
that were difficult to section and obtain clear surfaces for 
identification. At this site preservation problems were primarily 
due to sediment percolation/infiltration which is most likely 
related to fluctuations in ground water level, while, vitrification 
was rare within the assemblage. The majority of fragments 
selected for analysis were sufficiently well preserved to permit 
the assignment of taxonomic identifications.

Charcoal analysis was undertaken for 24 of the 298 
bulk samples as these were deemed to contain sufficient well 
preserved charcoal fragments and were from features that could 
contribute information regarding fuel use, fuel selection and/or 
local vegetation. These samples derive primarily from funerary 
related features and therefore provide a significant body of data 
regarding selection of fuels for the cremation process. Samples 
analysed represent features ranging in date from the Middle 
Iron Age to the Early Romano-British (AD 70–130) period.

Anatomical structures observed in the charcoal fragments 
are consistent with the following taxa:

Aceraceae: Acer campestre, field maple
Betulaceae: Alnus sp., alder; Betula sp., birch; Corylus avellana, 

hazel
Fabaceae: Leguminosae subfamily, Ulex/Cytisus sp., gorse/

broom
Fagaceae: Quercus sp., oak
Oleaceae: Fraxinus excelsior, ash
Rhamnaceae: Frangula alnus, alder buckthorn
Rosaceae: Prunus sp., cherry/blackthorn; Maloideae 

subfamiliy, including Sorbus sp. (rowan, whitebeam, 
service), Crataegus monogyna (hawthorn), Malus sp. 
(apple) and Pyrus sp. (pear)

Salicaceae: Salix/Populus sp., willow/poplar
Ulmaceae: Ulmus sp., elm
Woods in the Maloideae subfamily cannot be differentiated 

on the basis of their anatomical structure (Hather 2000). In 
some cases it was also not possible to distinguish between the 
genera Corylus/Alnus and Alnus/Betula due to the quality of 
preservation or visibility of key anatomical structures. With 
the exception of the Maloideae (which are referred to by their 
subfamily name throughout the text), taxa are referred to by 
their English common names. The results of the analysis of 
charcoal remains from Wickhurst Green are given in Table 
11.27 and full data tables which include identifications 
obtained during assessment are held in the archive.
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PERIOD 2: MIDDLE IRON AGE
Feature [4595] (<348>, [4596], GP36, OA4), which was thought 
to be a possible hearth or cremation-associated feature, produced 
a large assemblage of wood charcoal. The feature contained a 
small amount of burnt bone but there was too little for further 
identification. A range of woody taxa were identified including 
oak (Quercus sp), Maloideae group taxa, cherry/blackthorn 
(Prunus sp), gorse/broom (Leguminosae), alder (Alnus sp), birch 
(Betula sp) and willow (Salix sp). Fragments of small to medium-
sized roundwood were noted in the oak, cherry/blackthorn and 
alder assemblages but they were generally uncommon.

PERIOD 3, PHASE 2: LATEST IRON AGE/EARLY 
ROMANO-BRITISH (AD 40–70)
Building 10 (B10)

A ditch (<315>, [4772], GP80) and pit (<320>, [4796], GP81) 
associated with B10 produced charcoal assemblages dominated 
by oak but with a broad range of other taxa including 
Maloideae, cherry/blackthorn, field maple (Acer campestre), 
hazel (Corylus avellana), alder, birch, alder buckthorn (Frangula 
alnus), gorse/broom and willow/poplar (Salix/Populus). These 
taxa are represented by only a few fragments each. Although 
charcoal fragments were not very abundant in pit [4795] this 
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2 <348> [4596] H/
CR [4595] 36 OA4 Y no id 24 1 13 11 9 3 6 1 32 9 109

3.2 <315> [4772] D [4773] 80 B10 89 2 4 1 1 2 1 100

3.2 <320> [4796] P [4795] 81 B10 Y no id 24 2 2 1 1 30

3.2 <57> [1168] P/ 
CR

[1167] 62 C1 33 1 1 2 42 1 30 110

3.2 <296> [4680] CR [4679] 95 C3 Y no id 95 2 1 1 1 100

3.2 <297> [4692] CR [4679] 95 C3 Y Hu 176 6 5 2 1 1 1 192

3.2 <300> [4707] CR [4706] 95 C3 Y Hu 83 3 86

3.2 <299> [4712] CR [4711] 95 C3 Y no id 90 90

3.2 <284> [85/006] CR [85/007] 95 C3 Y Hu 31 20 43 16 Y? 110

3.2 <253> [85/010] CR [85/013] 95 C3 86 5 16 4 111

3.2 <257> [85/010] CR [85/013] 95 C3 Y unid 79 19 12 110

3.2 <254> [85/011] CR [85/013] 95 C3 Y unid 32 3 48 83

3.2 <259> [85/012] CR [85/013] 95 C3 Y Hu 49 32 29 4 114

3.2 <351> [4678] CR [4677] 96 C3 Y no id 99 1 100

3.2 <350> [4682] CR [4681] 96 C3 Y no id 76 12 14 Y? 102

3.2 <301> [4714] CR [4713] 96 C3 94 1 1 4 Y? 100

3.2 <86> [1706] P/CR [1705] 66 ENC5 Y an 60 10 5 4 2 2 4 1 1 1 90

4.1 <90> [1819] P/CR [1818] 123 ENC9 Y unid 3 58 61

4.1 <91> [1832] P/CR [1818] 123 ENC9 Y unid 2 108 110

4.1 <92> [1899] P/CR [1898] 151 OA10 72 9 27 6 114

4.1 <83> [1694] CR [1693] 150 OA16 Y Hu 29 1 21 4 55

4.1 <338> [4994] SP [4993] 144 OA23 Y no id 10 4 5 3 5 1 1 1 2 2 34

4.1 <339> [4995] SP [4993] 144 OA23 Y no id 2 1 3 2 1 4 13

4.1 <340> [4996] SP [4993] 144 OA23 Y no id 34 38 3 2 2 1 2 1 83

Table 11.27 Charcoal analysis results presented as fragment counts (CR = cremation; D = ditch; H = hearth; P = pit; SP = structural cut (posthole, stakehole); 
Hu = human; An = animal; unid = unidentifiable; no id = insufficient for identification)
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feature was central to the building and therefore of potential 
importance for obtaining information about fuel selection 
associated with the use of the building. A further charcoal-rich 
deposit (<323>, [4790]) was initially selected for analysis, but 
preservation of charcoal was very poor. Many of the fragments 
contained sediment deposits and obtaining clear surfaces for 
viewing anatomical features was extremely difficult.

Cemeteries 1 and 3 (C1, C3)

Three cremation cemeteries (C1 in FS1, C2 in LA6 and C3 in 
LA7) were defined at the site. Samples were taken from features 
in each of the cemeteries but were not all from cremation or 
funerary-associated features and the quantities of charcoal 
recovered varied. Features containing destruction debris in C2 
produced very few charcoal fragments whereas those in C3 
contained significantly larger quantities. For this reason only 
samples from C1 and C3 have been included in the analysis. It 
is interesting to note that some of the funerary-related features 
in these areas contained no burnt bone and some contained 
burnt bone that was either unidentifiable owing to poor 
preservation (below, 11.9) or was too small and infrequent to 
obtain identifications. Of the nine features analysed burnt bone 
was recorded in seven instances, [4679]*, [4706]*, [4711], 
[85/007]*, [85/013]*, [4677] and [4681]; identifiably human 
bone (denoted with *) was present in only four of these features.

Oak, birch and bark fragments were the main constituents 
of pit/possible pyre feature [1167] in C1 (<57>, [1168]) with 
fragments of cherry/blackthorn, hazel, alder and willow/
poplar also evident. This feature provided no direct evidence 
for cremated bone. The remaining cemetery samples are all 
from cremation/token cremation features in C3 and have 
remarkably similar compositions of woody taxa with oak as the 
predominant taxon or oak and ash (Fraxinus sp) in combination 
with lesser occurrences of hazel, alder, birch, willow/poplar and 
some bark fragments. Bark fragments were not as abundant in 
any of the individual samples in C3 as they were in the single 
sample from C1. The oak and ash assemblages from the C3 
features consisted of roundwood as well as fragments with no 
discernible ring curvatures and although roundwood fragments 
were moderately common they were not complete enough to 
obtain diameter measurements or growth ring counts. They do, 
however, appear to derive from small to medium-sized pieces 
rather than larger branches or stems. Roundwood was not noted 
in any of the other taxa recorded.

Enclosure 5 (ENC5)

Pit [1705] (<86>, [1706]) contained oak, Maloideae, cherry/
blackthorn, hazel, hazel/alder, birch and willow/poplar. 
Although this was initially thought to be a possible funerary-
related feature, identification work has shown that the burnt 
bone assemblage comprises animal rather than human bone 
fragments. Roundwood fragments were noted and several of 
these were sufficiently complete to enable ring counts and 
diameter measurements. These all equated to small roundwood 
that could represent twigs, small branches or rods and all 
measured less than 16mm in diameter (more commonly 
<10mm) containing fewer than 11 growth rings.

PERIOD 4, PHASE 1: EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH  
(AD 70–130)
Enclosure 9 (ENC9) and Open Areas 10, 16 and 23 (OA10, 

OA16 and OA23)

Two samples from pit/cremation feature [1818] (<90>, 
[1819] and <91>, [1832]) are unusual in that they consist 
predominantly of alder with only occasional fragments of oak. 
These deposits contained burnt bone that was unidentifiable 
and could therefore be of either animal or human origin. A 
slightly wider range of taxa were represented in cremation-
related features in OA10 and OA16. Feature [1898], <92> in 
OA10 contained oak, alder, birch and bark fragments while 
charcoal in a similar feature in OA16 (<83>, [1694]) consisted 
of oak, cherry/blackthorn, alder and willow/poplar. No 
roundwood fragments were observed in either instance. Burnt 
human bone was evident in fill [1694] of this feature [1693].

Posthole [4993] in OA23 is represented by three fills, 
<338>, <339>, <340>, [4994], [4995] and [4996]. The fills 
were broadly similar, containing oak, Maloideae, cherry/
blackthorn, field maple, gorse/broom, hazel, alder, birch, 
willow/poplar and bark fragments. The lowermost fill of the 
feature produced the only evidence for elm (Ulmus) at this site.

DISCUSSION
The majority of samples analysed consisted of charcoal remains 
from cremation features and although there is no evidence for 
primary burning locations such as pyres they can be associated 
with such events with more confidence than for other features 
at the site. This is especially true for features in which burnt 
human bone fragments were evident. In addition, these 
funerary-related features are perhaps less likely to contain 
amalgams of material from sources other than funerary-related 
activities than are the deposits within pits and ditches. A few 
such deposits were analysed in part to compare the range of 
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taxa present in the different feature types. In these instances the 
fuel could derive from wood used in domestic and/or industrial 
hearths or from other uses of wood at the site such as for 
timber or objects that became incidentally/accidentally charred.

These selected features do not lend themselves to a detailed 
discussion of the choice of wood taxa as fuel for specific 
purposes beyond the funerary-related activities. They can, 
however, be used to develop a discussion of the general use of 
wood as fuel at the site, and provide an indication of some of 
the woody taxa present in the local wooded environments. The 
results are discussed thematically, focusing on the vegetation 
environments from which fuel was procured and the use of 
wood in funerary practices.

VEGETATION ENVIRONMENT
High species diversity is indicated in each of the three 
occupation periods included in the charcoal analysis (Table 
11.28) with a total of 12 different woody taxa (or groups 
of taxa) recognised. Seven of these (oak, Maloideae, cherry/
blackthorn, gorse/broom, alder, birch and willow/poplar) 
occur in each of the periods. Ash and alder buckthorn were 
recognised only in the period 3, phase 2 features, while elm is 
evident only in period 4, phase 1.

These assemblages provide clear evidence for deciduous 
woodland vegetation in which oak, Maloideae taxa, ash, hazel, 
birch, elm may have been prevalent. Blackthorn or cherry, 
hawthorn, apple or whitebeam and field maple may have grown 
at the margins of such woodland or in smaller stands of trees 
such as scrub/thicket or hedges. Gorse is more characteristic of 
dry heathland, scrub or open woodland vegetation, particularly 
on acidic sandy or peaty soils. Such peaty soils could also have 
supported the alder buckthorn. Alder and willow/poplar are 
typical of damp or wet ground that may form part of riparian 
vegetation such as is found in close proximity to wetland or 

riverine habitats. The presence of these taxa from the Middle 
Iron Age to the Early Romano-British periods suggests continued 
access and exploitation of such riparian vegetation. While it is 
possible that various woodland management techniques such as 
coppicing or pollarding were employed in the area the charcoal 
assemblage provides no indication of these.

WOOD USE IN FUNERARY PRACTICES
The range of woody taxa found in funerary-related features 
at the site is similar through each of the occupation periods 
analysed and the assemblages appear to suggest some degree of 
selection of particular woods for cremation pyres. Table 11.27 
records the presence of burnt bone and whether or not it is 
diagnostically human in an attempt to tease out patterns within 
the charcoal data. It is immediately clear that oak is present 
in each of the periods and in each of the feature categories. 
Funerary-associated deposits (ie, those labelled ‘CR’ in the 
‘Feature type’ column) also commonly contain ash. Other taxa 
that are more sporadically present include alder, Maloideae, 
cherry/blackthorn, hazel, birch and willow/poplar as well as 
bark fragments. The range of taxa present compares well with 
other sites in the region. Southwater Millfields (Mooney 2013) 
provides a local example where an Early Romano-British urned 
cremation contained oak, ash and hazel. There are comparatively 
few sites in the immediate surroundings of Wickhurst Green 
that have both funerary features and good charcoal assemblages. 
Preservation of charcoal on sites in the Weald tends to be poor 
as a result of heavy clay soils which dry and crack, causing the 
charcoal to fragment further. There are, however, several sites 
that have produced comparable features, as for instance the 
Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British cremations at Farnham 
Quarry (Le Hégarat & Allott 2011) in which oak, ash, hazel/
alder, Maloideae and willow/poplar have been recovered in 
varying combinations. Other sites with cremations or funerary-

related features in Sussex and Surrey include 
Peacehaven (Mooney 2015), Westhampnett 
(Gale 2006), Southwater (Mooney 2013), 
Billingshurst (Allott 2015b), North Park 
Farm (Allott 2015c), St Ann’s Heath (Allott 
2009) and Hengrove Farm (Allott & Vitolo 
2015) although not all of these have good 
charcoal assemblages with full identifications 
or are comparable in date to the Wickhurst 
Green samples. Where identifications have 
been obtained, however, they reveal similar 
compositions with most assemblages dominated 
by oak or other large trees such as ash with 
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Table 11.28 Presence of charcoal taxa by period
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fewer occurrences of the shrubby taxa noted above. This is also 
true for sites further to the east in Kent (Alldritt 2006a; 2006b; 
2006c; Challinor 2006).

There are exceptions to the standard range of taxa both at 
Wickhurst Green and other sites. For instance, at Wickhurst 
Green funerary features with human bone contain no Maloideae 
and there is only one incidence of cherry/blackthorn in 
association with human bone in feature [1693]. This observation 
is contrary to many sites in which these taxa (in particular 
Maloideae) are moderately common components of cremation 
deposits albeit usually in low frequencies. Samples which 
contradict the trend of oak and ash being prominent are less 
common but include for example a Middle Iron Age cremation 
at Peacehaven (Mooney 2015), which was dominated by 
Maloideae with cherry/blackthorn and birch also present, and an 
urned Bronze Age cremation from Thanet, in which the charcoal 
consisted entirely of Maloideae (Stevens & Challinor 2009). It 
is interesting to note several such anomalous assemblages from 
Wickhurst Green in which alder and, to a lesser extent, birch are 
prominent. Both assemblages from feature [1818], for example, 
consist almost entirely of alder with only occasional fragments of 
oak. While birch wood burns well, the use of alder is particularly 
interesting because this is not normally considered good fuel 
wood as it has a high moisture content (Edlin 1949) and does 
not burn easily. Whether it was selected preferentially for fuel 
of for another purpose such as for an object forming an offering 
in the funerary process for example, or whether its use was 
influenced by local availability remains unclear.

It is often assumed that oak or ash, which produce large, 
strong timbers and are excellent fuels (Taylor 1981), would 
have formed the bulk of pyre structures, and that smaller 
shrubby taxa were used primarily as kindling or incorporated 
incidentally in the pyre fuel (Alldritt 2006b). As highlighted 
above the majority of funerary-related features from sites across 
the south-east appear to fit this broad assumption and it can be 
hypothesised therefore that those that are clearly different may 
be so as a result of deliberate selection of fuel or may represent 
a different aspect of the funerary process entirely.

At many sites across the south-east the range of taxa 
present in cremations/funerary-related features is noted as less 
varied than in other features. This appears to be true for the 
small number of samples that were fully analysed from this 
site and is most likely a result of the features such as the ditch 
and pit containing amalgams of waste deriving from several 
unknown sources that may have been domestic, industrial 
or funerary in nature (or have contained material from a 
combination of those sources). It should be noted that they 

may also contain material that accumulated gradually in the 
open features through natural taphonomic processes.

CONCLUSIONS
The wood charcoal assemblage from Wickhurst Green provides 
clear evidence for acquisition of wood from deciduous 
woodland, woodland margin, scrub and wetland vegetation 
habitats. The charcoal assemblage provides no clear indication 
of significant changes in the composition of the local wooded 
vegetation that site occupants were able to access between 
the Middle Iron Age and the Early Romano-British periods. 
However, the true distribution and composition of woodland 
is almost certainly masked by selection for specific fuel-using 
purposes. It is certainly apparent that although woody taxa, 
such as oak and ash, typically considered to provide good fuel 
and valued for construction purposes, were present throughout 
the assemblages other lesser fuel woods such as alder were 
also apparent. The assemblages primarily provide evidence 
for fuel used in association with funerary activities at the site 
and although the taxa present in funerary and non-funerary 
features are broadly similar it is noticeable that the range of 
taxa present in the ditch, pit and posthole features is slightly 
broader than in many of the individual funerary features. As for 
many sites in the south-east of Britain, the charcoal assemblages 
from funerary features suggest that trees such as oak and ash, 
which produce large timbers, were heavily relied upon with the 
addition of shrubby taxa. Exceptions to this pattern, where for 
example alder forms the bulk of the assemblage, may appear 
anomalous at this site but compare well with similar occasional 
occurrences of another dominant taxon (whether Maloideae 
or cherry/blackthorn for example) at other sites in the region. 
Where these instances can be convincingly associated with 
burnt human bone or burnt bone that has undergone a 
deliberate structured deposition the selection of such wood and 
almost complete exclusion of more commonly occurring taxa 
implies that they were being used to replace the primary pyre 
timber. The reasons for this are unclear but may be culturally 
significant rather than being a product of resource availability.

11.8  POLLEN
Cath Langdon and Rob Scaife
INTRODUCTION
Pollen analysis has been carried out on two radiocarbon-dated 
profiles: <203>, recovered from geoarchaeological trench 5 
(GA5); and <286>, recovered from GA6 (Figs 1.14 and 11.42). 
Subfossil spores are well preserved and abundant, thus allowing 
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palaeoenvironmental information to be obtained for the Late 
Bronze Age/Early Iron Age to the late historic period.

TECHNIQUES
Pollen subsamples of 1.5ml volume were processed using 
standard techniques for the extraction of the subfossil pollen 
and spores (Moore & Webb 1978; Moore et al 1991). The 
subfossil pollen and spores were identified and counted using 
an Olympus biological research microscope fitted with Leitz 
optics at magnifications of ×400 and ×1000. Pollen sums of up 
to 600 in profile <203> and 200 in profile <283> per level were 
counted for each sample. Fern spores were recorded outside the 
basic pollen sum. The pollen diagrams (Figs 11.43 and 11.44) 
was plotted using TILIA and TILIA-GRAPH (Grimm 1991) 
with percentages calculated as follows:

Sum = % total dry land pollen (tdlp) (including Alnus)
Marsh/aquatic = % tdlp + sum of marsh/aquatics
Spores = % tdlp + sum of spores
Miscellaneous = % tdlp + miscellaneous

Pollen taxonomy, in general, follows that of Moore & 
Webb (1978), modified according to Bennett et al (1994) 

and Stace (1992). These procedures were carried out in 
the Palaeoecology Laboratory of the School of Geography, 
University of Southampton.

PROFILE <203> (Fig 11.43)
Pollen is well preserved and abundant both in the upper 
humic silty peat and in the largely inorganic lower alluvial 
contexts. Four local pollen assemblage zones (LPAZ) have 
been recognised which define the changing vegetation through 
time. The pollen zones, in part, also relate to the changing 
taphonomy of the pollen caused by the changing sedimentary 
environment and, especially, a possible hiatus between LPAZ 
1 and LPAZ 2. The characteristics of these pollen profiles and 
local pollen assemblages are given in Table 11.29.

THE VEGETATION HISTORY
The pollen data can be interpreted in terms of the on-site 
habitat changes (the autochthonous component), that pollen 
which is derived from the vegetation of the adjacent fluves, 
and more regional and extra-regional components (the 
allochthonous component).

Fig 11.42 Photographs of geoarchaeological trench GA6/003, profile <286>
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Fig 11.43 Pollen diagram for profile <203>
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On-site habitat change

There are two contrasting sedimentological units, the lower and 
largely inorganic alluvial context and the overlying humic silt-
clay. The former appears to have been a grass-dominated, possible 
flood-plain habitat. This is, however, not absolutely clear from 
the pollen, as a proportion of the grasses will also have come 
from the surrounding landscape. There are small numbers of 
Cyperaceae (sedges) and Typha angustifolia type (bur reed and/
or reedmace), the latter in the upper part of LPAZ 1 which are 
also attributable to a possible flood-plain fen habitat. Alnus (alder) 
is present throughout with greater numbers at the base of the 
profile and again increasing in importance to the top of LPAZ 1. 
Alder produces very substantial numbers of pollen and quantities 
recovered here do not suggest on-site growth. It is probable that 
it represents growth on the fringes of the flood plain or that 
the pollen derived from more dominant flood-plain alder carr 
woodland at greater distance. The increasing values at the top of 
the zone suggest at least some increase in its local importance, 
perhaps occasional growth along the fringes of the site.

The palynological changes across the LPAZ 2–LAPZ 3 
boundary are sharp and it is possible that there was a hiatus in 
sediment accretion at this point. The change from inorganic 
alluvial sediment to more humic peaty clay-silt clearly mirrors 
a local change in the environment to one of greater stability. 
The presence of acorn macrofossil remains demonstrates local 
growth also mirrored by the pollen (below, Profile <286>, 
‘The vegetation history’). Woodland growth/expansion may 
have caused stabilisation of the interfluve soils resulting in less 
sediment influx to the site. The on-site vegetation represented 

in LPAZ 2 shows more growth of reed swamp/fen taxa with 
bur-reed and/or lesser reedmace (Sparganium/Typha angustifolia) 
and common reedmace (Typha latifolia) with some sedges and 
Potamogeton type (pond weed or arrow grass). That is typical of 
an open fen habitat. Alder seen at the top of the preceding zone 
is absent in the humic sediment/context of LPAZ 2 but willow 
(Salix) is present. As a poorly represented taxon, it is likely to 
have been growing on the site or on its fringes. This habitat 
continued through LPAZ 3 to the top of the profile.

The surrounding vegetation

A radiocarbon date of 60 cal BC to cal AD 70 (2000±30 
BP, Beta-358739) places the base of the sediment profile to 
the Early Romano-British period. Pollen data from southern 
England as a whole generally show that by this time the 
dominant and widespread woodland of the prehistoric period 
had been cleared, certainly by the Middle Bronze Age. The 
pollen spectra here reflect the largely open agricultural landscape 
that ensued. LPAZ 1 is dominated by pollen of grasses, which, 
in association with other grassland elements – including, for 
example, Plantago lanceolata (ribwort plantain), Ranunculus 
(buttercups), Rumex (docks) and Asteraceae types (especially 
dandelion types, Lactucoideae) – suggests that grassland, 
possibly pasture, was prevalent. In addition, however, there is 
a small but continuous record of cereal pollen indicating some 
arable activity also, but probably at some distance from the site. 
In the upper half of LPAZ 1, higher values of ling and heather 
also show the existence of some heathland in the vicinity, 
indicating soil depletion and acidification.

Pollen zone Character Environment
LPAZ 4

0.65–0.85m bgl

Humic silt-peat

Quercus values of the preceding zone decline to 6% by the top of the sequence and conversely 
herbs dominated by Poaceae regain dominance (60%). Typha angustifolia type and Typha latifolia are 
the principal marsh taxa. Also of note are the slightly higher values for Pinus (2-3%)

Declining oak and return to 
grassland, pasture. Some arable. 
Pine from parks and gardens

LPAZ 3

1.01–0.85m bgl

Clay-silt

Characterised by the sharp expansion and dominance of Quercus (to75%). Alnus and Corylus 
avellana type of the preceding zone decline to absence. Fagus and Salix are incoming and become 
consistent at low levels. There is a reduction in herbs in response to expansion of Quercus (partly 
statistical). Poaceae remain important also with an increase in larger, non-cereal grains (eg, Glyceria) 
Marsh taxa continue to expand (Typha angustifolia type). Fern spore numbers decrease in number

Oak woodland developing on 
or near the site. Site fringed by 
willow. Some beech and holly also 
locally present

LPAZ 2

1.56–1.01m bgl

Clay-silt

Herb-dominated assemblages with Poaceae most important (to 65%). Plantago lanceolata (6%), 
Ranunculus type (1–2%) and cereal type (1%) are consistent. Trees and shrubs (15–40%) comprising 
Quercus (to 18%) and Alnus (to 18%) have higher values in the basal levels. After decline Alnus peaks 
to its highest values at the top of the zone (28%) (pollen subzone?). There are small numbers of 
Tilia, Betula (1–2%), Pinus and Ilex. Corylus avellana type is consistent throughout (to 15%). Calluna 
(3–4%) is more important in the upper half of the zone. Ferns comprise Dryopteris type (basal peak 
to 10%), Pteridium aquilinum (10–15%) and Polypodium with highest values in the profile (to 8%).

Largely open grassland, possibly 
pasture environment with some 
arable activity.
Some alder developing towards 
the end of this period

LPAZ 1

1.65–1.56m bgl

Clay-silt

The basal levels contain slightly higher values of Quercus (21%) and Alnus (25%) than in subsequent 
LPAZ 2. Corylus avellana type (11%) is consistent. There are small numbers of Tilia (<1%). There are 
few herbs. Poaceae are most important (increasing from 35–45%), with Plantago lanceolata (5%) 
with occasional Ranunculus type, Rumex and Asteraceae types. There are highest values of Pteridium 
aquilinum (peak to 18%) with small numbers of Dryopteris type and Polypodium

Some oak and hazel woodland 
regionally present and alder 
in wetter habitat. Grassland 
becoming more important with 
traces of cereal cultivation

Table 11.29 Pollen character and zonation of profile <203>
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Some tree pollen is, however, also present in LPAZ 
1. Quercus (oak) and Corylus (hazel) are most important, 
which is typical of the historic period. These derive from 
regionally remaining woodland/copses. Given the high pollen 
productivity and long-distance transportability of Betula (birch) 
and Pinus (pine) these are probably of regional or extra-regional 
origin and are not considered of any significance here. There 
are, however, small numbers of Tilia (lime) and in the later 
zones, Fagus (beech) and Ilex (holly). These are all markedly 
under-represented in pollen spectra (Andersen 1970; 1973) and 
these trees may have been growing locally.

The change to LPAZ 3, after a possible hiatus, shows 
a significant change to oak woodland on, or in very close 
proximity to, the site. This is confirmed by a radiocarbon-dated 
fragment of Betula charcoal which also dates this phase to cal 
AD 1640–1950 (220±30 BP, Beta-358740). It is probable 
that the leaf fall from the oak growth contributed to the 
humic status of the sediment. The reduction in grass pollen 
at this time is a taphonomic function with filtering of pollen 
from the surrounding zone and also a statistical function 
of the increasing values of Quercus within the pollen sum. 
Subsequently (in LPAZ 4), Quercus becomes progressively 
less important into the recent period (Fig 11.44). The small 
increase in Pinus and occasional Picea (spruce) observed in 
LPAZ 3–4 may be attributed to the planting of exotics after 
1650–1700 with the publication of John Evelyn’s book Sylva, 
which resulted in pines being planted in parks and gardens and 
subsequent forestry plantation.

PROFILE <286> (Fig 11.45)
Radiocarbon dates have been obtained (below, 11.10 for 
details) which places the start of this profile at the end of the 
Middle Bronze Age (SUERC-61293, 1390–1130, cal BC, 
3016±30 BP) and extending for a short time span to the Early 
Romano-British period (SUERC-61294; 60 cal BC–cal AD 
80,1994±30 BP). The profile differs markedly from <203> 
(above) in showing a more wooded environment.

Fig 11.44 Photograph of deposit related to LPAZ 4, profile <203> during 
excavation, looking south-east (1.0m scale bar)
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Fig 11.45 Pollen diagram for profile <286> 
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Pollen was generally well preserved and abundant in all 
horizons. The general homogeneous character of the pollen 
sequence has precluded any local pollen zonation of this 
profile and as such, the overall characteristics of the sequence 
are described. This homogeneity is probably a function of the 
relatively short time span encompassed by the sediment.

THE POLLEN DATA
The pollen data are characterised by dominant values of 
Quercus of between 50% and 60% throughout. Other tree 
taxa include Betula (5%), Alnus (15%) and some sporadic 
occurrences of Ilex, Tilia and Ulmus (elm) at lower percentages. 
Corylus avellana type is the dominant shrub (at 15% 
throughout) with some occurrence of Salix, Hedera (ivy) and 
heather (Calluna vulgaris).

Herbs are dominated by Poaceae pollen, which remains 
consistent at between 5% and 10% along with cereal-type 
pollen (<2%) from 400mm. In the main, the herb assemblage 
is represented by Ranunculus type, Caryophyllaceae (pink 
family) and Plantago lanceolata. Other herb taxa include 
Lactucoideae (dandelion types), Mentha type (mint family) 
and Scrophularia type (figworts). The fern assemblage mainly 
consists of Dryopteris type (typical ferns) spores and Polypodium 
(polypody fern).

THE VEGETATION HISTORY
The pollen data indicate that the nearby habitat was largely 
wooded with oak and hazel being the dominant tree and shrub 
taxa of drier ground. Holly is markedly under-represented in 
pollen assemblages (Andersen 1970; 1973) and numbers here 
indicate strongly that holly was a significant component of the 
woodland and was growing in close proximity to the site. It 
is probable that there was a ground flora of ferns (Dryopteris 
type). The overall view is one of open-aspect woodland, 
possibly parkland or grazed woodland. Lime/linden is also 
poorly represented in pollen spectra and even occasional 
occurrences here may indicate some localised growth nearby. 
It is possible that some opening of the oak woodland occurred 
in the upper part of the profile, as indicated by the small but 
ecologically significant expansion of holly. This may have been 
a result of woodland management.

The small but almost continuous record of cereal-type 
pollen indicates some small areas of arable activity, probably at 
some distance from the site, although arable cultivation is less 
well represented in pollen spectra than pollen taxa associated 
with pastoral activities. The latter is here represented by the 
incidence of pollen types such as Plantago lanceolata, Ranunculus 

and Asteraceae types (eg, dandelion types – Lactucoideae) which 
suggest that grassland, possibly pasture, was also evident in small 
pockets in the local and regional landscape.

Alder, although not in enough quantity to suggest on-site 
dominance of wetland carr woodland, nevertheless indicates 
some local growth, probably along the banks of rivers or the fen.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
Well-preserved and abundant pollen and fern spores have been 
recovered from the two sediment profiles examined. The analysis 
has produced data on the changing vegetation and environment 
of the Early Iron Age and Romano-British periods. These are 
valuable data spanning a period which has not been examined 
in detail in this region. Pollen diagrams have been constructed 
in a region of the Weald for which there are little existing data, 
the nearest being the analysis of ditch fills from a Bronze Age 
structure at Gatwick Airport (Scaife 2004).

The earliest vegetation record comes from profile <286>, 
which covers a relatively short time span from the Late Bronze 
Age to the very Early Romano-British period. This contrasts 
with the longer profile, <203>, in showing a greater woodland 
cover although with evidence of grassland, possibly pasture and 
some arable cultivation. This may be regarded as interesting, 
showing continuation of late prehistoric woodland. However, 
the diagnostic dominance of lime (Tilia) woodland seen 
through much of the Middle Holocene and the Neolithic to 
Middle Bronze Age was not seen and was probably removed 
(the lime decline) during the late prehistoric period.

Profile <203> has a greater time span and shows a number 
of vegetation changes. Here the sediments are of Iron Age/
Romano-British to late historic date. Four local pollen 
assemblage zones have been recognised which relate to the 
changing vegetation and also to the lithostratigraphy. The 
depositional habitat was alluvial, and was probably a grass-
dominated fen. This may have been fringed by alder in the 
early phase (LPAZ 1) and by willow in more recent times 
(LPAZ 2–3). Initially (LPAZ 2) the local dry-land habitat was 
largely open, probably grassland with regional woodland of oak 
and hazel existing probably at some distance from the site.

There was a significant phase of oak woodland 
development (Fig 11.43, profile <203>, LPAZ 3) which was 
on, or very close to, the site. This phase is dated to cal AD 
1640–1950 (Beta-358740). Beech and holly may also have 
been present on drier soils while willow fringed the site at this 
time. Subsequently, the oak woodland died out or was removed 
and the local environment again became open grassland.
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In both profiles, there is a continuous presence of cereal 
pollen suggesting that, unsurprisingly, arable activity was also 
being pursued. Pollen of arable affinity is less well represented 
than pastoral indicators and it is probable that there was some 
arable activity, albeit small in extent, in proximity to the site. 
There is some evidence for the development of heathland 
(upper LPAZ 2) indicating soil deterioration and acidification 
allowing growth of heather and ling in small areas.

Overall, these pollen data provide an insight into the 
changing vegetation of the Iron Age and historic periods for 
which there are no other detailed studies in this region.

11.9  CREMATED HUMAN BONE
Lucy Sibun

INTRODUCTION
Burnt bone was recovered from 34 contexts, 11 of which 
produced identifiable human bone ([85/006], [85/012], 
[1694], [4689], [4692], [4707], [4715], [4716], [4717], 
[4720] and [4804]). With the exception of [1694], the 
positively identified cremation burials were recovered from 
period 3, phase 2 cemetery (G95). Context [1694] (G150) was 
an unurned deposit dating to period 4, phase 1.

METHODS
Recording and analysis of the bone followed the procedures 
outlined by McKinley (2004a). Age and sex estimations 
were carried out with reference to Bass (1987) and Buikstra 
and Ubelaker (1994). All bone fragments were examined for 
pathological lesions.

RESULTS
The results of analysis are tabulated and summarised below 
(Tables 11.30–11.32). Further details are housed in the archive.

DEMOGRAPHIC AND PATHOLOGICAL DATA
With one possible exception, the burials appeared to contain 
the remains of single, adult individuals. The exception was 
[85/006], in which the small size of a single fragment suggests 
that the remains may belong to a subadult or gracile female. A 
sciatic notch fragment from [4715] suggests that this individual 
is also female. The sutures on skull fragments from [4715] were 
unfused, but although this may suggest a younger adult it cannot 
be relied upon as an accurate ageing technique on its own.

A small patch of periosteal new bone is visible on the surface 
of an upper limb fragment from [4720]. This reaction, which 
could result from localised infection or trauma, was the only 
pathological manifestation recorded within the assemblages.

PYRE TECHNOLOGY AND CREMATION RITUAL
The majority of fragments from all burials were an off-white 
colour indicative of an efficient and fairly uniform cremation 
process (Holden et al 1995a; 1995b), where temperatures 
would have reached in excess of 600°C (McKinley 2004a, 11). 
This is common in cremation deposits of this period (McKinley 
2006a, 25). The only exceptions were in assemblages [4715] 
and [4720], in which fragments of femur shaft and skull 
respectively had mid grey-coloured patches on their internal 
surfaces. Slight, minor and localised variation is common 
and can result from variation in pyre construction (McKinley 
2004b, 16). Fragments of skull and femur shaft displayed 
blue or grey colouring in the contemporary burial deposits at 
Westhampnett, West Sussex (McKinley 1997, 66). The skull 
can be adversely affected owing to its position towards the edge 
of the pyre and the density of soft tissue on the femur can cause 
a similar result (McKinley 2006a, 25).

The bone recovered from each cremation deposit 
has been quantified in Table 11.30. Three cremated bone 
deposits, [4715], [4716] and [4717], were recovered from 

Context no

[85/006] [85/012] [4689] [4692] [4707] [4715] [4716] [4717] [4720] [4804]

Fragment 
size (mm) % of complete assemblage

0–4 43.4 61.3 10.1 5.6 4.0 27.1 3.1 10.6

5–8 27.2 22.5 24.8 11.7 34 10.8 46.8 22.4 33.7

9–19 15.5 16.2 34.5 24.9 60.4 20.3 87.6 18.8 43.8 44.8

20–29 9.2 19.8 48 24.4 7.4 24.4

30+ 4.7 10.8 15.3 40.3 12.4 6.2

Table 11.31 The cremated bone assemblages quantified by fragment size

Context no [85/006] [85/012] [4689] [4692] [4707] [4715] [4716] [4717] [4720] [4804]
Total weight (g) 162.3 36.4 207.4 28.1 84.4 441.2 18.6 43.2 96.5 64.3

Table 11.30 Total weight of cremated bone recovered
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feature [4711]. There is no evidence to suggest that the bone 
represents more than one individual but as this cannot be 
claimed with certainty, for the purposes of the quantification 
and discussion that follows each deposit has been included 
separately. Seven cremation burials produced less than 100g of 
bone ([85/012], [4692], [4707], [4716], [4717], [4720] and 
[4804]), with the smallest quantity of bone (18.6g) recovered 
from [4716]. Only two burials, [4689] and [4715], produced 
more than 200g of bone, the latter producing 441.2g, which 
represents approximately 27% of the average weight for an 
adult (McKinley 1993, 285). Although the average weight of 
118g is relatively low when compared to some contemporary 
cemeteries in the south-east (McKinley 2006a, 27) the 
quantities compare favourably to the results from Saltwood 
Tunnel, with weights ranging from 41g to 470g, average 
202.4g (McKinley 2006b, 25). Similarly low quantities of 
bone were recovered from the contemporary burial deposits at 
Westhampnett (McKinley 1997, 69). Given that the majority 
of urns appear to have suffered little damage this could be a 
true reflection of the quantities of bone recovered during the 
bone collection and selection process.

It is possible that those deposits that contained very small 
quantities of bone actually represent cenotaphs rather than 
burials (McKinley 2004b, 21; 2006a, 34). Both [4692] and 
[4716] contained small quantities of bone surrounded by a 
matrix rich in charcoal and fired clay. Similar deposits have 
been interpreted as cenotaphs or memorials at contemporary 
sites in Kent and Sussex as well as Continental Europe 
(McKinley 1997, 57, 71; 2006a, 34–5).

As the urned cremations were excavated off-site in spits 
it has been possible to examine the distribution of bone 
fragments within each one for possible patterns. With the 
exception of [4689], bone density and to some extent bone 
fragment size increased with depth. In contrast, the fragments 
in [4689] were denser at the top of the urn and decreased with 
depth. In most cases the bone was in concentrated spreads 
within the urn but these appeared to be random and varying 
between spits. So, for example, it is not possible to say that 
bone was all concentrated in one side of a vessel. There were 

no apparent patterns visible with regards to the positioning of 
particular bone fragments within an urn.

With the exception of [85/006], [85/012] and [4717], 
in which over 40% and 60% was recovered from the 
smallest fractions, the largest proportion of the assemblages 
was recovered from the 9–19mm fraction or in one case 
([4692]) the 20–29mm fraction (Table 11.31). The presence 
of larger fragments is similar to that recorded elsewhere. 
At Westhampnett, for example, an average of 42–43% was 
recovered from the 10mm fraction (McKinley 1997, 69). 
This is probably because these were urned cremation burials, 
with the vessel offering some protection to the deposit inside. 
Truncation and damage to a vessel can influence degree of 
fragmentation but although some damage was noted to the 
urns on this site, this was mostly minor, with crushed rims, 
bases and some cracking.

All burials contained fragments identifiable to skeletal 
area and in the majority the proportions were fairly evenly 
spread (Table 11.32). Unsurprisingly the axial skeleton, which 
contains a large proportion of less dense trabecular bone, was 
less well represented in all but [4689]. The comparative lack 
of spongy bone would of course have contributed to the low 
weight of bone recovered. Both [4689] and [4715] contained 
larger fragments of sacrum and innominate bones. Fragments 
over 40mm were recovered from four of the burials: [4692], 
[4689], [4715] and [4720], with [4715] containing the 
largest single fragment, a femoral shaft fragment measuring 
74.6mm. There was a distinct lack of smaller skeletal elements 
recovered, for example tooth roots and small bones of the 
hands and feet. Although carpals were recovered from [4715], 
no other assemblage produced these smaller elements. This, 
combined with the presence of larger fragments in a number 
of assemblages may suggest hand selection of fragments rather 
than en masse collection (McKinley 2006a, 29).

During the excavation of the urns, iron objects were 
recovered from four of them: [4689], [4707], [4715] and 
[4720]. These were usually placed towards the top (above, 11.5, 
‘Finds from cremations’). The corresponding iron staining was 
noted on femoral shaft fragments from [4689].

Context no

[85/006] [85/012] [4689] [4692] [4707] [4715] [4716] [4720] [4717] [4720] [4804]

Skeletal area % of identified assemblage

Skull 42.1 10.6 9.6 29.0 25.0 11.2 7.5 16.2 16.2 11.5

Axial 17.7 6.9 15.6 17.3 9.1 1.6 1.6

Upper limb 30.4 24.8 21.5 35.1 34.5 29.5 58.6 46.8 36.9 46.8 23.2

Lower limb 27.5 64.5 51.1 29 24.9 42.0 24.7 35.4 63.1 35.4 65.4

Table 11.32 The cremated bone assemblages quantified by skeletal area
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A single deposit ([85/006]) contained fragments of pig 
cranium and maxilla. The addition of animal carcasses or joints 
to the cremation pyre is quite common and pig is one of the 
most frequently recovered species. During the Late Iron Age in 
both England and Continental Europe, pigs appeared to be the 
preferred species for sacrifice and cremation (McKinley 1997, 
74) and this has been seen as a reflection of the ritual status of 
the animal (McKinley 2006a, 31). It has been noted that there 
appears to be a correlation between the sacrifice of animals and 
the age of the deceased, with a higher proportion of animals 
associated with older adults (McKinley 1997, 77). In the case 
of [85/006] this may suggest that the individual was a gracile 
female rather than a subadult.

PERIOD 4, PHASE 1: EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH
Context [1694] (G150) was recorded as a cremation burial. 
Although it produced only 6g of bone, some of these were 
identified as small fragments of human skull. There were 
no fragments which would enable age at death or sex to be 
established and no pathology was noted. Two of the remaining 
contexts that produced burnt bone ([1819], G90 and [1910], 
G93) were identified on site as cremation-related deposits. 
Unfortunately, it was not possible to identify the small quantities 
of bone recovered from them, with less than 2g in each.

11.10  RADIOCARBON DATING
Anthony Krus
INTRODUCTION
Twenty-seven radiocarbon measurements from environmental 
and archaeological contexts are available from Wickhurst 
Green. Single-entity samples of waterlogged wood, wood 
charcoal and charred cereal grain were submitted to the 
Scottish Universities Environmental Research Centre 
(SUERC). Additionally, samples of wood charcoal, charred 
nut shell, charred cereal grain, waterlogged wood and bulk 
sediment were submitted to Beta Analytic (Beta).

METHODOLOGY
The waterlogged wood, wood charcoal and charred cereal grain 
submitted to SUERC were pre-treated with acid-base-acid pre-
treatment (Stenhouse & Baxter 1983). Graphite targets were 
prepared and measured following Naysmith et al (2010).

The pre-treatment protocols for the samples of wood 
charcoal, charred nutshell, charred cereal grain, waterlogged 
wood and bulk sediment submitted to Beta Analytic can be 
found on their website (http://www.radiocarbon.com).

Both laboratories maintain rigorous internal quality 
assurance procedures, and participation in international inter-
comparisons (Scott 2003) indicates no laboratory offsets, 
thus validating the measurement precision quoted for the 
radiocarbon ages.

Conventional radiocarbon ages (Stuiver & Polach 
1977) are presented in Table 11.33, where they are quoted 
in accordance with the Trondheim convention (Stuiver & 
Kra 1986). Calibrated date ranges were calculated using the 
calibration curve of Reimer et al (2013) and OxCal v4.2 
(Bronk Ramsey 1995; 1998; 2001; 2009). The date ranges 
in Table 11.33 have been calculated using the maximum 
intercept method (Stuiver & Reimer 1986) and quoted with 
the endpoints rounded outward to ten years. The probabilities 
shown in Figs 11.46 and 11.47 were calculated using the 
probability method of Stuiver and Reimer (1993).

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SAMPLES
Nineteen samples from archaeological contexts were submitted 
for radiocarbon dating and serve as rangefinder dates. Multiple 
radiocarbon measurements used to date a single context were 
subjected to a chi-squared test for consistency (Ward & Wilson 
1978). In most instances, the younger of the two measurements 
from a single context is interpreted as the best date, because 
it is usually more likely that the older sample is residual or 
contains an inbuilt age offset, which would make it an older 
date than expected. Fig 11.46 presents a graphical summary of 
the calibrated radiocarbon dates from archaeological contexts.

<68>, [947], G11, B1
Sample <68> is from a subcircular central pit/foundation 
deposit that contained charcoal and sherds of diagnostic 
Iron Age pottery. Wood charcoal samples (Corylus/Alnus 
sp and Rhamnus cathartica) from <68> were submitted for 
radiocarbon dating and the results calibrate to 370–160 cal 
BC (SUERC-61295, 95% probability) and 360–110 cal BC 
(SUERC-61296, 95% probability) respectively. It is feasible 
that these two samples are the same age, as the measurements 
pass a chi-squared test (T=0.2; df=1; T’(0.05)=3.8). 
The younger of the two radiocarbon measurements 
(SUERC-61296) provides the best estimate for the date of this 
context (360–110 cal BC).

<154>, [3048], G25, B5
Sample <154> is from the primary fill of a spiral gully consisting 
of silt-clay with occasional charcoal flecks and lying below a 
thick deposit of burnt backfill with slag and Middle Iron Age 
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pottery. A wood charcoal sample (Corylus avellana) from <154> 
was submitted for radiocarbon dating and the result calibrates to 
400–200 cal BC (SUERC-61300, 95% probability).

<226>, [4009], G44, B8
Sample <226> is from an internal pit with pottery, fired clay, 
structural daub with wattle impressions, loom weight fragments 
and flint. This artefact assemblage is probably remnants 
from a wattle-and-daub building. Wood charcoal samples 
(Betula sp and Maloideae sp) from <226> were submitted for 
radiocarbon dating and the results calibrate to 350–50 cal 
BC (SUERC-61301, 95% probability) and 380–170 cal BC 
(SUERC-61302, 95% probability) respectively. It is feasible 
that these two samples are the same age, as the measurements 
pass a chi-squared test (T=2.5; df=1; T’(0.05)=3.8). 
The younger of the two radiocarbon measurements 
(SUERC-61301) provides the best estimate for the date of this 
context (350–50 cal BC).

<57>, [1168], G62, C1
Sample <57> is from a charcoal-rich pit containing a very small 
amount of cremated bone and is part of an alignment of four 
pits/postholes adjacent to a mortuary enclosure (G61). Wood 
charcoal samples (Salix/Populus sp and Betula sp) from <57> 
were submitted for radiocarbon dating and the results calibrate 
to 1390–1130 cal BC (SUERC-61303, 95% probability) 
and 1410–1210 cal BC (SUERC-61304, 95% probability) 
respectively. It is feasible that these two samples are the same 
age, as the measurements pass a chi-squared test (T=0.8; 
df=1; T’(0.05)=3.8). The younger of the two radiocarbon 
measurements (SUERC-61303) provides the best estimate for 
the date of this context (1390–1130 cal BC).

<207>, [3448], G74, C2
Sample <207> is from the fill of a square mortuary enclosure 
barrow ditch from C2. A nutshell fragment (Corylus avellana) 
and a wood charcoal fragment (Corylus/Alnus sp) from <207> 

Laboratory 
code Group Land 

use Context no Sample 
no Material δ13C 

(‰)

Conventional 
radiocarbon 

age (BP)

Calibrated range 
(95% confidence)

SUERC-61295 G11 B1 [947] <68> wood charcoal (Corylus/Alnus sp) -24.2 2179 ± 30 370–160 cal BC

SUERC-61296 G11 B1 [947] <68> wood charcoal (Rhamnus cathartica) -26.7 2161 ± 30 360–110 cal BC

SUERC-61300 G25 B5 [3048] <154> wood charcoal (Corylus avellana) -25.7 2253 ± 30 400–200 cal BC

SUERC-61301 G44 B8 [4009] <226> wood charcoal (Betula sp) -27.6 2130 ± 30 350–50 cal BC

SUERC-61302 G44 B8 [4009] <226> wood charcoal (Maloideae sp) -25.4 2197 ± 30 380–170 cal BC

SUERC-61303 G62 C1 [1168] <57> wood charcoal (Salix/Populus sp) -24.9 3013 ± 30 1390–1130 cal BC

SUERC-61304 G62 C1 [1168] <57> wood charcoal (Betula sp) -24.9 3051 ± 30 1410–1210 cal BC

Beta-401734 G74 C2 [3448] <207> nutshell fragment (Corylus avellana) -26.2 9190 ± 40 8550–8290 cal BC

Beta-401735 G74 C2 [3448] <207> wood charcoal fragment (Corylus/Alnus sp) -25.6 2990 ± 30 1380–1120 cal BC

SUERC-61305 G123 ENC9 [1819] <90> wood charcoal fragment (Alnus sp) -26.4 1916 ± 30 cal AD 20–140

SUERC-61306 G123 ENC9 [1819] <90> charred cereal grain (Triticum/Hordeum sp) -22.9 1970 ± 30 50 cal BC–cal AD 90

Beta-401736, G154 OA35 [2496] <126> wood charcoal sample (Betula sp) -26.6 1290 ± 30 cal AD 660–780

Beta-401737 G154 OA35 [2496] <126> wood charcoal sample (Corylus/Alnus sp) -25.9 1160 ± 30 cal AD 770–980

Beta-412392 G186 S7 [1315] <79> wood charcoal (Maloideae sp) -25.2 1200 ± 30 cal AD 710–940

Beta-412393 G186 S7 [1315] <79> wood charcoal (softwood) -27.1 6180 ± 30 5230–5030 cal BC

Beta-412394 G186 S7 [1316] <80> wood charcoal (Salix/Populus sp) -27.3 1010 ± 30 cal AD 980–1120

Beta-412395 G186 S7 [1316] <80> charred nutshell fragment (Corylus/Alnus sp) -26.9 960 ± 30 cal AD 1010–1160

Beta-412396 G197 B17 [2365] <124> charred nutshell fragment (Corylus/Alnus sp) -27.1 1030 ± 30 cal AD 970–1040

Beta-412397 G197 B17 [2365] <124> charred cereal grain (Avena sp) -23.8 1020 ± 30 cal AD 970–1040

SUERC-61293 G3 WC1 GA6/003, 
0.4–0.5m bgl

<291> waterlogged wood sample (Salix/Populus sp) -30.5 3016 ± 30 1390–1130 cal BC

SUERC-61291 G3 WC1 GA6/003, 
0.39m bgl

<286> waterlogged wood sample (Salix/Populus sp) -29.2 3016 ± 30 1390–1130 cal BC

SUERC-61292 G3 WC1
GA6/003, 

0.2–0.3m bgl <289> waterlogged wood sample (Corylus/Alnus sp) -28.6 2416 ± 30 750–400 cal BC

SUERC-61294 G3 WC1 GA6/003, 
0.03m bgl

<286> waterlogged wood sample (Alnus sp) -28.7 1994 ± 30 60 cal BC–cal AD 80

Beta-358738 G3 WC1 GA5/008, 
0.97m bgl

<203> acorn cupule -26.2 100.5 ± 0.3 pMC

Beta-358739 G3 WC1 GA5/002, 
1.64–1.66m bgl

<203> bulk sediment -29.1 2000 ± 30 60 cal BC–cal AD 70

Beta-358740 G3 WC1 GA5/004 <203> waterlogged wood (Betula sp) -26.5 220 ± 30 cal AD 1640–1950
Beta-358741 G3 WC1 GA5/012 <203> worked waterlogged wood (Quercus sp) -26.7 2400 ± 30 740–390 cal BC

Table 11.33 Wickhurst Green radiocarbon dates
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were submitted for radiocarbon dating and the results calibrate 
to 8550–8290 cal BC (Beta-401734, 95% probability) 
and 1380–1120 cal BC (Beta-401735, 95% probability) 
respectively. It is unlikely that these two samples are the 
same age, as the measurements do not pass a chi-squared 
test (T=15031.5; df=1; T’(0.05)=3.8). The dated Mesolithic 
nutshell fragment (Corylus avellana) is probably a residual 
sample. The younger of the two radiocarbon measurements 
(Beta-401735) provides the best estimate for the date of this 
context (1380–1120 cal BC).

<90>, [1819], G123, ENC9
Sample <90> is from a possible cremation located near 
paired gate postholes within an entrance gap of ENC9. A 
wood charcoal fragment (Alnus sp) and a charred cereal 
grain (Triticum/Hordeum sp) from <90> were submitted for 
radiocarbon dating and the results calibrate to cal AD 20–140 
(SUERC-61305, 95% probability) and 50 cal BC–cal AD 90 
(SUERC-61306, 95% probability) respectively. It is feasible 
that these two samples are the same age, as the measurements 

pass a chi-squared test (T=1.6; df=1; T’(0.05)=3.8). 
The younger of the two radiocarbon measurements 
(SUERC-61305) provides the best estimate for the date of this 
context (cal AD 20–140).

<126>, [2496], G154, OA35
Sample <126> is from a small cylindrical pit adjacent to 
possible sunken-featured B13. Wood charcoal samples (Betula 
sp and Corylus/Alnus sp) from <126> were submitted for 
radiocarbon dating and the results calibrate to cal AD 660–780 
(Beta-401736, 95% probability) and cal AD 770–980 (Beta-
401737, 95% probability) respectively. It is unlikely that these 
two samples are the same age, as the measurements do not pass 
a chi-squared test (T=9.4; df=1; T’(0.05)=3.8). It may be that 
the radiocarbon result on the Betula sp sample was affected by 
an old wood offset or that there is some longevity to the dated 
pit, [2496]. The younger of the two radiocarbon measurements 
(Beta-401737) provides the best estimate for the date of this 
context (cal AD 770–980).
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Fig 11.46 Calibrated radiocarbon dates from archaeological contexts
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<79>, [1315], G186, S7
Sample <79> is from a lower deposit in a latrine adjacent to a 
Saxo-Norman tripartite hall. Wood charcoal samples (Maloideae 
sp and softwood) from <79> were submitted for radiocarbon 
dating and the results calibrate to cal AD 710–940 (Beta-412392, 
95% probability) and 5230–5030 cal BC (Beta-412393, 95% 
probability) respectively. It is unlikely that these two samples are 
the same age, as the measurements do not pass a chi-squared test 
(T=11870.0; df=1; T’(0.05)=3.8). It is likely that the radiocarbon 
result on the softwood sample is residual. The younger of the 
two radiocarbon measurements (Beta-412392) provides the best 
estimate for the date of this context (cal AD 710–940).

<80>, [1316], G186, S7
Sample <80> is from an upper deposit in the same latrine 
adjacent to a Saxo-Norman tripartite hall. A wood charcoal 
sample (Salix/Populus sp) and a charred nutshell fragment 
(Corylus avellana) from <80> were submitted for radiocarbon 
dating and the results calibrate to cal AD 980–1120 (Beta-
412394, 95% probability) and cal AD 1010–1160 (Beta-
412395, 95% probability) respectively. It is feasible that these 
two samples are the same age, as the measurements pass a 
chi-squared test (T=1.4; df=1; T’(0.05)=3.8). The younger of 
the two radiocarbon measurements (Beta-412395) provides the 
best estimate for the date of this context (cal AD 1010–1160).

<124>, [2365], G197, B17
Sample <124> is from a feature with substantial oat as well as 
a few grass seeds and a single wheat grain, perhaps indicating 
an arable storage function. A charred nutshell fragment 
(Corylus avellana) and a charred cereal grain (Avena sp) from 
<124> were submitted for radiocarbon dating and the results 
calibrate to cal AD 970–1040 (Beta-412396, 95% probability) 
and cal AD 970–1040 (Beta-412397, 95% probability) 
respectively. It is feasible that these two samples are the same 
age, as the measurements pass a chi-squared test (T=0.1; 
df=1; T’(0.05)=3.8). The younger of the two radiocarbon 
measurements (Beta-412397) provides the best estimate for the 
date of this context (cal AD 970–1040).

ENVIRONMENTAL SAMPLES
Eight samples from environmental contexts were submitted 
for radiocarbon dating and serve as rangefinder dates for 
their contexts. Fig 11.47 presents a graphical summary of the 
calibrated radiocarbon dates from environmental contexts.

GA6/003, G3, WC1
Several stratified samples were taken from within a channel deposit.

The stratigraphically lowest dated sample in this sequence 
is <291> at 0.4–0.5m bgl. This waterlogged wood sample 
(Salix/Populus sp) was submitted for radiocarbon dating and 
the result calibrates to 1390–1130 cal BC (SUERC-61293, 
95% probability).
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Fig 11.47 Calibrated radiocarbon dates from environmental contexts, excluding Beta-357738 because this measurement is modern (post AD 1950)
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Waterlogged wood sample <286> (Salix/Populus sp) from 
this sequence at 0.39m bgl was submitted for radiocarbon 
dating and the result calibrates to 1390–1130 cal BC 
(SUERC-61291, 95% probability).

Waterlogged wood sample <289> (Corylus/Alnus sp) 
from this sequence at 0.2–0.3m bgl was submitted for 
radiocarbon dating and the result calibrates to 750–400 cal BC 
(SUERC-61292, 95% probability).

Waterlogged wood sample <286> (Alnus sp) from 
this sequence at 0.03m bgl was submitted for radiocarbon 
dating and the result calibrates to 60 cal BC–cal AD 80 
(SUERC-61294, 95% probability).

GA5/008, G3, WC1
Acorn cupule <203> from a channel deposit at 0.97m bgl was 
submitted for radiocarbon dating and the result (Beta-358738) is 
modern (post-AD 1950) and was living in the last 60 years or so.

GA5/002, G3, WC1
Bulk sediment <203> from a channel deposit at 1.64–1.66m bgl 
was submitted for radiocarbon dating and the result calibrates to 
60 cal BC–cal AD 70 (Beta-358739, 95% probability).

GA5/004, G3, WC1
Waterlogged wood sample <203> (Betula sp) from a channel 
deposit (GA5/004, G3, WC1) was submitted for radiocarbon 
dating and the result (Beta-358740) calibrates to cal AD 1640–
1950 (95% probability).

GA5/012, G3, WC1
Worked waterlogged wood sample <203> (Quercus sp) from 
a channel deposit at 0.2m bgl was submitted for radiocarbon 
dating and the result calibrates to 740–390 cal BC (Beta-
358741, 95% probability).
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Kipling’s poem The Land, extracts from which appear at the 
beginning of several of the preceding chapters, has been chosen 
for its illustration of the antiquity of the Wealden landscape 
but also for its portrayal of rural communities and their 
intimate knowledge of the soil. Despite the periodic changes in 
tenurial history, technology and settlement, there has been one 
enduring constant throughout the investigation of Wickhurst 
Green and that is the fundamental role of clearance and 
farming practice – from the Bronze Age and probably before, 
man had left his imprint upon the local landscape. This is not 
the heavily forested and uninhabited wilderness imagined by 
earlier writers, one which awaited the developments of the later 
medieval and post-medieval periods before inroads were made. 
Neither is it an area that should be considered wholly marginal 
and of only secondary importance to surrounding districts with 
more agriculturally productive soils. It is a culturally distinctive 
region which, although tied to its neighbours through resource 
exploitation and ‘risk-spreading’, is of great importance in its 
own right. It should be given equal standing with areas such as 
the South Downs or the Coastal Plain, as although it did not 
possess an exceptional cereal-producing economy, it was highly 
significant as a pastoral, mineral and woodland resource. These 
functions have left their trace within the archaeological record, 
which has been shown through these excavations to be no less 
extensive than would be expected of areas longer appreciated 
for their historical remains. Perhaps the most important 
contribution of Wickhurst Green together with Land East of 
the A24 has been the size of the mitigation area, which has 
facilitated investigation of a Wealden site on an unprecedented 
scale. What follows is an analysis of the evolution of the area, in 
order to explore aspects such as the formation, colonisation and 
utilisation of the Wealden landscape.

12.1  THE PREHISTORIC AND 
ROMANO-BRITISH LEGACY: AN 
ANTECEDENT LANDSCAPE
It was Mesolithic communities who first made an impact 
on the Wealden forest and whilst this may have been 
fairly localised in terms of scale it nonetheless represents 
a defining moment in the region’s history. It has been 
demonstrated that hunter-gatherers sought out habitable 
sites close to watercourses and although their remains have 
not left a significant trace in today’s landscape, stray finds are 
recognisable upon the surface of many ploughed fields. Impact 
on the early Wealden landscape continued to be reasonably 
light during much of the Neolithic but by the later part of 
the period, or the subsequent Early Bronze Age, the region’s 
lime-dominated forests began to disappear. This was a process 
which perhaps coincided with the first major agricultural use 
of the area as well as the building of monuments upon the high 
Wealden ridgeways.

The economic and technological innovations associated 
with the later Bronze Age contributed to more extensive 
Wealden usage, including the first signs of land division, as well 
as evidence of habitation. It is becoming increasingly clear that 
the Weald was then a mixture of cleared land, woodland and 
wood-pasture, a type of environment that would have been 
suitable for a transhumance economy based on the south-east’s 
banded resources. This would have included temporary camps 
but also enclosed or partially enclosed settlements as well as 
boundaries to both facilitate and define pastoral zones. On the 
strength of current evidence it is difficult to suggest the nature 
of such boundaries, although at Gatwick Airport a substantial 
north–south ditch with external banks was encountered (Wells 
2005). After a period of apparent, but by no means certain, 
low-intensity activity during the Early Iron Age, there followed 
a more intensive phase of settlement and land use from the 
4th century BC. This may be the earliest period to leave a 
demonstrable legacy on the Weald’s historic landscape and 
these results are discussed in detail below.

CHAPTER 12  THE HISTORIC LANDSCAPE:  
A DISCUSSION

‘Hob, what about that River-bit?’ I turn to him again,
With Fabricius and Ogier and William of Warenne.

‘Hev it jest as you’ve a mind to, but’—and here he takes command.
For whoever pays the taxes old Mus’ Hobden owns the land.

—Kipling, The Land, 1917
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The presence of a Middle Iron Age oval enclosure close 
to the base of High Wood has been suggested (Chapter 3). 
The possibly intermittent nature of the defining ditch as 
well as the restrictions of the excavation area make these 
interpretations tentative. It is known, however, that arc-shaped 
or oval boundaries are a feature of the western Weald where 
they appear to be primary elements within the landscape 
(English 1997; Chatwin & Gardiner 2005). The notion that 
the fieldscape of today contains elements of Roman or earlier 
origins was first suggested in relation to possible centuriation, 
as for instance at Ripe in East Sussex (Margary 1940; 1948, 
204–7). The theme was more convincingly developed in the 
1970s, especially in relation to the field systems of southern 
Essex (Rodwell 1978). Rodwell’s efforts largely grew in response 
to his findings at sites such as Gun Hill, West Tilbury where he 
and Drury (Drury & Rodwell 1973) found that medieval and 
modern lanes and boundaries partly preserved droveways and 
land division of Middle Iron Age origin. This was particularly 
demonstrable in relation to ‘Ditch 29’, which was sequentially 
recut before being replaced by an extant lynchetted field 
boundary (ibid). During the 1980s and 1990s the theme was 
further developed in relation to coaxial field systems, perhaps 
most notably in relation to the East Anglian Boulder Clays and 
the ‘Scole–Dickleburgh field system’ (Williamson 1987; 1998).

The legacy of early field systems (in this case Romano-
British) within the later ‘historic landscape’ has recently been 
the subject of a project entitled ‘The Fields of Britannia’, 
undertaken by the University of Exeter (Rippon et al 2015). 
The relationship between excavated features and the later 
landscape was explored through spatial comparison with the 
19th-century Ordnance Survey (OS) 1st edition maps (ibid, 
100). In many areas this mapping provides a reflection of 
the late medieval landscape, and this is especially the case 
for the West Central Weald where the fields shown on early 
cartographic evidence (tithe and OS 1st edition) are largely 
those of the 13th and 14th centuries (Chatwin & Gardiner 
2005, 34). Even where post-medieval changes have occurred, 
elements of the medieval countryside can be reconstructed 
through ‘historic landscape analysis’. In order to investigate 
the degree of continuity, Rippon and his team devised a 
methodology that would entail overlaying OS 1st edition 
mapping upon the excavated evidence. Through this method 
it could be judged whether Romano-British fields had a 
completely different (unrelated), orientated (sign of possible 
continuity) or aligned (a form of continuity) relationship 
with the historic landscape (Rippon et al 2015, 100). This 

methodology will be followed below in order to examine 
elements of possible continuity within the Weald.

Before embarking on this work it is important to raise a 
note of caution. The retrogressive analysis undertaken during 
the post-excavation work at Wickhurst Green has facilitated 
examination of the landscape on an unprecedented scale. 
Indeed, without the use of ArcGIS, cartographic and landscape 
analysis, the exploration of the investigated area and the 
conclusions drawn from the excavated data alone would have 
been greatly hindered. Some of the problems associated with 
retrogressive analysis and landscape regression are discussed 
within the introductory chapter. However, it is useful to 
revisit some of them here. Applied without consideration, 
the approach can reinforce prior assumptions by disregarding 
contrary evidence. Landscape ‘survivals’ may be apparent once 
known later changes are removed or by selection of patterns that 
conform to a hypothesis. By being aware of these pitfalls, and by 
examining dating evidence as well as underlying environmental 
factors, it is possible to redress some of these problems.

The example of ENC1 includes two elements that are 
both orientated with surrounding features of the historic 
landscape (Fig 12.1 and 12.2). As such they display signs of 
possible continuity and it could be suggested that this enclosure 
‘survived’ in a sequence of similar forms down to the modern 
day. On the strength of the available evidence it is difficult to 
be certain that the feature would have circled the hill to form 
an oval enclosure, but the similarities between ENC1 and the 
extant oval element at the base of High Wood may possibly 
indicate that this was the case. If the enclosure did not extend 
to the south of the River Arun it is a reasonable supposition 
that this landscape feature followed the line of a relict stream to 
the west of the encountered ditches to join with the river near 
the later location of Broadbridge Farm (Figs 12.1 and 12.2). It 
is therefore possible that the hill was enclosed to form a suboval 
area with the river acting as its southern boundary. Such an 
interpretation is perhaps strengthened upon examination 
of environmental factors. It is probable that relief as well as 
hydrology played a part in the ‘choice’ of Broadbridge Heath’s 
Middle Iron Age community to enclose at least part of High 
Wood. Examination of these underlying factors show that 
topographic and hydrological reasons may help account for the 
bounding of land in the location of the encountered ditches.

The curvilinear ditch towards the base of the slope 
(G39) is set back slightly from the hill’s bottom contour but 
nevertheless appears to be related to the slope of High Wood. 
This relationship with topography is not quite as clear to the 
east and west, however, where ditches appear to extend into 
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flatter land at the base of the hill (Fig 12.1). The presence 
of a palaeochannel and spring also seem to have helped the 
community determine the location of the Middle Iron Age 
ditches and seasonal flooding of these features probably 
accounts for the waterborne silts that filled G39. It is likely that 
ditches G38 and G40 were both located to drain into the lower 
ground; G38 also appears to have been sited to bound a spur of 
land projecting in a north-easterly direction from High Wood 
(Figs 3.19 and 12.1).

Topographic or other environmental reasons may have 
influenced the precise location of the boundaries of ENC1 
but these were not the sole factors determining the enclosure 
of this land, which was likely to have been socially motivated 
as well. This may suggest that High Wood was perceived to be 
‘special’ in some way. Certainly the choice to bound this area 
with ditches was totally at odds with the apparently open (or at 
least unditched) nature of the remainder of Wickhurst Green’s 
Middle Iron Age landscape. The features mark the beginning of 
a tradition of enclosing the hill that appears to have persisted 
through the ages, albeit in modified form and not without 

breaks. As a potential Wealden oval ENC1 is not alone and 
it seems that this category of feature was established before 
large-scale development of the landscape (Chatwin & Gardiner 
2005). It seems possible that at least some of these elements 
were established as early as the Middle Iron Age, probably as 
livestock enclosures and focal sites. This is not to say that they 
were not utilised during later periods for similar or alternative 
reasons (see below), or that comparable forms of division did 
not take place during subsequent phases of Wealden land use. 
We must also be aware that evidence of continuity may actually 
reflect reuse of redundant features that were in some way 
recognisable during later times (Chapter 1.5, ‘Ditches and field 
boundaries’; Hunter 2003; Williamson 2013, 102–3). Such 
apparent reuse may also be the result of a persistent response 
to environmental and topographic factors which are often not 
immediately recognisable.

It is increasingly being realised that Late Iron Age 
settlement within the Wealden region was preceded by less 
intensive activity and land division of Middle Iron Age date. 
This said, there appears to have been a decline in occupation 

Fig 12.1 Location of Enclosure 1 in relation to topography and hydrology
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from around the end of the 2nd century BC until the 1st 
century AD at Wickhurst Green. Occupation may have carried 
on in the vicinity, however, as clearance and grazing are likely 
to have continued. It is possible that there may have been some 
drift in settlement at this time, and roundhouse clusters may 
not have survived or perhaps await discovery 
near the site.

Though arguably of Middle Iron Age 
origin, spinal boundary ditch D1 was more 
confidently assigned to the Late Iron Age/
Early Romano-British period. This was a 
key element within a wider field system, 
interpreted as a ladder enclosure. FS1 displays 
very strong signs of an analogous orientation 
with the historic landscape, which is seen 
most convincingly within the alignment of 
D1 but also the adjacent rectilinear paddocks 
(Fig 12.3). Curving elements of this system 
were unrelated to later boundaries but despite 
this R1, which appears to have originated 
as a routeway, was found to be proximate 
to the later location of Mill Lane and Mill 
Bridge. This perhaps indicates not only 
persistence of a crossing point on the River 
Arun but also an easement and penetrative 
routeway entering the area from the south. 

Also possessing possible routeway connotations was D1 itself, 
which may have been analogous to the watershed boundaries 
and resource linkage routes that have been found to connect 
areas of upland to lower-lying river valleys. D1 displays the 
strongest parallels with surrounding droveways, which appear 
to be key axial elements in the historic landscape (see below) 
and were also utilised for resource exploitation. It is possible 
therefore that D1 may represent an early component of this 
droveway/boundary system or more likely one of a number 
of features that continued to have an influence on later axial 
elements of a landscape orientated from north-north-east to 
south-south-west.

ENC3 and its attendant (concentric) field system are 
also potential indicators of the fundamental influence of the 
Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period. The portion 
encountered continued to show strong associations with the 
orientation of the historic oval at the base of High Wood and 
in many respects these elements appear to be strongly aligned, 
showing a form of continuity (Fig 12.4). When underlying 
environmental factors are examined, the reasons for defining 
this area are clear. Boundary ditches appear to have been sited 
to mark the break between the hill’s bottom contour and an 
area of wet ground marked by alluvial deposits and an extant 
spring. Just as for the Middle Iron Age these environmental 
factors do not automatically dictate that the area would be 

Fig 12.2 Plan of Enclosure 1 overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition 
map (1875–6), showing orientated relationships between enclosure ditches 
and the historic landscape

Fig 12.3 Plan of Field System 1 overlain with the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6), showing 
orientated relationship between land division of the 1st century AD and the historic landscape

G38
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ditched. It is still the choice of the community to bound 
the land. Although persistent hydrological and topographic 
factors appear to have had a powerful influence on the siting 
and orientation of surrounding enclosures, there remains a 
possibility that the tradition of bounding this area of land 
displays a form of continuity. This is explored further below.

It is an inherent problem of landscape stratigraphy that it 
is often difficult to ascertain whether elements of the landscape 
pre- or post-date each other (Williamson 2013, 106). In the 
case of Rowfold near Billingshurst, however, it seems highly 
probable that an oval landscape enclosure pre-dates a loosely 
coaxial pattern of land division (Fig 12.5; see Chatwin & 
Gardiner 2005, 47). Though the eastern part of this oval 
may be influenced by a stream, the western side, formed by 
a droveway, was clearly sited to demarcate the bounds of an 
elliptical or elongated ‘pear’ shape. The late field division 
within this oval generally does not correspond with that found 
beyond, where recent Iron Age discoveries (Nicholls 2015; 
2016) have been shown to display parallel orientations with the 
historic landscape.

The loosely coaxial land division near Rowfold is part of 
a much larger system that spreads from the foot of the South 
Downs across a large area of the Low Weald of West Sussex 
(Fig 12.6). Here, a roughly parallel set of routeways and 
long-distance field boundaries separates intervening blocks 
of north-north-east–south-south-west-orientated fields. This 
pattern was in place by at least the 10th century as manorial, 
parochial and hundredal boundaries respect this earlier land 
division (Chatwin & Gardiner 2005). The droveways, which 
form the major axial elements within this system, are presumed 
to be of early medieval (Anglo-Saxon) date as they, and the 
method of resource exploitation they represent, are reflected 
in contemporary charters and place-name evidence. Though it 
has often been postulated that these droveways may have had 
earlier (prehistoric or Romano-British) origins their true date 
has never been tested.

The most obvious parallels can be found in southern Essex, 
where a similar system of division was previously regarded as 
a single planned landscape, possibly the result of a Roman 
Imperial estate (Fig 12.7; Rodwell 1978, 90–3). Regularity 

Fig 12.4 Plan of Enclosure 3 overlain with the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6), showing a strongly orientated relationship with the historic landscape
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does not necessarily reflect planned origins, however, and more 
gradual modes of development, influenced by environmental 
factors, provide a more favoured explanation (Williamson 
2013, 106). A number of scenarios for the evolution of the 
southern Essex examples have been suggested by the project 
‘The Fields of Britannia’ (Rippon et al 2015, 160–4, fig. 
4.14) and similar suggestions can be made for the regular 
arrangement found in Sussex (Chapter 13.1). It appears that 
this aspect of the landscape could have evolved in a number of 
ways but was significantly influenced by environmental factors, 
especially topography and hydrology (Margetts in prep). Like 
many coaxial landscapes (see Williamson 2008, 131–2; 2013, 
94–103), the Sussex system also appears to run perpendicularly 
to topographical and geological boundaries found within the 
wider region.

Coaxial landscapes are often thought to be of later 
prehistoric, Roman or early medieval origin (Yates 2007; 
Williamson 2013) and perhaps the former could be suggested 
for the earliest phase of the Sussex example. It has previously 
been mentioned that the dispersed ‘native farmsteads’ so far 
encountered within the Sussex Weald appear to have been 
related to roughly north–south- to north-east–south-west-
orientated tracks and boundaries – an orientation shared by 
many of the droveways within the Sussex coaxial system (Fig 
12.8). It may be no surprise therefore that these axial routes 

framing historic land division in this area appear to have a 
relationship with the 1st-century AD Roman road of Stane 
Street (Chatwin & Gardiner 2005, 38). These droveways were 
similarly aligned to the course of the road (Fig 12.8) and it 
is possible that its construction influenced their siting. It is 
equally possible, however, that the Roman road followed the 
line of a pre-existing Iron Age track. A late prehistoric precursor 
to Stane Street has been postulated elsewhere (Pope et al 2012) 
and it seems possible that the signs of continuity between 
the 1st-century AD landscape and the droveway elements of 
Wickhurst Green could support this view. It could therefore be 
implied that a later prehistoric date is the most likely origin for 
the Sussex coaxial land division.

It may be no coincidence that a large field system excavated 
at Ford Airfield on the West Sussex Coastal Plain was dated 
to the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period (Fig 12.9; 
RPS Clouston 2000; Place 2004; Yates 2007, 50; Hart 2008) 
or that it, and well-preserved field systems at the top of the 
South Downs scarp (Fig 12.10), roughly follow a dominant 
north–south to north-east–south-west orientation. This is 
not to say that these systems stayed unmodified over time, 
or that they did not develop over a number of periods and 
for a number of underlying environmental and social reasons 
(this will become clear through the following discussion). It is 
simply that the north-east–south-west-orientated grain of much 
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Fig 12.5 Satellite imagery of Rowfold near Billingshurst, alongside the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)



307

of the Low Wealden landscape seems to have been in place by 
the 1st century AD. The Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
landscape was apparently made up of an organised and divided 
mosaic of woodland and areas of cleared grassland and heath 
framed and accessed via long-distance boundaries and tracks. It 
is tempting to interpret the large extent of similarly orientated 
fields revealed by LiDAR on the South Downs (Carpenter 
et al 2016; Manley 2016) and potential echoes of a similarly 
orientated prehistoric/Roman landscape in the western Low 
Weald as elements of a cohesive contemporary landscape.

Wickhurst Green’s Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
land division would set the precedent for a later 1st-century 
AD landscape that showed strong signs of continuity with that 
which had gone before, but also significant additions to the 
local fieldscape. Though there seems to have been a drop off in 
settlement activity from the mid 2nd to the 4th centuries, it is 
unlikely that Wealden agricultural exploitation was curtailed. 

As a result, earlier land division may have persisted, although 
it is possible that boundaries formed unmaintained relict 
features in what had become a largely pastoral zone. It has been 
postulated that this contraction may have been related to the 
rise of remote villa estates, a situation which would have aided 
the endurance of earlier resource-linkage routes. The fact that 
Roman-period material was encountered ‘residually’ within 
features related to Wickhurst Lane may actually indicate its 
origins from this time or earlier.

12.2  THE MEDIEVAL IMPRINT
After a period of flooding and/or reforestation, which could 
have occurred at any time after the 1st century AD but was 
probably a feature of the 4th–6th centuries at Wickhurst 
Green, permanent settlement recommenced at the end of 
the Anglo-Saxon period. It has been suggested, however, that 
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Fig 12.6 Map showing part of the loosely coaxial landscape of the West Sussex Low Weald as shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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before this time the site and the wider Weald would not have 
been devoid of activity. A sub-Roman Wealden population is 
suspected (but not proven) and these communities may have 
been a survival of a 4th-century return to the land. Alongside 
the persistence of field boundaries, which can endure as 
features of the landscape long after they cease to be maintained 
(Chapter 1), these people could perhaps account for degrees of 
possible continuity shown between the Early Romano-British 
landscape and that of the early medieval period.

Until the 7th century, the Weald was mostly used as 
an inter-commoned area by communities based in more 
‘favourable’ pays. After this time (7th–8th centuries) it is 
apparent that multiple estates were beginning to create 
independent dens within the forest. These were detached 
woodland pastures that would originally have been exploited on 
a seasonal basis. Evidence from the Hayworth at Bolnore near 
Haywards Heath (West Sussex) shows that an area characterised 
by an oval landscape enclosure was progressively cleared from 
the 7th century. An ‘open’ wood-pasture environment had 
become dominant by the 11th century and this is thought to 
have been a response to seasonal pastoral exploitation via a 
system of transhumance (Margetts 2017a). The site at Bolnore 
shows interesting similarities to that at Broadbridge Heath 
in that both are clearly associated with droveways, as well as 
having oval enclosures and open areas of grazing. In the case of 

the Hayworth this comprised a ‘double-oval’ field pattern (Fig 
12.11) as well as Haywards Heath and Halfe Street Lane.

It is thought that from at least the 8th century the area 
of Broadbridge formed a Wealden ‘sub-common’ or ‘manorial 
den’ belonging to a multiple estate centred at the foot of the 
Downs. The direct course of a droveway can be traced linking 
what would later be recorded as a parent settlement, Sullington, 
with its Wealden outlier, Broadbridge (Figs 12.8 and 12.12). 
The route is named as Wickhurst Lane on the tithe and OS 1st 
edition maps. A Wickhurst Copse is also labelled in the area 
east of the lane but this droveway is alternatively named beyond 
the immediate vicinity of the site. The name ‘Wickhurst’ 
incorporates the Old English elements wic (‘a dwelling, a 
building or collection of buildings for special purposes, a farm, 
a dairy farm’; Smith 1956b, 257) and hyrst (‘a hillock, a copse’; 
Smith 1956a, 276) and it seems likely that connotations of a 
‘wooded eminence’ (ibid, 277) would indicate the immediate 
vicinity of High Wood as the most likely topographic 
origin of ‘the Wickhurst’ (Fig 12.13). Though no medieval 
documentation of this place name has been traced it was in 
existence as an area distinct from Broadbridge in the early 
19th century (1805) when records of land tax indicate William 
Stanford was paying £62 10s and £2 15s for Broadbridge and 
Wickhurst (WSRO, MF 652).
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Fig 12.7 Map showing part of the loosely coaxial landscape of southern Essex as shown on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6)
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A number of specialised purposes can be indicated by 
the element wic, including manufacture and coastal trade 
(Hodges 1982, 47–86) as well as farming (Smith 1956b, 
257–63; Coates 1999). It derives from a German loan word 
from the Latin for vicus and therefore has important settlement 
connotations. Indeed, in the laws of Kent, London appears as 
Lundenwic, and the king’s reeve there was known as a wic-gerefa 
(Finberg 1972, 424). This association may also be indicative 
of former Roman sites (ibid) and although this has largely 
been discounted by Coates, it remains a possibility where wic 
is the first name element (eg, in Wickhurst; Coates 1999). Its 
use in Old English is largely related to specialised agriculture, 

Left: Fig 12.8 Mapping of historic roads in relation to ongoing postgraduate 
research at the University of Exeter (based on a transect study area of the 
south-east; Margetts in prep)
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Fig 12.9 Plan of the north-east–south-west Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British land division at Ford Airfield (after Place 2004, fig 4)

Fig 12.10 Probable late prehistoric field systems at the top of the South 
Downs scarp. Mapped as part of the Heritage Lottery-funded project 
‘Secrets of the High Woods’ hosted by the South Downs National Park  
(© Historic England)
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non-agricultural commercial activity or places of ‘temporary 
occupation’ (ibid, 84–6) but by the later medieval period the 
practice of treating it as a word to denote a farm, especially a 
dairy one, became its principal usage (Smith 1956b, 257–63; 
Finberg 1972, 424). The aforementioned Hayworth, which 
would later become a specialised cattle farm or vaccary, has 
been interpreted in this regard (Margetts 2017a). This was 
partly owing to its association with the medieval manor of 
Trubweek. The place-name origins of this holding have never 
been certainly defined. Whilst Mawer and Stenton (1930, 269) 
believed it to derive from an amalgamation of a personal name, 
Trubba (a possible pet form of Trumbeorht or Trumbeald) and 
wic, an alternative explanation has been ventured by Warne 
(2009, 18). She interpreted the first element Trubba as being 
possibly derived from the Latin troppus ‘flock’ or ‘herd, thus 
forming ‘herd-wick’ or similar (Margetts 2017a). If, as is 
suspected, ‘the Wickhurst’ was at one time used for seasonal 
dairying this may account for the distinct similarities between 
the double-oval field pattern encountered at the Hayworth 
and that at Broadbridge Heath (Fig 12.14). Important in 
this regard may have been historic rights possibly providing 
Broadbridge Manor with access to salt at Beeding (Chapter 
9.3, ‘Site function and agrarian economy’), which would have 
facilitated the creation of butter and cheese, as well as other 
food products. This is speculation, however, as this may not 
be a record of ancient rights but simply properties held by the 
same lord.

What may be even more interesting is that the tradition 
of enclosing High Wood originated in some form during the 
Middle Iron Age and a similar pastoral usage has been proposed 

Fig 12.11 Map showing the double-oval field pattern of Bolnore and the Hayworth near Haywards Heath, West Sussex (Margetts 2017a)

Fig 12.12 Photograph of the droveway linking Sullington with Broadbridge 
(source: author)

Fig 12.13 Photograph of High Wood Hill, an elevated wooded eminence, ‘the 
Wickhurst’ (source: author)
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for ENC1 in that area (Chapter 3.3, ‘An early landscape 
enclosure’). A further enclosure then existed in the Late Iron 
Age/Early Romano-British landscape which showed signs of 
possible continuity into both the historic landscape and that of 
today (Chapter 12.1). This apparent continuity is likely to be 
the result of responses of subsequent communities to persistent 
underlying environmental factors (the relief of High Wood and 
local hydrology); however, it rests on the argument that ditches 
were re-established in this area during the medieval period until 
the modern day. Certainly the ditches associated with Late 
Iron Age/Early Romano-British ENC3 were strongly aligned 
with those equated with Wickhurst Green’s historic period. 
Where encountered they almost exactly follow their course. In 
addition, the internal field boundaries of the Late Iron Age/
Early Romano-British period (D6–D8; Fig 12.4) were found to 

run up to, but not to extend beyond, the boundary shown in 
the cartographic record at the base of High Wood. Although no 
earlier medieval material was recovered from the ditches of the 
extant oval, these showed considerable evidence for recutting 
as well as significant accumulations of undated fill deposits 
(Figs 12.15 and 12.16). It is probable that the enclosure was 
re-established by the 11th century as the local field pattern 
and major boundaries were also of this date. Certainly ‘the 
Wickhurst’ was defined as an area distinct from the rest of 
Broadbridge by the post-medieval period (WSRO, MF 652) 
and its name includes place-name elements of Old English 
origin. Wickhurst Lane, which was clearly in use by the 11th 
century and probably, considering its connection with a likely 
parent settlement at Sullington, in existence by the 8th century 
respected this oval enclosure.

Fig 12.14 Map showing the double-oval field pattern associated with ‘the Wickhurst’ at Broadbridge Heath
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It could be argued that it was the very absence of surviving 
boundaries that led to the re-establishment of enclosures in 
broadly the same position during subsequent periods. Certainly 
the Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British ditches of ENC3 
and those equated with the historic period were not exactly 
in the same position. It may have been relief and hydrology 
that were driving the line of the boundaries, rather than any 
survival of earlier features, but even if this were the case it 
does not preclude a form of landscape continuity. It is the 
persistent responses of communities to the same underlying 
environmental factors that show a continuity in landscape.

Double-oval field patterns are a feature of upland 
landscapes in the north of England, where they are often sited 
so that a watercourse runs through their centre. They appear 
to have comprised a larger pastoral unit with stock funnels 
leading on to upland areas and a smaller oval that contained 
field divisions intended for arable, pasture and convertible 
land (Atkin 1985, 173–5; Fig 12.17). At Roystone Grange 
in Derbyshire, Romano-British settlement and land division 
appears largely to conform to the double-oval field pattern 

outlined above (Hodges 2006; Fig 12.18). Here, the settlers 
exploited extensive grazing as well as lead deposits, but what 
is more remarkable is that the Romano-British enclosures 
were later incorporated within the medieval pattern of fields 
(ibid). This either suggests continuous occupation or that 
the Romano-British fields remained visible as ruined features 
within a ‘relict landscape’ (Rippon et al 2015, 292). It is easy 
to see how areas considered ‘marginal’, such as the Weald and 
the Peak District, may not be similar in terms of topography 
or geology but nonetheless give rise to similar patterns in land 
use and landscape continuity as a result of pastoral origins and 
‘underdevelopment’.

By the earlier 10th century a tentative landscape model can 
be proposed. At least some of the oval enclosures of the West 
Central Weald appear to be of earlier origin than the closely set 
system of parallel routeways which surrounded them. The ovals 
were established, re-established or reused, within a landscape 
consisting of extensive areas of woodland, pasture (including 
heath) and wood-pasture. By this time they had come to 
be used as seasonal, often specialised, areas of grazing (dens, 

Fig 12.15 Location of features equated with medieval Landscape Enclosure 1 (Enclosure 11) in relation to topography and hydrology
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‘folds’, wics). The routeways themselves were part of a system 
of transhumance and whilst their use was widespread (and 
many probably originated around this time, during the 7th to 
10th centuries) they appear to have been based on, or at least 
influenced by, elements of an earlier underlying late prehistoric/
Early Romano-British network of tracks and land divisions. 
This roughly north-east–south-west-aligned landscape may 
not be the result of a continuous tradition of landscape 
organisation, but rather the product of a recurring method 

of dividing and traversing the Low Weald clays. This pattern 
may be found elsewhere in the country and it is interesting 
to note that the Iron Age boundaries of the oval enclosure 
found at Charlton, Northamptonshire were in places respected 
by medieval township boundaries and the local road system 
(Deegan & Foard 2007, 133–4, fig 3.29).

The parallel set of droveways had by the later 10th century 
come to be utilised as tenurial and administrative boundaries 
(see Chatwin & Gardiner 2005) and this is thought to have 

Fig 12.16 Map of medieval Landscape Enclosure 1 (Enclosure 11) overlain on the Ordnance Survey 1st edition map (1875–6), showing orientated 
relationships between enclosure ditches and the historic landscape
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been linked to the burgeoning establishment of new holdings 
as suggested at Wickhurst Green. These seem to have occupied 
the intervening spaces between parallel roads but the older 
seasonal pastures (defined within oval enclosures) endured, 
probably because of the continued value placed upon these 
pastures by communities based at parent settlements in the 
south. By the 11th century numerous small farmsteads and 
subinfeudated manors had begun to encroach on the old 
Wealden commons (Witney 1976, 77) and the appearance at 
Wickhurst Green of ‘high-status’ settlements in the west and 
central portions of the site suggests this process may have been 
taking place there as well.

The site more certainly of ‘lordly’ status is ST4/5 with 
its attendant hall and enclosures. This was located close to 
Lower Broadbridge Farm, which, it is postulated, may have 
comprised the area of a holding mentioned in Domesday 
(England 2012, 30). A small estate in Sullington described as 
being in Easewrith Hundred and Arundel Rape was recorded 
in the survey (Hudson 1986, 24). The entry reads: ‘Robert [de 
Montgomery] holds 1 virgate in Sullington. Wulfward held it 
from King Edward. 1 villager with ½ a plough. The value is 
and was 2s’ (Domesday 11.58).

Without following the descent of the tenements, which 
is the usual method of relating Domesday entries to later 
manors, this remains speculation. However, the proximity 
of Lower Broadbridge Farm to ST4/5 is interesting to note. 
ST4/5 appears to lie within Singlecross Hundred (Fig 12.19). 
However, it is obvious that the extreme western part of this 

hundred may have been 
subject to changes prior to 
the drawing of boundaries 
upon the OS 1st edition 
map. Two detached portions 
of Sullington parish within 
East Easewrith Hundred 
are separated by a block of 
Horsham parish (Fig 12.20). 
This may be the legacy of a 
dispute and it seems possible 
that these two separate 
blocks of land were once 
a continuous detachment. 
The rapal and hundredal 
boundaries themselves were 
not immune from alteration, 
as is witnessed by the 
drawing of the boundary 

between Bramber and Arundel Rapes and the subsequent 
distinction of East and West Easewrith Hundreds. Bramber 
appears to have been a relatively late formation in comparison 
to the surrounding rapes (Gardiner 1995, 54).

In its fully fledged form ST4/5 was of ‘high’ status. It 
is also clear, however, that ST6 was of similar size and that 
Broadbridge Farm may preserve the manorial centre of 
Broadbridge. What could account for the proximity of these 
three sites? Partible inheritance sometimes led to the formation 
of new manors but this was not always the case (Gardiner 
2007, 176). The system could result in the physical division 
of lands which might be held in parage or joint lordship, 
but in the example of the manor of Shalford, Surrey we have 
evidence of a different pattern of inheritance (ibid). Though 
two brothers divided the holding before 1066 and had separate 
houses, indicating that they ran different demesne farmsteads, 
they probably continued to maintain a single manorial court 
(ibid; Domesday 19.37). There is a danger in equating high-
status buildings with manorial centres – as Gardiner (2007, 
171) has highlighted, the two are not necessarily concomitant. 
The majority of demesnes before 1200 were not run by the 
major lords, or by their officials, but by tenants or groups of 
villagers (ibid). The villein (villager) mentioned in association 
with the small Domesday estate above may have maintained the 
holding on behalf of Wulfward but he was clearly not of lordly 
rank (at least at the time of the survey). Of course even if all 
three sites (ST4/5, ST6 and Broadbridge Farm) were manorial 
centres they may not have been contemporary. This holds true 

Fig 12.17 Map showing the double-oval field pattern of Tunley, Lancashire (after Atkin 1985, fig 12.2)
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of ST4/5, which could have been in existence slightly earlier 
than ST6, and is especially the case for Broadbridge Farm, 
where no excavation has been undertaken.

Another possible explanation for the proximity of these 
three sites exists. The area south of the Arun has been shown 
to be made up of a pattern of ‘strip-manors’ bounded by 
the closely spaced pattern of droveways discussed above. 
This arrangement of land-holding appeared to Chatwin and 

Gardiner (2005, 44, fig 9) to be halted by the banks of the 
River Arun, but the juxtaposition of settlement sites may 
indicate that a similar pattern existed in the area of the site. 
Certainly a number of lost roads recovered through landscape 
analysis (Fig 12.21; Margetts in prep) as well as the north-
easterly extension of the Warnham–Broadbridge Heath road 
could indicate this was the case. The gaps in the pattern may 
have been caused by the proximity of watercourses and areas of 
rising topography. It is clear that the area around Broadbridge 
Heath was subject to later landscape changes before mid 19th-
century mapping, including the creation of parkscapes and 
the turnpiking of roads (see below). Perhaps these changes 
had been disruptive to an earlier pattern of regularly spaced 
boundaries of ‘strip-manors’ and the proximity of settlement 
sites/land-holdings could be explained in this regard.

Though it is possible that the settlements encountered at 
Wickhurst Green reflect manorial-type sites or estate centres, 
they could just as easily have been the substantial farms of 
reasonably wealthy free tenants. The later medieval Weald 
is well known for its profusion of autonomous freemen, a 
situation that in part led to an independent and individualistic 
culture amongst its inhabitants (Brandon 2003, 9). This was 
an area where seigneurial control was weak as the scattered 
lands of many manors made regulation difficult (Gardiner 
1995). The settlements at Wickhurst Green may have been 
the product of 10th/11th- to 12th-century colonisation of 
land previously serving as seasonal pasture. It is likely this 
colonisation would have been encouraged by major landowners 
keen to extract new income from rents. These early settlers may 
have banded together in loose groups, in families or alliances 
of families, for the purpose of mutual support – in hunting 
wolves, sharing expertise and an ox-drawn plough (Brandon 
2003, 86). Adjacent peasant holdings may have been created 
in clearings more or less simultaneously. Properties are likely 
to have been reasonably large, reflecting the inferior quality 
of the soil and the greater acreages necessary to support a 
family. These original holdings would later have been subject 
to division caused by inheritance, alienation or purchase. Such 
factors may have led to additional properties which would 
have been constructed on fragmented holdings (ibid). The 
settlement sites at Wickhurst Green may signify large free 
tenements or customary virgates and the substantial houses 
encountered during the excavations may reflect such a status.

There are perhaps further indications of tenurial changes 
at the site as the medieval period progressed. ST4/5 is thought 
to have been a newly established holding within the Wealden 
interior. The 10th century was marked by a rising body of 
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Fig 12.18 Map and plan showing the double-oval field pattern of Roystone 
Grange: courtesy of Richard Hodges (after Hodges 2006, figs 5 and 58)
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wealthy tenants and the status of the building seems to indicate 
a person of above-average means. This would not have been an 
uncommon situation during the 10th and 11th centuries when 
there was clearly a rapid upsurge in free tenants, local lords 
and petty bookland estates (Stafford 1989, 37–8; Reynolds 
2003, 130–1). The hall (B16) is a slightly passé angle-sided 
structure which was only of middling design quality even 
during its 10th-century heyday. Its continuous post-in trench 
construction method, moreover, was rather outmoded. It 
may be significant that some effort was expended in repairing 
the hall, rather than progressively rebuilding in the latest 
style, as was more typical at this time. This may alternatively 
be explained by a relatively short lifespan for the structure. 
B16 seems to have been followed by the middle of the 12th 
century by B23, which was of even lesser status. This may 
be interpreted as some downgrading of the settlement or of 
its occupant’s status by this time. It is also apparent that B22 
and its associated enclosure did not survive into the later 
medieval period and this implies dissolution of the holding. 

It may be that the de Braoses subinfeudation of the manor of 
Broadbridge by 1243 led to a reorganisation of the tenurial 
arrangement of the area under the Coverts and a downgrading 
of ST4/5 to that of a servile tenant farmstead. The absence 
of evidence for its persistence into the 13th century may be a 
further indicator of this change.

That this area was the later medieval manorial centre is 
possible, but an alternative location can be postulated on the 
basis of a recently rediscovered moated site within Great Hog 
Mead Rough (Fig 12.22; Margetts 2017b). This lies adjacent 
to High Wood Pond, recorded on the tithe and OS 1st edition 
maps, which provides the most likely location of the medieval 
mill recorded in documentary evidence (ibid). Two nearby 
fields, named Castle Field (52) and Castle Mead (52a), on the 
Itchingfield tithe apportionment may be a reference to the 
manor of Broadbridge or an alternative, yet-to-be-discovered, 
moated site (ibid). This category of monument is often seen as 
a feature of the 13th and 14th centuries and it seems probable 
that the establishment was founded under the Coverts, perhaps 

Fig 12.19 Map of the Domesday hundreds in the area (Margetts in prep)
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as an expression of their new-found status and to mark a break 
with the outmoded manorial buildings that had previously 
characterised the area. An alternative explanation for these 
field names and that associated with ‘castle’ in the area of 
Broadbridge Heath (‘The Castles, Horsham tithe: 760) would 
be the unrecorded presence of prehistoric hillfort or a Norman 
motte. A possible example of the latter type of monument has 
been ‘rediscovered’ through a LiDAR survey associated with 
Gatwick Airport (AOC 2016), although excavation is needed 
to prove that the feature does not represent a prehistoric 
monument/enclosure or a medieval moated site. The significant 
gaps in our knowledge of Norman motte and bailey castles 
in Sussex has been illustrated by Jones, who has shown the 
absence of such sites in northern Sussex (Jones 2003, fig 
14.5). Though this suggestion must be treated with caution, 

Above: Fig 12.20 Map of the historic parochial network in the vicinity of  
the site 

Left: Fig 12.21 Map showing the ‘strip’ arrangement of roads and boundaries 
within the West Central Weald, utilised in part in the early medieval period 
as the bounds of manorial holdings
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the presence of a potential motte south of Ifield Court (AOC 
2016) would conceivably fill the noted gap between Chennells 
Brook, Lindfield and Hartfield.

Also indicating seigniorial status is the 13th-century 
documentary evidence of a deer park. The possible association 
of this establishment with LE1 has already been discussed 
(Chapter 9.3, ‘Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1)’). However, an 
alternative location can be proposed in the curving courses 
of the Fiveoaks and Farthings Hill roads – together with 
the River Arun these effectively form a suboval enclosure. 
They were ‘turnpiked’ in the early 19th century but their 
antiquity is shown in their wide verges and areas of roadside 
waste, as well as in their adjacent linear enclosures, which 
were clearly ‘wasteside settlements’ (Fig 12.23). It is also 
known that New Bridge was in existence by 1628, when the 
manor of Broadbridge was recorded as being responsible for 
its upkeep (Windrum 1978, 182). The curving line of the 
road as it crosses Broadbridge Heath is confirmed by Richard 
Budgen’s map of Sussex (1 inch, 1724; Fig 12.24). That this 
line preserves the boundary of Roger Covert’s park can also be 
suggested by family names associated with the vicinity. From 
at least the 17th century, the Agate (earlier atte gate) family are 
known to have occupied the late medieval Corsletts Farm (Fig 

12.23) and their name perhaps suggests an entrance to 
the park (England 2012, 20).

One of the most significant results of the 
fieldwork at Wickhurst Green and Land East of the 
A24 was the degree to which the field pattern could be 
explored. Excavation proved that field boundaries at 
the site often owed their origins to the 11th century, 
hinting that the coaxial landscape of the western Low 
Weald had probably reached a developed form by the 
Saxo-Norman period. It is important not to generalise 
on the basis of one site but the results appear to suggest 
that the early medieval landscape of north-east–south-
west droveways and long-distance field boundaries 
had begun (by the 11th century) to be occupied by 
fields aligned in a similar direction. Though other 
significant phases of Wealden land use existed, such 
as the early post-medieval renewal of agriculture and 
the development of the iron industry, this was the 
last fundamental phase of evolution within the Low 
Weald’s landscape. Fields laid out during this time 
have not only survived (often in modified form) until 
the present day but they have provided key elements of 
subsequent fieldscapes. Although the grain of the Low 
Weald’s landscape may have been set out by the Late 
Iron Age/Early Romano-British period, it was the early 

medieval period which made the greatest contribution to the 
study area’s historic landscape. While underlying environmental 
factors clearly had strong influences on the orientation and 
nature of land division in the western Low Weald, it was the 
area’s inhabitants who created the countryside.

12.3  CONTINUED EVOLUTION
By the 16th century it is certain that the main residence of the 
manor was at Broadbridge Farm and by 1574 the Gratwicke 
family appear to have been the occupiers. Their tenure is 
testimony to the growth in numbers of the lesser nobility at this 
time – a phenomenon that had an impact upon the historic 
landscape through the increase and modification of residences. 
Industry also made up a major component of the 16th-century 
Wealden landscape, as streams were dammed and diverted, 
trees felled, forges and furnaces made. The impact of the 
Gratwickes upon the immediate landscape may be witnessed in 
the extensive pitting on the summit of High Wood, which may 
be related to their engagement in the iron industry (England 
2012, 11; Margetts 2017b). It is also possible, however, that 
the deposits of Paludina Limestone that exist upon the hill were 

514500
130200

514650
130200

514500
130050

515500
130050

50m0

N

Fig 12.22 Detail of Sky View Factor showing a potential moated site recently 
rediscovered through LiDAR. Contains public sector information licensed under the 
Open Government licence v3.0
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exploited for generations as a source of marl. That lime was 
needed to compensate for the deficiencies of the Weald Clay 
is well known and the intensification of agriculture witnessed 
at the site during the early post-medieval period would have 
required vast quantities to bring the land to cultivation. Whilst 
this would have resulted in important changes within the field 
pattern the layout was essentially the one inherited from the 
preceding medieval period. Nevertheless, the decommissioning 
of a space interpreted as a green is testament to the end of the 

seasonal migration of animals to grazing grounds within the 
Weald. Whilst Broadbridge Heath was probably maintained 
as an area of open grazing for local manors it was no longer 
exploited by herds coming from the south.

The 18th and 19th centuries witnessed the continued 
intensification of agriculture and also the beginnings of 
improved communications and a fundamental shift in the 
settlement pattern of the Sussex Weald. From at least the Iron 
Age the area had been characterised by a dispersed settlement 

Fig 12.23 Map showing the road system and potential limits of the medieval deer park of Broadbridge with the location of Corsletts Farm and ‘castle’ field 
names recorded on the tithe apportionment
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pattern of isolated farms and small hamlets; by this time, 
however, increased populations were beginning to have an 
impact on the levels of dispersion. Land of a marginal character 
was deemed the most suitable for the construction of new 
‘villages’ and the 1858 enclosure of Broadbridge Heath further 
facilitated the increase of a more ‘nucleated’ pattern. By the 
20th century, a process that had begun in the late Middle 
Ages, whereby ‘squatter settlements’ had arisen on areas of 
common land and roadside waste, had been advanced through 
the growth of railways, industry and the effects of developing 
urban and market centres to create a break with the dominant 
dispersed pattern of the past. Today the village of Broadbridge 
Heath could perhaps best be characterised as an extension 
of Horsham to the east, which itself has come to serve as a 
dormitory town of London.

N

Fig 12.24 Map extract from Richard Budgen’s map of Sussex (1 inch, 1724) 
showing that the curving course of the Fiveoaks–Farthings Hill road pre-
dated the Turnpike Act of 1811
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13.1  CONTINUITY AND COLONISATION
Everitt’s seminal work on the landscape history of the Kentish 
Weald (1986) still provides the baseline by which the region 
is understood today. Essentially his argument was based on an 
appreciation that within the south-east there were ‘landscapes 
of continuity’ on one hand and ‘landscapes of colonisation’ 
on the other (ibid, 2). His theory was based around enduring 
levels of occupation in areas considered to be characteristic of 
‘original settlement’, such as the Vale of Holmesdale, and those 
where settlement was of a ‘secondary’ or later nature, such as 
the North Downs and the Weald.

In the opening chapter of this volume it was illustrated 
that within the study area the theories of landscape historians 
have never been tested, predominantly because of a lack of 
archaeological fieldwork and a paucity of known sites. With 
the vast increase in developer-funded projects, however, we 
now have the beginnings of a baseline data set by which 
theories of past scholars can be either confirmed or refuted. 
The excavations at Wickhurst Green, together with an updated 
review of Gardiner’s work (1990a), have, it is hoped, gone some 
way to providing a more comprehensive understanding of the 
phases and degree of Wealden exploitation.

As recently as 2003 it was thought that there was ‘little in 
the Weald to hint at substantial colonisation … characterising 
the South Downs nor anything remotely suggestive of the 
rectilinear planned landscape of the south Essex clay plain, of 
Roman or pre-Roman date’ (Brandon 2003, 42).

Though the excavations at Wickhurst Green may not be 
characteristic of the entire Weald, it has been shown that areas 
exist where archaeological remains are reasonably intensive. 
It has previously been demonstrated that a regular landscape 
of droveways occupied part of the region and bounded a 
rectilinear pattern of fields (Chatwin & Gardiner 2005). Here 
it has been further postulated that the north-east–south-west 
orientation of this system may have been in place by the 1st 
century AD and that the early medieval period contributed 
greatly to its development, largely in the form of fieldscapes. It 
was already clear to Gardiner (1990a) that the Weald was not 
an ‘uninhabited waste until cleared in the medieval period’ and 
this has been further confirmed by evidence gleaned since the 
introduction of PPG 16.

Everitt’s (1986, 1) belief that the English landscape 
incorporates important areas where the settlement pattern was 
much older than previously thought and that the countryside 

has been intensively colonised and cultivated during the 
Romano-British period is now widely accepted. It is even 
becoming clear that there are areas of the country which have 
witnessed at least some form of continuity in the landscape 
from the Roman to the medieval periods (Rippon et al 2015). 
Everitt would not have been surprised if such evidence was 
found in his ‘original lands’, but he may have been interested 
in the results of Wickhurst Green which appear to suggest 
elements of continuity within the Sussex Weald. That having 
been said, he was well aware that areas once regarded as 
uncolonised forest before the medieval period had in fact been 
previously cultivated on a substantial scale (Everitt 1986). It 
was also his belief that the pastoral origins of the Wealden 
landscape may well have originated in an underlying ‘Celtic’ 
system of transhumance and dispersed settlement (ibid).

So what did continuity at Wickhurst Green look like, 
and how did elements of the landscape endure? There may 
not have been an unbroken period of occupation at the site 
between the Late Roman and the medieval periods, unless the 
local population was in some way archaeologically ‘invisible’, 
and it seems that permanent settlement was not renewed 
until the late 10th or 11th century. This would appear to 
confirm the previous understanding of the area postulated by 
landscape historians. Nevertheless, elements of the landscape 
comprising ‘oval’ enclosures, a north-east–south-west trend of 
land division and (possibly) routeways appeared to continue 
to form landscape components from the 1st century AD until 
the modern day. The ability for landscape features to form 
enduring elements of the countryside was addressed in Chapter 
1. Suffice to say here, however, that even if ditches and hedges 
were no longer maintained, a persistence in grazing may have 
ensured they remained as ‘relict features’ able to influence 
over the subsequent medieval landscape. This said, there was 
some possible evidence for reforestation and/or flooding at the 
site from the Early Romano-British until the post-medieval 
periods and this perhaps indicates a break in ‘colonisation’. 
When the hiatus of sediment deposition within watercourses is 
further analysed, however, it appears that it may have been tied 
to a decrease in the already low density of arable agriculture 
and a general switch to pastoralism. That this aspect of the 
economy was of fundamental importance to the Weald’s 
landscape formation has been known for some time (Witney 
1976; Everitt 1986); it is currently being further studied via 
a modern multidisciplinary approach which considers aspects 
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that have been neglected in the past (Margetts 2017a; in prep). 
Though the persistence of relict features cannot be dismissed 
out of hand, it appears that the continuity at Wickhurst Green 
is equally, if not more strongly, tied to persistent responses 
to environmental factors. This is most neatly demonstrated 
by the discussion of LE1. The bounding of High Wood in 
the prehistoric, Roman and historic periods marks the local 
community’s response to the hill, its relief, geology and 
surrounding watercourses. The similarities noted between the 
land division of the early medieval and Late Iron Age/Early 
Romano-British periods may partially reflect a geographical 
tendency. One which meant that people are likely to recreate 
trackways and boundaries on more or less similar orientations 
because of similar economics at different points in time.

The Weald should no longer be thought of as an 
uncolonised wilderness until the medieval and post-medieval 
periods. It was a well-settled region during prehistoric and 
Romano-British times and these periods of colonisation left 
an enduring legacy within the landscape, though there does 
appear to have been some discontinuity in land use, if not 
colonisation, from the Roman period until the 10th and 11th 
centuries. However, once ‘permanent settlement’, or perhaps 
more importantly, arable agriculture resumed (or once again 
became visible) it marked the start of a continuum that exists 
until the present day.

13.2  FUTURE RESEARCH
What follows is a summary of future research outputs 
suggested during the course of, and as a response to, the 
work at Wickhurst Green. It is intended to be viewed as 
an up-to-date research agenda for the Wealden region, that 
is, the areas of the High and Low Wealds defined here as 
excluding the Greensand. It follows the chapter headings 
used within this publication.

EARLIER PREHISTORY
• The number of finds with a Palaeolithic provenance 

remains small within the region. Nevertheless, evidence 
of Lateglacial hunter-gatherers is likely to be present, as 
is beginning to be confirmed through developer-funded 
archaeology. The exploration of potential artefact-bearing 
contexts needs to be pursued as does a wider appreciation 
of the period within the region in general.

• The Horsham point still plays a key role in identifying 
chronological depth within the early postglacial hunter-
gatherer cultures of northern Europe. Systematic work is 

required to define more clearly the spatial and temporal 
constraints of the industry.

• Evidence from Wickhurst Green adds to the growing 
corpus of Mesolithic-period sites situated upon the Weald 
Clay. This challenges previous conceptions regarding the 
favouring of sand geologies by Mesolithic communities; 
any differences between sites on these geologies (if any) 
need to be better understood. Such work should pay 
particular regard to chronology, functionality and density.

• A basic model for site location has been proposed for the 
Mesolithic period of the West Central Weald. Can the 
widespread ‘background scatters’ along watercourses be 
confirmed through further fieldwork? Do the correlations 
between sloping land, slightly higher topography, 
watercourses and density of occupation on sand as opposed 
to clay geologies proposed here and elsewhere (Farr 2010) 
continue to be borne out as fieldwork increases and more 
sites are discovered?

• Denser scatters belonging to sites of longer duration exist 
in areas of higher topography; these need to be further 
investigated and supplemented. This is especially the case 
in relation to clay geologies. Until undisturbed datable sites 
can be located, the chronology of the Mesolithic sites and 
the microlith assemblages that characterise them remain to 
be tested. The isolation of datable assemblages will allow 
comparison not just with Continental data, but also with 
recently discovered sites closer to home (eg, the Bexhill to 
Hastings relief road; Oxford Archaeology in prep).

• It may be true that earlier Neolithic exploitation of the area 
had much in common with earlier, Mesolithic, methods 
of hunting and gathering, but if this was the case what 
does this tell us? Was there a strong ‘Mesolithic culture’ 
in the central Weald or did an environment unsuited to 
early agriculture limit uptake of the so called ‘Neolithic 
package’?

• What was the process of ‘Neolithisation’ within the region 
and to when did it date?

• What was the true nature of Early Neolithic activity within 
the region?

• Do dynamic geologies such as colluvium and alluvium seal 
further Neolithic remains and what do these tell us?

• Can further environmental studies clarify the degree 
of Neolithic clearance across the Weald? Better use of 
scientific dating of pollen sequences should be utilised in 
this regard.

• The Middle Neolithic of the study area and the Weald 
in general may, like much of the south-east, have been 
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characterised by Peterborough Ware pits along with flint 
scatters. Can further finds of Peterborough Ware within 
pit contexts be made? Is there any Grooved Ware present 
within the region?

• The number of known Late Neolithic Wealden sites 
remains small despite the number of stray finds and 
evidence of clearance. Can further fieldwork help 
supplement the number of known sites and are these 
related to agriculture?

• The Late Neolithic and Earlier Bronze Age may have 
actually been a period of relatively intensive activity within 
the Wealden region. Can settlement sites be identified 
beyond surface finds of flintwork and can the number 
of known barrows be supplemented through survey 
(including LiDAR)? Does the form of these barrows differ 
from those found in surrounding districts such as the 
South Downs?

LATER PREHISTORY
• Does later Bronze Age evidence of land division and 

settlement found within the Wealden periphery extend 
to its interior? If so, how does this relate to the ‘historic 
landscape’?

• Further investigation of buried anaerobic soils should be 
undertaken in order to understand more fully the extent 
of later Bronze Age clearance within the Low Weald. The 
alluvium and peat encountered within the flood plain 
of the River Lox (Chisham 2006) may be important in 
this regard. This would act as a complement to the work 
achieved within the High Weald, which itself would 
benefit from further study.

• The emerging picture of the Weald as a more utilised zone 
during the later Bronze Age than was previously thought 
requires a reassessment of what this exploitation may have 
involved. Did a system of transhumance exist and can any 
features such as routeways and land division be linked to 
this economy? Can further enclosed or partially enclosed 
settlements such as that found at Gatwick Airport (Wells 
2005) be located and what do these represent?

• Can further boundaries that demarcate pastoral or 
even arable land uses be identified and what is their 
morphology? Are metalwork hoards related to such land 
division?

• Can further Early Iron Age sites be located? Does this truly 
represent a period of hiatus in Wealden development or are 
remains more extensive than has been previously thought? 
Can radiocarbon dating help in this regard?

• The number of Middle Iron Age sites from the region, 
particularly from the interior, remains limited. Can we add 
to this corpus?

• Can further Middle Iron Age ironworking sites be found 
and scientifically dated?

• Does the prevailing pattern of Middle Iron Age sites as 
precursors to Late Iron Age activity continue to be the case 
as our knowledge of Wealden settlement expands?

• Can more parallels for Building 5 be located through 
further fieldwork? Are these structures related to Wealden 
smithing?

• Can we locate further Wealden hillforts? The application of 
LiDAR would be particularly useful in this regard.

• Can we better date and understand the use of Wealden 
hillforts?

• It has been postulated here that the earliest form of 
Landscape Enclosure 1 was Middle Iron Age in origin. Can 
further fieldwork confirm if this enclosure extended away 
from the excavated areas of the site mirroring elements of 
the historic landscape?

• Can further ‘oval’ Wealden enclosures be dated to the Iron Age?
• What was the prehistoric use(s) of these enclosures? Is it 

correct to posit pastoral origins?
• Can further viewshed analysis help to understand the inter-

relationships between hillforts and settlement sites better?
• Does the apparent relationship between Iron Age 

settlement sites and watercourses as well as prominent 
hills or ridges remain valid as knowledge of Wealden 
exploitation expands? Were such locations utilised for 
communication and defence?

• Can the Iron Age Wealden environment be better 
understood? Can further environmental studies clarify the 
degree of Iron Age clearance across the Weald? Better use 
of scientific dating of pollen sequences should be utilised 
in this regard. What was the nature and extent of Iron Age 
woodland management?

LATE IRON AGE/EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH
• Is the pattern of dispersed ‘farmsteads’ characteristic of 

the Sussex Weald? Does the prevailing north-east–south-
west pattern of land division within the Sussex Low 
Weald continue to be the case as knowledge expands? Are 
settlement sites associated with drove/trackways and long-
distance boundaries aligned in a similar direction as is 
suggested here?

• Do the differences between the smaller settlement sites of 
the Sussex Weald and the extensively ditched settlements 
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of the Mole valley and its tributaries as well as the Wealden 
fringe of Kent continue to be the case as knowledge of the 
period expands within the region?

• Can further ‘oval enclosures’ of the Weald be dated to the 
Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period and what was 
their function?

• Were Wealden settlements related to a system of 
transhumance, interdependent relationships between pays 
and networks of inter-regional/Continental trade/exchange?

• Can the Wealden iron industry of this period be better 
understood and can we add to the corpus of known sites 
through scientific dating?

• Can contemporary use of Wealden hillforts be better 
understood and dated?

• Can contemporary Wealden funerary practice be better 
understood? Can further square barrows and shrines be 
located? Are these related to watercourses? Are the various 
trends in spatial organisation of cemeteries a feature of 
contemporary Wealden funerary practice? Is deliberate 
breakage and repair of vessels a feature of contemporary 
Wealden funerary practice? Are forms of Late Iron Age/
Early Romano-British burial elaboration indicative of 
direct or indirect Continental influences?

ROMANO-BRITISH
• As knowledge of Roman Wealden settlement expands is it 

still the case that later 1st- and early 2nd-century AD sites 
represent a continuation of earlier settlements as so-called 
‘native farmsteads’?

• Does the hiatus of settlement from the mid 2nd century 
AD continue to be a feature of the Roman period within 
the Weald? Is it the case that agricultural activity continued 
but that people were largely living elsewhere? Was this 
hiatus related to the rise of villa estates and/or the draw of 
urban centres and burgeoning roadside settlements?

• The Roman iron industry of the Weald is reasonably well 
understood. Can further scientific dating and analysis of 
known sites help to refine understanding of this industrial 
zone? Can the factors which brought about the end of the 
industry be better understood?

• Can further villa sites be located within the Weald?
•	 Was Stane Street preceded by an Iron Age trackway aligned 

in a similar direction?
•	 The Romano-British Wealden environment is becoming 

increasingly well understood. Can this be furthered through 
more palynological work and can we understand the extent 

of ‘the forest of Andred’? Can further environmental studies 
clarify the degree of Romano-British clearance across 
the Weald? Can better use of scientific dating of pollen 
sequences be utilised in this regard? What was the nature 
and extent of Roman-period woodland management?

•	 Is there a renewed uptake of the Weald in the Late Roman 
period as is suggested? Are sites of this period within the 
region characterised by dark deposits of rubbish deposition?

•	 Can further Wealden oval enclosures be dated to the 
Roman period and what was their contemporary usage?

EARLIER MEDIEVAL
• Was there a limited, permanent, sub-Roman ‘British’ 

population within the Weald? Can radiocarbon dating of 
Late Roman sites and sites where undated activity overlies 
Late Roman remains clarify whether this was the case?

• What was the degree of post-Roman reforestation within 
the Weald? Can the post-Roman to Saxo-Norman 
environment of the area be better understood? Can this be 
linked to phases of colonisation postulated by landscape 
historians (eg, Witney 1976, which should now be 
considered as ‘recolonisation’ or even continuity albeit in 
modified form)? Can further environmental studies clarify 
the degree of early medieval clearance across the Weald? 
Can better use of scientifically dated pollen sequences be 
utilised in this regard? What was the nature and extent of 
early medieval woodland management?

• Can the seasonal pastoral nature of early medieval Wealden 
exploitation be better understood? Can further remains 
be related to this activity? Can radiocarbon dating aid the 
recognition of communities engaged in transhumance?

• Can further Wealden oval enclosures be dated to this 
period and can these be increasingly related to pastoralism 
and the system of transhumance?

• Can the early medieval origins of Wealden churches be 
better understood?

• Can early medieval settlements, their origins and pattern 
be better understood? The investigation of multiple estates 
and their origins should also be conducted in this regard.

• Can LiDAR and further field survey complement the 
number of known motte sites in Sussex? What do these 
sites tell us about the immediately pre-Conquest settlement 
and infrastructure pattern? What do these tell us about 
Norman control of the Weald? Are the gaps in castle 
spheres of influence genuine (Jones 2003) and can they be 
filled through further survey and excavation?
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• Can early medieval communication routes be better 
understood?

• Can early administrative boundaries and their origins be 
better understood?

• Can the early medieval Wealden economy be better 
understood?

• Can the early medieval iron industry be better understood? Can 
scientific dating rectify the current paucity of known sites?

LATER MEDIEVAL
• Can the later medieval environment of the area be better 

understood? Can this be linked to phases of colonisation 
postulated by landscape historians (eg, Witney 1976, 
which should now be considered as ‘recolonisation’ or even 
continuity albeit in modified form)? What was the nature 
and extent of later medieval woodland management?

• Can further Wealden oval enclosures be dated to this 
period and can these be increasingly related to the 
establishment of parks? Specifically, were park boundaries 
not entirely new establishments? Did they reuse elements 
of the pre-existing landscape?

• Can later medieval rural and urban settlements, their 
origins, use, disuse, status and patterning be better 
understood?

• The later medieval Wealden economy needs to be better 
understood at both peasant and lordly level. This is in terms 
of agriculture, forestry and industry. How can archaeological 
investigations contribute to our knowledge, which until now 
has largely been built upon historical work?

• Was ridge and furrow a feature of medieval Wealden 
cultivation and how extensive was its use?

• Can both intrusive and non-invasive archaeological 
investigation aid our understanding of medieval fulling 
mills and the associated cloth industry? Can such work be 
combined with historical analysis to give a more holistic 
understanding of the industry?

• Can the later medieval iron industry be better understood? 
Can scientific dating rectify the currently limited quantity 
of known sites? Can examples of water-powered bloomeries 
be located and excavated?

• Surrey County Archaeological Unit’s survey work on 19 
Wealden glass-working sites is currently the most in-
depth investigation of this industry (SCAU 2011). Can 
this be further complemented by additional survey work 
including modern techniques such as LiDAR? Can further 
archaeological excavation help us better to understand the 

nature of the later medieval Wealden glass industry? Can 
understanding of this industry’s chronology be refined?

POST-MEDIEVAL
• Can further study of post-medieval settlement 

development add to our knowledge of the move towards 
an increasingly nucleated settlement pattern? This could 
take place at both local and regional level. Were areas of 
little arable value (such as commons) more attractive to 
settlement development? Was this always the case?

• There has to date been very little work upon post-medieval 
designed landscapes of the Weald. Can intrusive fieldwork 
and archaeological survey aid understanding of such 
landscapes? Can they be studied and adequately set within 
their regional/national context? How did these landscapes 
relate to earlier (medieval) landscapes of the Weald, 
including deer parks?

• Can the study of post-medieval communications help to 
further understanding of the development of the region?

• The post-medieval Wealden economy needs to be better 
understood (at all levels). Currently there is an emphasis 
on the iron industry, but other methods of manufacture 
(such as tanning) require attention. Both the industries 
themselves and the products they created should be 
studied. How can archaeological investigations contribute 
to our knowledge of post-medieval Wealden agriculture, 
which until now has largely been built upon historical 
work?

• Wealden clearance features have been equated here with 
post-medieval records of the practice of burn-beating. 
Can scientific dating of this category of feature illuminate 
the antiquity of this practice and are these features related 
to medieval, Roman or prehistoric phases of agriculture, 
clearance and assarting?

• How extensive was post-medieval ridge and furrow in the 
Low Weald claylands?

•	 Can the early post-medieval iron industry be better 
understood? Can examples of water-powered bloomeries 
be located and excavated?

•	 Can both intrusive and non-invasive archaeological 
investigation aid our understanding of post-medieval 
fulling and the associated broadcloth industry?

•	 Surrey County Archaeological Unit’s survey work on 19 
Wealden glass-working sites is currently the most in-
depth investigation of this industry (SCAU 2011). Can 
this be further complemented by additional survey work 
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including modern techniques such as LiDAR? Can further 
archaeological excavation help us better to understand the 
nature of the post-medieval Wealden glass industry? Can 
understanding of this industry’s chronology be refined?

THE HISTORIC LANDSCAPE
• The oval and arc-shaped enclosures of the Weald appear 

to be primary elements within the landscape and often 
survive into the modern day. A detailed programme of 
survey and fieldwork is required to investigate the origin(s) 
of these enclosures properly and to set them within 
the national context. A methodology would comprise 
intermittent trenching of the extant circuit with the 
trenches being of sufficient size and length to investigate 
the possibility of multiple earlier phases of enclosure (Fig 
13.1). Radiocarbon dating and other scientific techniques 
should be utilised to attempt to date the ditched (and 
banked) boundaries which often do not contain sufficient 
ceramic material for dating. The problems with dating 
ditches are recognised and discussed within Chapter 1.

• All known prehistoric and Roman land division should be 
compared with the historic landscape as shown on the tithe 
and OS 1st edition mapping. It should be analysed to discern 
whether there is a completely different (unrelated), orientated 
(sign of possible continuity) or aligned (a form of continuity) 

relationship between the excavated evidence and that shown 
on early cartography (Rippon et al 2015, 100). Consideration 
as to whether there have been widespread post-medieval 
alterations to the landscape (eg, parliamentary enclosure) 
which could have potentially erased the earlier historic 
landscape should also be given. The Historic Landscape 
Characterisation (HLC) for the area as well as ‘historic 
landscape analysis’ should be undertaken in this regard.

• It has been shown through the work at Wickhurst Green that 
extant Wealden field boundaries are often of great antiquity. 
Where boundaries are to be removed through developmental 
impacts consideration should be given as to whether they are 
of proven post-medieval and later origins. If this is not the case 
and they are shown on early cartography (tithe and OS 1st 
edition mapping) they should be investigated archaeologically. 
Attention should be paid to dating any associated bank as well 
as the ditch itself, especially its primary deposits.

• An understanding of the origins and phases of development 
of the loosely coaxial system that occupies much of the 
Sussex Low Weald is required. The research goals outlined 
above would be useful in this regard. Elements of this land 
division are discussed below in descending levels of priority. 

N

0 300m

N

0 300m
example trench locations

Fig 13.1 Suggested trench layout to investigate a Wealden oval enclosure



327

1.  The axial elements of this system, consisting of long-
distance field boundaries, require dating. Archaeological 
trenching and excavation should be sited so as to 
investigate the possibility of earlier derivations of the 
boundary upon a parallel alignment (Fig 13.2). 

2. The droveways that often make up axial elements of this 
system require dating. Scientific techniques should be 
considered in this regard. Redundant lengths of routeway 

such as that investigated at Wickhurst Green should be 
sought out and subjected to investigation. 

3. The field systems that infill the intervening spaces 
between axial elements require dating and the phases of 
development of this system need to be better understood.

Fig 13.2 Suggested trench layout 
to investigate an axial long-
distance field boundary
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13.3  FINAL THOUGHTS
This has been an ambitious and revealing study of one 
of the most under-researched regions in all England. The 
development for housing at Wickhurst Green facilitated 
exploration of a Wealden landscape on an unprecedented scale, 
allowing an updated synthesis of knowledge of the region, 
discussion of past theories of landscape history and proposals 
for future research. It is acknowledged that there may have 
been some omissions during this process and that the pace of 
development within the region and the growth of the associated 
archaeological data set may make aspects of this publication 
rapidly out of date but it is hoped that this study will provide 
a benchmark to be superseded and critically challenged, for 
only through this process can understanding of this fascinating 
region be furthered. It is hoped that an additional project 
legacy will be stronger mitigation of Wealden development. 
The historic landscape of the region is under threat from rising 
demands for housing and energy sources and a need for better 
infrastructure. It has been shown through these excavations, 
funded by a supportive developer, Countryside Properties, 
that the area is rich in archaeological remains and that the 
outdated assumptions of the past have led to a self-fulfilling 
prophecy. The belief that ‘there is nothing in the Weald’ should 
be completely defied at every turn. Regions with pastoral rather 
than arable origins are no less rich in remains and should no 
longer be considered wholly marginal.
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agriculture and land use, G322 (OA76) (FS4), 
211–12, 213ill
ditches and field boundaries, D66 (FS10), 220, 
220ill
field systems

FS3, 210
FS4, 211–12, 213ill
FS5, 212
FS7, 212, 215ill
FS8, 212–15, 215ill, 216ill
FS9, 218–20, 219ill
FS10, 218–20, 219ill

industrial areas
IA1, 215–18
Mill 1 (M1) (IA1, Land East of A24), 
215–18, 217ill, 218ill

ironworking (Gratwicke family, Broadbridge 
Farm), 210
routeways

RO3, 211
RO4, 212

Wickhurst Green, activity at and evidence for, 210
plan of features, 211ill

Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1)
Building 12, 134, 136ill, 137
charcoal finds, 286
clay ovens, G118 (ENC5, ST2), 133, 133ill
cremation burials

cremated human bone finds, 296
cremation burial [1693], 133, 143, 295
cremation deposit [1818] (?), ENC9 (ST2), 
133, 143

field systems
FS1, 129, 131ill
FS2, 134, 135ill–36ill

Landscape Areas
LA5, 129
LA6, 129–34, 132ill

Landscape Enclosure  (LE1), 136, 137ill
plan of features, 130ill
pottery finds, 136, 256–57

catalogue of finds (P54 to P59), 257
fabrics, 256–57, 256tab
forms, 257, 257ill

routeways
RO1, 129, 131ill
RO2, 134
RO4, 129, 130ill

settlements, Settlement 2 (ST2), 129–34, 
132ill
Wickhurst Green, activity at and evidence for, 
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Everitt, A., 321
Continuity and colonization, 11–12

F
farmyards
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Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 225, 
228ill
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 220

Farmyard 2 (FA2) (FS5)
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 

228–30, 229ill
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
222–23, 224ill

field systems
and evidence for, 124
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field patterns, 318

The Hayworth (Bolnore excavations), West 
Sussex, 308, 310ill
oval, and double-oval, 310–11, 310ill, 
311ill, 312–13, 314ill–15ill, 326, 326ill

Ford Airfield site, 306–07, 309ill
FS1, 73–78, 75ill–76ill

and cartographic comparisons (OS maps), 
304, 304ill
Cemetery 1 (G61), 76–78, 77ill, 112ill, 
113, 114–15
D1, 73, 75ill, 129, 141, 304
D2 and D3, 73
D4 and D5, 76
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
activity and evidence for, 129, 131ill
ENC4, 73–74, 76, 129
OA6 and OA7, 73, 129
OA9, 76

FS2, 134, 135ill–136ill
B12, 134, 136ill
D10 to D14, 134
finds from, 134
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B24 (Heath Barn) (FA1), 220, 222ill, 225
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Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 210
Farmyard 1 (FA1), 220, 225, 228ill
features of, 163, 164ill, 193
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Phase 1), 193, 194ill-95ill
Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 2), 204
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 225
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 220
Open Area 57 (RO2), 192, 194ill, 197, 268
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), 163, 
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Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 
211–12, 213ill
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211–12, 213ill
G344 (saw-pit?), 220–21, 222ill
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 197, 199ill
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Phase 2), 205
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 
227–28
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
220–21
pit [1126] , G310 (FS4), 197, 199ill, 264, 
274
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264, 264tab
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), 168–70, 
171ill
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Structure 12 (S12) (livestock sorter), 221, 
223ill
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B25 to 27 (Five Acre Barn/Hares Hill Farm), 
222, 225ill, 228–30, 229ill
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 212
Farmyard 2 (FA2), 222–223, 224ill, 
228–30, 229ill
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 197, 200ill
Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 2), 205
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 
228–30, 229ill
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
222–23
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), 162ill, 
172

FS7
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 
212, 215ill
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 230, 
231ill
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
223–24
Pishall Field (OA129), 230
plan of (Late Post-Medieval), 226ill

FS8
decommissioning of, 214
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 
212–15, 215ill, 216ill
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 230
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
223–24
plan of (Late Post-Medieval), 226ill

FS9, 174
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 
218–20, 219ill
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 197–200, 201ill
Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 2), 205, 207ill
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 230, 
231ill
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
223–24, 226ill
plan of, 176ill, 207ill, 226ill

FS10
ditch D66, 220, 220ill
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 
218–20, 219ill
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 230, 
231ill
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
223–24
plan of (Late Post-Medieval), 226ill

land division, and evidence for, 124, 302, 304, 
306-07, 309ill

Billingshurst (Horsham), 124, 125ill
FS2, 134

and landscape research, 302, 304, 306–07
Prehistoric period, 309ill

livestock control, linked to, 140
pre-Roman period, 124

‘Fields of Britannia’ project (University of Exeter)
and landscape research, 302

pollen finds and analysis, 141
southern Essex, landscape of, 306

fired clay finds, 271–274
daub, 271–72, 274ill
distribution of, 272
fabrics, 271, 272tab
introduction and methodology, 271
oven/kiln furniture, 272–73

catalogue of finds, 273–74
flintwork finds

assemblage, 240–45, 242ill, 244ill
cores, 241, 241tab
flint debitage, pieces of, 241
hammerstones, 241
by period and type, 240tab
tools, 241–43, 243tab

condition of, 240
Deepcar type, 24
early collectors of, 23
finds by period, 239tab, 240tab
‘Horsham point’, 23, 24ill, 32
introduction to, 239
Mesolithic period (Period 1), 23, 25, 26, 27ill, 
28–30, 28ill, 243
methodology, 239
Middle-Late Bronze Age period, 36
Neolithic-Early Bronze Age period, 30–31
raw material, and source of, 239–40
St. Leonard’s Forest (Horsham), 23
Star Carr type, 24
Wickhurst Green

assemblage from, review of evidence, 
244–45
Flintwork Cluster 1 (Mesolithic), 26, 28, 
28ill, 239, 244–45, 245tab
Flintwork Cluster 2 (Mesolithic), 26, 27ill, 
28, 79, 239, 244–45, 244tab, 245tab
Mesolithic period (Period 1), overview of, 
239, 243
Middle-Late Bronze Age period, 36
Neolithic-Early Bronze Age period, 30–31
site function, and comparative sites, 29–30

Ford Airfield site
field system at, 306–07, 309ill
land division (Romano-British period), 309ill

Friar’s Oak (Hassocks)
metalworking, evidence for, 149
settlement site, 149

Fullingadic earthwork, 12

G
Gardiner, M., 4, 8, 11, 35, 107

Roman period, view of, 123
Gatwick Airport, 35

excavations at, 26
finds from, 32
tree cover clearance, evidence for, 65–66

geophysical surveys, techniques of, 10
glass finds (beads), 110
glass making

Later Medieval period, 191
study of, 191

Gratwicke family (Broadbridge Farm), 318-19
occupation of, 210
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Bolnore, field patterns and system at, 308, 
310ill
excavations at, 149
landscape enclosures, evidence for, 308

hearth  G85 (B10, ST3), 99–100, 101ill
Heath Barn, 3, 13 see also buildings, Building 24
High Wood hill, 3, 310ill

earthworks at (?), 62
enclosure at and origin of, 310–11
oval enclosure at, 105

historic use and ‘survival’ of, 302–03, 303ill
viewshed analysis of, 63

and view from, 63ill, 64ill
Hills Farm, 201ill

manorial site at (?), 197
Historia ecclesiastica (Bede), 147
Historic Environment Record (HER), 8
Honywood, Thomas, 23, 24ill
Horley

land division, and evidence for, 124, 125ill
occupation of site, 124

Horsham
20th century, 237
Arun Stop Line, 237, 238ill
Denne Park, 232
market town, development of, 192
meaning of name, 150
origins of, 150
Post-Medieval period, 232
pottery finds, 266
Royalist uprising at, 235
settlement at and evidence for, 150
WWII camp at, 237, 237ill

I
Industrial Areas 

IA1
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 
215–18, 217ill
Sky View Factor image (detail), 218ill

Mill 1 (M1) (IA1, Land East of A24), 210, 
215–18, 217ill, 218ill

comparative sites, 218
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
223–24

ironworking and industry, 110, 123
Birchen Lane (Lindfield), smelting furnace, 38
buildings associated with, 56, 127
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 
Gratwicke family (Broadbridge Farm), 210
ENC5 (ST2), evidence for, 133
Later Medieval period, 191
Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 1), 
149
Post-Medieval period, growth of, 209
Roman period, 127, 143

distribution of sites, 128ill
West Central Weald study area, 234-35
Westhawk Farm (near Ashford), and evidence 
for, 127
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background to site and study area, 1–3, 7–8
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contour map of area, 5ill
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
activity at and evidence for, 129
field systems, FS9, 174, 176ill, 197–200, 201ill
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210, 215–18, 217ill, 218ill
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223–24
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IA1, 215–18, 217ill
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field patterns, 310–11, 310ill, 318

oval, and double-oval, 308, 310–11, 310ill, 
311ill, 312–13, 314ill–15ill, 326, 326ill
Wickhurst Green, 311ill
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316–18
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agriculture and land use, impact of, 301
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settlement activity, 301–04

Roman period, 123–24
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mapping of, 309ill
Roman period, 124–26, 306
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LA1, 26, 27ill
LA2, 45–46, 70

features of, 45ill
Open Area 2 (OA2), 44, 45ill, 70

LA3 and LA4, 46–47, 70–73
Open Area 3 (OA3), 70–73
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LA6, 78–81, 79ill
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129–34, 132ill
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Open Area 10 (OA10), 78, 129
Open Area 16 (OA16), 133, 143

LA7, 87–96
Open Area 11 (OA11), 87
Open Area 12 (OA12), 87
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LA8
ENC25, 150, 151ill, 152ill
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138
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1), 150–55, 151ill
Open Area 32 (OA32), 138, 139ill
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138, 139ill
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pit (G41), 48, 50ill
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51ill, 303ill

ENC2 (LE1), 105
plan of, 72ill
pottery finds, 254ill

ENC3 (LE1), 59, 105
and cartographic comparisons (OS maps), 
304ill
historic development of, 304–05
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(Period 3, Phase 1), 73

ENC4 (FS1), 73–74, 76
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
129
G111, division of, 129
purpose and function of, 76
waterhole G58 [1955], 76, 76ill

ENC5 (ST2), 81, 84ill
charcoal finds, 286
ditch G66 [1705], 84ill
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
133
finds from, 81–82
G117 (postholes), 133
G118 (clay oven), 133, 133ill
plan of, 84ill
pottery finds, 81-82, 254ill

ENC6 (ST2), 81, 83
Building 9, 83–87, 83ill, 85ill
ditch G67 [2303], and finds from, 84ill, 
85ill
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
133–34
fired clay finds, 273
Late Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 2), 
138, 140ill
pottery finds, 254ill–55ill

ENC7 (ST2), 81, 83
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
133–34
Late Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 2), 
138, 140ill

ENC8 (ST3), 100–101
ENC9 (ST2), 133

charcoal finds, 286
cremation deposit [1818] (?), 133, 143, 286
pen-like structures within, 132ill, 133
radiocarbon dating of archaeological samples 
from, 298

ENC11, 160–61
Covert, Roger, park of (?), 205
Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, 
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Phase 2), 205
ENC17 (RO4), animal pens, 159
ENC18 (pen/paddock) (RO2), 193–97, 195ill
ENC25 (LA8), 150, 151ill, 152ill, 180, 180ill

animal enclosure, 150
hilltop sites, 59–63, 60ill–61ill

view of, and viewshed analysis, 63, 63ill, 
64ill
Wessex sites, and comparison with, 65, 101, 
103ill

historic development of, 310–12
‘ladder enclosure’, 142
LE1, 58–63

D6 to D8 (ST3), 101, 103ill, 136, 137ill
deerpark, use as (Late 12th-Late 13th C), 
197
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
136, 137ill
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 197
Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 2), 205
Late Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 2), 
138
Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
(Period 3, Phase 1), features of, 72ill, 73
Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
(Period 3, Phase 2), 101, 103ill
Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 
1), 160–61, 160ill, 180ill
possible uses for, 59
Post-Roman to Mid 8th-Century period, 
149
pottery finds, 136
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), 174, 
175ill
site function, 63–65

Middle Iron Age (Period 2)
examples and comparisons, 59–63, 
60ill–61ill, 62ill
tradition for, 59

plan of (Wickhurst Green), 106ill, 108ill
pottery finds (ENC2, LE1), 254ill
univallate enclosure, 62, 62ill, 235–37, 236ill
Western Weald, feature of, 59

Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, Phase 1)
buildings

B16 (manorial hall) (ST4/5), 193
B19 (ST4/5), 193
B23 (ENC12), 193, 196ill
B23 (hall) (ENC12), 202

field systems
FS3, 193, 194ill–95ill
FS4, 197, 199ill
FS5, 197, 200ill
FS9, 197–200, 201ill

Landscape Areas (LA10, LA12, LA13), 197
Landscape Enclosure  (LE1), 197
pit [1126], G310 (FS4), 197, 203
pottery finds, 259ill, 266–70

assemblage, nature and context of, 268–69, 
270
catalogue of finds (P89 to P103), 267–68
comparative sites and finds, 270
fabrics and catalogue, 268tab
G287 (pit [2588]) (OA57), 197, 269, 

269tab
key ceramic groups, 269, 269tab

routeways
RO2, 193–97, 195ill
RO3, 197, 198ill
RO4, 197

Wickhurst Green, activity at and evidence for, 
192–203

agrarian economy and site function, 202–03
plan of features, 192ill

Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, Phase 2)
Broadbridge Manor, activity at, 205–06
deerpark (Broadbridge Heath), 203, 205, 
206ill, 207
field systems

FS3, 204
FS4, 205
FS5, 205
FS9, 205, 207ill

Landscape Areas (LA10, LA12, LA13) (pastoral 
unit), 205
Landscape Enclosures

ENC11, 205
LE1, 205

routeways
R9 (enclosure), 204
RO3, 205
RO4, 205

Wickhurst Green, activity at and evidence for, 
203–08

agrarian economy and site function, 
207–208
buildings, evidence for, 206–207
demographic changes, and impact of, 208
plan of features, 204ill

Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3)
buildings

B24 (Heath Barn) (FA1, FS3), 225
B25 to 27 (Five Acre Barn/Hares Hill Farm), 
228–30, 229ill
B28 (FA1, FS3), 225
B29 (FS5), 229
B31 (WWII Pillbox) (OA124), 230, 232ill
B32 to B34 (Parthings Cottage Complex) 
(ST7), 230–32, 233ill
Structure 13 (S13) (hayrick stand), 229–30, 
230ill

farmyards
Farmyard 1 (FA1) (FS3), 225, 228ill
Farmyard 2 (FA2) (FS5), 228–30, 229ill

field systems
FS4, 227–28
FS7 to FS10, 226ill, 230, 231ill

plan of features, 227ill
routeways

RO3, 227
RO4, 230

Settlement 7 (ST7) (Parthings Cottage 
Complex), 230–32, 233ill, 234ill
Wickhurst Green, activity at and evidence for, 
224–25

Late Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 2)
Landscape Areas

LA8, 138
LA9 and LA10, 138, 139ill

Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1), 138

plan of features, 139ill
pottery finds, 257–58

catalogue of finds (P60 to P65), 258
fabrics, 258tab
forms, 258tab

registered finds, 278
routeways, RO4, 138

Later Medieval period
dens, development of, 191
industries, and evidence for, 191-92
manorial estates, development of, 191
Weald, evidence of activity from, 191–92

Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British (Period 3, 
Phase 1)

charred plant remains, 281tab, 282–83
Landscape Areas, LA2, 70
Landscape Enclosures

ENC2 (LE1), 72ill, 105, 254ill
ENC3 (LE1), 73, 105
LE1, 72ill, 73

Open Areas
OA2 (LA2), 70
OA3 (LA3), 70–73
OA4 (LA4), 73

plan of features, 70ill
pottery finds, 251–55

catalogue of finds, 254ill–55ill
fabrics, 251–53, 252tab
form and decoration, 253–55, 253tab

Weald, evidence of activity from, 69
Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British (Period 3, 

Phase 2)
cemeteries

Cemetery 1 (G61) (FS1), 76–78, 77ill
Cemetery 2 (OA10, LA6), 78–80, 79ill, 
80ill, 81ill–82ill
Cemetery 3 (OA12, LA7), 87–96, 
87ill–93ill
Cemetery 4 (LA13, ST3), 104ill

charred plant remains, 280–83, 281tab
field systems, FS1, 73–78
Landscape Areas

LA5, 73
LA6, 78–81, 79ill

Landscape Enclosures, LE1, 101, 103ill
‘native farmsteads’, development of, 123–24
plan of features, 74ill
pottery finds, 251–55

catalogue of finds (P12 to P53), 254ill–55ill
fabrics, 251–53, 252tab
form and decoration, 253–55, 253tab

pre-Roman period, 123–24
Settlement 2 (ST2), 81–87

Building 9, 83–87, 83ill, 85ill
enclosures (ENC5-ENC7), 81–87, 
83ill–85ill, 254ill–55ill
plan of features, 83ill

Settlement 3 (ST3), 96–101, 97ill
Building 10 (roundhouse), 96–100, 
98ill–99ill, 101ill, 285–86
Building 11, 100–101, 101ill, 102ill
ENC8, 100–101

trade, and evidence for, 279
waterholes, G58 [1955] (ENC4, FS1), 76, 
76ill

‘Leicester School’ of landscape historians, 7
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rural economy of the southern counties, The, 223, 235
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dating, and problems with, 25
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Wickhurst Green, 26, 27ill, 28, 28ill, 239, 
243, 244–45, 245tab

human activity, and evidence for, 26, 28–30, 
32, 33ill
     site function, 26, 28-30
Landscape Area 1, 26
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importance of, 24

flintwork finds, and comparative sites, 29
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2)
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B25 to 27 (Five Acre Barn/Hares Hill Farm), 
222–23, 225ill
Building 24 (Heath Barn) (FA1, FS3), 220, 
222ill
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223ill
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field systems
FS3 and FS4, 220-21
FS5, 222–23
FS7 to FS10, 223–24
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RO3, 220–221
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Wickhurst Green, activity at and evidence for, 220
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Middle Iron Age (Period 2)
buildings, 38–50, 41ill, 42ill, 43ill, 46ill, 49ill, 
54–58, 54ill, 55ill
charcoal finds, 285–86, 285tab
charred plant remains, 280, 281tab
ditch G38 and G39, 47
human activity, and evidence for

Billingshurst (Horsham), 38
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ironworking, and evidence for (Birchen Lane, 
Lindfield), 38
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comparative sites, 59–63, 60ill–61ill
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249–51
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placed vessel (P11), 45–46, 47ill, 248ill, 
249–51
thin-section photomicrographs, 250ill–51ill

Weald area, 37–38
Wickhurst Green

human activity, and evidence for, 38–44
Settlement 1, 38–44, 40ill, 41ill

Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 1)
buildings

B13 (?), 152, 156ill
B14 (shieling hut) (LA8), 150–51, 152ill, 
153ill–54ill, 177–78, 180, 180ill
B15 (shieling hut) (LA8), 151, 177–78, 
179ill, 180, 180ill
B17 (barn?), 153, 155, 157ill, 177, 178–79, 
179ill, 180
B18, 155
B19 (ST4/5), 185, 187ill

ironworking, and evidence for, 149
Landscape Areas

LA8, 150–55, 151ill
LA9 to LA12, 159-60, 160ill

Landscape Enclosures
B22 (manorial hall), 150
ENC11, 160–61
ENC17 (RO4), 159
ENC25 (LA8), 151ill, 152ill, 180, 180ill
LE1, 160–61, 160ill, 180ill

pit [2496] (G154), 152
plan of features, 151ill
pottery finds, 259–60, 259tab
routeways

RO2, 155–58, 158ill
RO3, 158, 159ill
RO4, 159–60

Weald, evidence of activity from, 149–50
Wickhurst Green, activity at and evidence for, 
150–61, 177

agrarian economy and site function, 179–80
plan of features, 151ill
seasonal pasture and pannage, 177, 180
site chronology, 177
transhumance economy, 177, 180
woodland clearance, 177

Middle-Late Bronze Age period
Billingshurst (Horsham), and finds from, 36
human activity, and evidence for

pastoralism, and development of, 35
tree cover clearance, evidence for, 65–66
Weald, 35–36

oak woodland, example of, 37ill
pit [1167], and finds from, 36, 37ill
pottery finds, 36
sword find (Charlwood ,Surrey), Halstatt C 

type, 36
Mid-Romano British period, 137–38
Mills, John, 1
Money Mound (Lower Beeding)

barrows at, 31
religious significance of, 69

N
‘National Character Areas’, 7
National Mapping Programme, ‘Secrets of the High 

Woods’ project, 18ill
Neolithic-Early Bronze Age period

human activity, and evidence for, 30–31
rock shelter sites, 30
Weald, stone axe finds, 31, 31ill
Wickhurst Green, and finds from, 30-31

O
Open Areas

OA2 (LA2), 44, 45ill
Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British 
(Period 3, Phase 1), use of, 70
pit [1000] (Middle Iron Age), 45–46, 47ill, 
249–51
waterhole (G27), 70, 71ill

OA3 (LA3), 46, 70–73
finds from, 71

OA4 (LA4), 46, 73
pit [4595], G36, 46, 49ill

OA5 (LA5), 73
OA6 and OA7 (FS1), 73

Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
129

OA9 (FS1), 76
OA10 (LA6), 78

Cemetery 2, 78–80, 79ill, 80ill, 81ill–82ill, 
112ill, 113, 115
charcoal finds, 286
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 129

OA11 and OA12 (LA7), 87
Cemetery 3 (OA12), 87–96, 87ill, 90ill, 
112ill, 113, 114ill, 115–16

OA14 and OA15 (LA5), 129
OA16 (LA6), 133

charcoal finds, 286
cremation burial [1693], 133

OA23, charcoal finds from, 286
OA32 (LA8), 138, 139ill
OA39 (LA12)

Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 192ill
Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 
1), 174
pottery finds, 205, 268, 269tab, 270
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), 174

OA57 (RO2, FS3)
G287 (pit [2588]), 197, 269
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 192, 194ill, 268
pottery finds from, 197, 269

ovens/kilns
fired clay finds, 272–73

catalogue of finds, 273–74
ditch [2291] (ENC6), 273

G118 (ENC5, ST2), 133, 133ill
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P
Palaeolithic period, evidence of activity from Weald 

area, 23
Parthings Farm, 174, 201ill, 215

Parthings Cottage complex (B32 – B34, ST7), 
230-32, 233ill
Parthings Lane, course of, 218

pays
definition of, 7
of south-east region, 8ill
Weald, and characterisation of, 7–8

pits
cremation burials (G95, C3), burial pits, 
89–95, 90ill–95ill
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1)

G287 (pit [2588]) (OA57), 197, 269
pit [1126], G310 (FS4), 197, 199ill, 203, 
264, 274

Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), G344 
(saw-pit?) (FS4), 220–21, 222ill
Middle Iron Age (Period 2)

pit (G41) (ENC1), 48, 50ill
pit (G364), 46, 49ill
pit [1000] (Open Area 2), 45–46, 47ill, 
248ill, 249–51
pit [4595], G36 (Open Area 4), 46, 49ill

Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 1), 
pit [2496] (G154), 152
Middle-Late Bronze Age period

pit [320], 36, 37ill
pit [1167], 36, 37ill

postholes, G117 (ENC5, ST2), 133
pottery finds

G287 (pit [2588]) (OA57), 197, 269, 
269tab
pit [1126], G310 (FS4), 197, 199ill, 203, 
264, 264tab
pit [2007], G259 (FS4, OA52), 168–70, 
171ill, 264, 264tab

Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2)
pit [1126], G310 (FS4), 197, 199ill, 203, 
264, 264tab
pit [2007], G259 (FS4, OA52), 168–70, 
171ill, 264, 264tab

place names
and Anglo-Saxon influences on, 147, 148
Broadbridge, meaning of, 192–93
‘heath’ place names, and significance of, 192
interpretation of, 189
Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 1), 
150–51
Old English, and evidence of settlements, 150
Wickhurst, origin of, 308–10

pollen finds and analysis
Brisley Farm (Kent), 128
‘Fields of Britannia’ project, 141
introduction, 288–94
ironworking, impact on, 128
Profile <203>, 289–92, 293–4

pollen character and zonation of, 291tab
pollen diagram, 290ill
on-site habitat change, 292
surrounding vegetation, 291–92
vegetation history, 289

Profile <286>, 292–93

pollen data, 293
pollen diagram, 292ill
vegetation history, 293

Roman period, analysis of, 128
Westhawk Farm (near Ashford), 128

techniques, 289
Post-Medieval period

pottery finds, 270–71, 271tab
fabrics, 270–71, 271tab

Weald, evidence of activity from, 209–10
farming and agriculture, revival of, 209, 210
ironworking, growth of, 209

West Central Weald study area, 232–37
Post-Roman to Mid 8th-Century period

Anglo-Saxons, influence of
land use, 148
material culture, 147
place names, and evidence of, 147, 148

contemporary literary sources relating to, 147
dens, establishment of, 148
Germanic migrants, influx of, 147
perceptions of, 147
Weald, evidence of activity from, 147–49
wooded landscape, evidence for and perception 
of, 148

and reforestation, evidence for, 148
pottery finds

Billingshurst, finds from, 36
Western Bypass site, 66, 246

buildings, finds from, 57–58
B1 (P2 to P5), 51–52, 248ill
B5 (P6 to P8), 248ill
B8 (P9 to P10), 248ill
B14 (shieling hut) (LA8), 264
B16 (manorial hall), 166, 263–64, 264tab
B17 (barn?), 153, 264
B19 (ST4/5), 193, 264–65, 268
B20 (animal pen) (RO3), 166, 265
B22 (manorial hall), 170, 265
B23 (hall) (ENC12), 269
Early Medieval, 264–65
latrine/cesspit (S7, B16), 166, 263–64, 
264tab

cemetery-related finds
Cemetery 3 (OA12, LA7), 88–93, 
91ill–93ill, 95–96, 95tab
ceramic burial vessels, 119 see also urned 
cremation burials

comparative sites, finds from, 53–54
Horley, 53–54
Norton, 54
radiocarbon dating, 54

consumption and use, 109–10
dating of, 105
deliberate deposits

pit [1000] (Open Area 2), 45–46, 47ill
timing of, 57–58

Early Iron Age period
PI (pit/ditch [2668]), 37, 38ill, 246, 247ill
Wickhurst Green, 37

Early Medieval, 259ill, 260–66
assemblage, and context of, 265–66
catalogue of finds (P66 to P88), 260–62
comparative sites and finds, 265–66
fabrics and catalogue, 260–62, 263tab
key ceramic groups, 263–64, 264tab

nature of assemblage, 263
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
256–57

catalogue of finds (P54 to P59), 257
fabrics, 256–57, 256tab
forms, 257, 257ill
LA13, 137
LE1, 136

High and Later Medieval, 259ill, 266–70
assemblage, nature and context of, 268–69, 
270
catalogue of finds (P89 to P103), 267–68
comparative sites and finds, 270
fabrics and catalogue, 266–68, 268tab
G287 (pit [2588]) (OA57), 197, 269, 
269tab
G317 (OA39), 205, 268, 269tab, 270
key ceramic groups, 269, 269tab

imported Gallo-Belgic wares, 109–10
Late Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 2), 
257–58

catalogue of finds (P60 to P65), 258
fabrics, 258tab
forms, 258tab

Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British (Period 
3, Phases 1 and 2), 251–55

catalogue of finds (P12 to P53), 254ill–55ill
comparative finds, 251–52
fabrics, 251–53, 252tab
form and decoration, 253–55, 253tab

latrine/cesspit, G186 (S7, B16), 166, 263–64, 
264tab
methodology and fabrics, 245–46
Middle Iron Age (Period 2), 65, 247–49

catalogue of finds (P2 to P11), 248
fabrics, 247, 248tab
form and decoration, 247
P11 (OA2, pit [1000]), 45–46, 47ill, 248ill, 
249–51
petrographic analysis (fabric CALC2), 
248–49, 249tab
pit (G41) (ENC1), 48, 50tab
pit (G364), 46, 49ill
pit [1000] (Open Area 2), 45–46, 47ill, 
249–51
thin-section photomicrographs, 250ill–51ill

Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 1), 
259–60, 259tab

fabrics, 259
Middle-Late Bronze Age period

Billingshurst, 36
Wickhurst Green, 36

Neolithic-Early Bronze Age period, 31
perforated vessels, 119
petrographic analysis (fabric CALC2)

background and aims of, 248
methodology, 248–49
petrographic composition, 249
raw material, and source of (?), 249

Post-Medieval period, 270–71, 271tab
Post-Roman period, 259, 259tab
Prehistoric and Roman

overview of, 245, 245tab
site-specific codes, 246

Pre-Middle Iron Age, 246–47
radiocarbon dating of, 51–52, 181
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Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), 181
pit [1126], G310 (FS4), 197, 199ill, 203, 
264, 264tab

style and form, 109
undecorated finds, 54, 247
urned cremation burials (C3, OA12), 88–93

catalogue of finds, 96
vessel V1 [4692] (Pit [4679]), 89, 91ill
vessel V2 [4689] (Pit [4687]), 89, 91ill
vessel V3 [4704] (Pit [4703]), 89, 92ill, 96
vessel V4 [4707] (Pit [4706]), 89, 92ill
vessel V5 [4715] (Pit [4711]), 92ill
vessel V6 [4716] (Pit [4711]), 92ill, 96
vessel V7 [4720] (Pit [4718]), 89, 92ill
vessel V8 [4804] (Pit [4803]), 92ill, 93
vessel V9 [85/006] (Pit [85/007]), 93, 93ill
vessel V10 [85/009] (Pit [85/013]), 93, 
93ill, 96, 251

Q
quern stones

Lodsworth-type, 110
ritual deposits, and burial rites, 119
saddle quern find, 274–75

R
radiocarbon dating, 21, 296–300

archaeological samples, 296–300
Building 1 (roundhouse) (ST1), 43, 296
Building 5 (ST1), 40–41, 296–297
Building 8 (roundhouse) (LE1), 297
Building 13 (?) (G154, OA35), 297–99
Building 17 (barn?), 299
Cemetery 1 (G61) (FS1), 296
Cemetery 2 (OA10, LA6), 297–298
ENC9 (ST2), 298
latrine/cesspit (S7, B16), 299

Beta Analytic, 296
calibrated dates, from archaeological contexts, 
298tab
environmental contexts, calibrated dates, 
298tab
environmental samples, 299–300

WC1 (watercourse), 299–300
hazelnut shell fragment (G197), dating of, 155
introduction, 296
methodology, 296
of pottery finds, 51–52, 181

comparative sites, 54
SUERC (Scottish Universities Environmental 
Research Centre), 296

registered finds, 274–80
agriculture, objects relating to, 277
assemblage

Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British (Period 
3, Phase 2), 275–76
Late Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 2), 
278
Prehistoric, 274–75

axe (Bronze Age), 274, 275ill
cremation burials (G95, C3), pyre goods, 
276ill
dress accessories and personal adornments, 
276–77, 276ill, 277ill
household equipment, 277

introduction to, 274
Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British (Period 3, 
Phase 2), 275–76

cremations, finds from, 275–76, 276ill
hobnail finds, 275

Medieval period
tools, 278–79, 279ill
whetstones, 279ill, 280

Prehistoric, 274–75
recreational objects, 278
saddle quern, 274–75
textile industry, objects relating to, 277–78
tools

Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British (Period 
3, Phase 2), 278
Medieval period, 278–79, 279ill

rock shelter sites, 25
Hermitage Rocks (High Hurstwood), 25, 25ill

Rodwell, W., 302
routeways

dating and use of, 107
droveways, and association with

ditch D1, and parallels with, 73, 75ill, 141, 
129, 304
Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 
1), 150
Sullington to Broadbridge, 310ill

and hydrology of area, possible link to, 145
mapping of historic roads, 309ill
Post-Medieval period, condition of, 209–10
R9 (enclosure), 163

Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 2), 204

Roman period, 124–26, 126ill, 141, 306
main routeways of, 124–26

Routeway 1 (RO1), 78, 78ill
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
use of, 129, 131ill

Routeway 2 (RO2), 83, 83ill
B19 (ST4/5), 193
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
134
ENC18 (pen/paddock), 193–97, 195ill
Fiveoaks Road, and driftway, 155–58, 
158ill, 193
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 193–97, 195ill
Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 
1), 155–58, 158ill

Routeway 3 (RO3), 97ill, 100–101, 169ill
Building 20 (animal pen), 166, 170ill
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 211
ENC15, 162ill, 169ill
finds from, 166
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 197, 198ill
Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 2), 205
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 227
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
220–21
Mill Lane, and green associated with, 158, 
159ill, 166, 197, 205, 211, 220–21, 227

Routeway 4 (RO4), 129, 130ill
ditch G114 and G115, 129, 130ill
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 212

ENC17, associated with, 159, 174, 174ill
features associated with, 159–60
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 197
Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 2), 205
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 230
Late Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 2), 138
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 223
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), 172–74
Wickhurst Lane, 159–60

Routeway 5, 134
Routeway 8, 144
Routeway 11 and 12, 168, 169ill

finds from, 168
settlements associated with, 126

Westhawk Farm (near Ashford), 126–27
RPS PLC, 1
‘Rural Settlement of Roman Britain’ project, 123

S
Saltwood (Folkestone, Kent), burial site, 111, 115
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2)

agrarian economy, 188
buildings

Building 16 (manorial hall) (ST4/5), 163–
66, 165ill, 167ill–68ill, 181–85, 184ill–85ill
Building 20 (animal pen) (RO3), 166, 170ill
Building 22 (manorial hall) (ST6), 170–72, 
173ill, 181, 185–86
pottery finds, 264–65

charred plant remains, 281tab, 282, 283
ditches and field boundaries, D21 (ST4/5), 
163, 165ill
field systems

FS3, 163, 164ill
FS4, 168–70, 171ill
FS5, 162ill, 172
FS9, 174, 176ill

Landscape Areas
LA9 and LA10, 174
LA12, 174
LA13, 174

Landscape Enclosure 1 (LE1), 174, 175ill
plan of features, 162ill
pottery finds, 259tab, 260–66

assemblage, and context of, 265–66
buildings, groups from, 264–65
catalogue of finds (P66 to P79), 260–62
comparative sites and finds, 265–66
fabrics and catalogue, 260–62, 263tab
key ceramic groups, 263–64, 264tab
nature of assemblage, 263
pit [1126], G310 (FS4), 197, 199ill, 203, 
264, 264tab

routeways
R9 (enclosure), 163
R11 and R12, 168, 169ill
RO3, 162ill, 166, 169ill
RO4, 172–74

settlements
Settlement 4/5 (ST4/5), 163, 165ill
Settlement 6 (ST6), 168, 170–72, 172ill, 
182

Weald, evidence of activity from, 161–62
Rapes, and county divisions, 161

INDEX



WEALDBǢRA: EXCAVATIONS AT WICKHURST GREEN

352

West Central Weald, impact on, 189
Wickhurst Green, activity at and evidence for, 
162–63

site chronology, 181
settlements

cemeteries, siting of and association with, 
114–15, 115ill
landscape, and impact on, 301–04
linear arrangement of, 107
local pattern of, 107
Middle Iron Age (Period 2)

landscape, and impact on, 302–03
Settlement 1, 38–44

Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 1)
growth of activity in, 149
place names, and settlement evidence, 150

phases of, 105
Settlement 1, 38–44, 40ill, 41ill

Buildings 1-5, 38–44, 41ill, 42ill, 43ill, 44ill
Settlement 2 (ST2), 81–87

Building 9, 83–87, 83ill, 85ill
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
129–34, 132ill
ENC5, 81–83, 84ill, 133, 254ill
ENC6, 81, 83, 133–34, 254ill–55ill
ENC7, 81, 83, 133–34
ENC9, 133
finds from, 83–84
location of, 107
Routeway 2, 83, 83ill

Settlement 3 (ST3), 96–101, 97ill
Building 10 (roundhouse), 96–100, 
98ill–99ill, 101ill, 285–86
Building 11, 100–01, 101ill, 102ill
Cemetery 4 (LA13, ST3), 101–03, 104ill
ENC8, 100–01
features of, 97ill
LA13, 101–03, 104ill
LE1, 101, 103ill
location of, 107
Routeway 3, 97ill, 100–01

Settlement 4/5 (ST4/5)
B16 (manorial hall), 163–66, 165ill, 
167ill–68ill, 181–85, 184ill–85ill
B19, 185, 187ill
boundaries and divisions relating to, 314
comparative sites, 183ill
duality of access, 186, 187ill
ENC12, 163, 165ill
excavated landscape surrounding (ST4), 
16ill
Late Anglo-Saxon-Early Norman site, 163, 
165ill
‘lordly’ status of, 314

Settlement 6 (ST6)
approach to, 182
B22 (manorial hall), 170–72, 173ill, 181, 
185–86
duality of access, 186, 188ill
ENC16, 170–72, 171ill–72ill, 186
features of, 168–70
Late Anglo-Saxon-Early Norman site, 
170–72, 172ill
S10 and S11, 171ill–72ill, 174ill

Settlement 7 (ST7) (Parthings Cottage Complex)
B32 to B34, 230–32, 233ill

ENC26, 230–32
Late Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 3), 
230–32, 234ill
plan of, 233ill

Sky View Factor images
    Great Hog Mead Rough, 318ill
    Industrial Area 1 (IA1), 218ill

St. Nicholas church (Worth), 149
Stammerham

Farm, 200, 201ill
manor, 197

stone axe finds
Neolithic-Early Bronze Age period

Weald, 31, 31ill
Wickhurst Green, 31, 31ill

Sullington
droveway, link to Broadbridge, 310ill
parish of, 150

parochial status of, 177, 178ill
Routeway 3, link to, 158, 159ill
settlement at, 150

sword find (Charlwood, Surrey), Halstatt C type, 36

T
textile industry

finds relating to, 277–78, 278ill
fulling mills

fulling mill (M1) (Early Post-Medieval), 
210, 215–18, 217ill, 218ill
Mid Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 2), 
223–24

Later Medieval period, 191–92
Thomas, Seager, 65
tilemaking

classis Britannica, and activity associated with, 
127
Itchingfield tileworks, 140
Later Medieval period, 191
Roman period, 127, 140

tribal groups (Iron Age), 120, 121ill
and cultural regionalism, 120

W
Wallhurst Manor, 148
watercourses

radiocarbon dating of archaeological samples 
from, 299–300
WC1, 133

radiocarbon dating, 299–300
waterholes

G27 (OA2), 70, 71ill
G58 [1955] (ENC4, FS1), 76, 76ill

Weald
agrarian economy of, 179–80, 188

Late 18th century, 235
ancient pasture and woodland of, 9–10
Andred forest, 147–48
Ashdown Forest, 8–9, 9ill
barrows (Money Mound, Lower Beeding), 31
characterisation of, 7–8
churches, siting of, 190
‘clearance features’ and burnt sites, 14–15, 
15ill, 16ill
coppiced areas, 9, 10ill, 11ill
cultural regionalism, and tribal groups (Iron 
Age), 120, 121ill

dens, development of, 308,
drof-dens, and animal movements, 191

ditches and field boundaries, 15–18
and dating of, 16–17

Domesday hundreds, map of, 316ill
Ebernoe Common, 10
future research of area, 322

Earlier Medieval period, 324–25
Earlier Prehistoric period, 322–23
historic landscape of, 326–27, 326ill–27ill
Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British period, 
323–24
Later Medieval period, 325
Later Prehistoric period, 323
Post-Medieval period, 325–26
Romano-British period, 324

geology of, 8–9
Germanic migrants, influx of and impact on, 147
ghylls of, 8, 9
glass making (Later Medieval period), 191
‘heath’ place names, and significance of, 192
heathlands of, 9
High Weald, rock shelter sites, 25, 25ill
human activity, and evidence for, 321

continuity of, 321–22
Middle Iron Age (Period 2), 37–38
Middle-Late Bronze Age period, 35–36

ironworking and iron industry
buildings associated with, 56, 127
distribution of sites (Roman period), 127, 
128ill
pollen finds, and impact on, 128

landscape, and landscape research, 8–10, 9ill, 
12–14, 123–24, 208

land division, 121, 123–24, 125ill, 307ill
Prehistoric and Roman period, impact on, 
301–07

Later Medieval period, 191–92
dens, development of, 191
ironworking, 191
manorial estates, development of, 191

Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British (Period 
3), 69
Low Weald, 9, 10ill, 11ill
manorial estates, development of, 314–16

‘strip-manors’ (Medieval period), 314, 317ill
Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 1), 
149–50

settlement activity, growth of, 149
‘native farmsteads’, development of, 123–24
Palaeolithic period, 23
parochial network, historic map of, 314, 317ill
past research, 10–12
Post-Medieval period

farming and agriculture, revival of, 209, 210
ironworking, growth of, 209

Post-Medieval period, activity and evidence for, 
209–10
Post-Roman to Mid 8th-Century period, 147–49
Roman period, background to, 123
rural settlement, and development of, 12
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), 161–62

land use, 162
Rapes, and county divisions, 161

stone axe finds (Neolithic-Early Bronze Age 
period), 31
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textile industry (Later Medieval period), 191–92
tilemaking

Later Medieval period, 191
Roman period, 127, 140

West Central Weald study area, 8, 9ill
archaeological landscape, and importance 
of, 24
flintwork finds from, 23, 29
growth of affluence in, 235
landscape parks, development of, 235
Neolithic-Early Bronze Age period, human 
activity and evidence for, 30–31
Post-Medieval period, 232–37
Roman-period sites, 144–45, 144ill
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), impact 
on, 189
sewage works, 235, 236
univallate enclosure, 235–37, 236ill

Welch, M.G., 147
Westhampnett (West Sussex)

burial site, 111
spatial patterning and arrangement, 117, 
118ill

enclosures at, 151, 154ill
Westhawk Farm (near Ashford)

ironworking at, and evidence for, 127
pollen finds, and analysis of, 128
Roman road-side settlement at, 126–27

Wetwang/Garton Slack site (Yorkshire Wolds), 
enclosed burials at, 111, 111ill

Wickhurst Green (Broadbridge Heath)
agrarian economy and site function

farming and agriculture (Roman period), 
142–43
Late 12th to Late 13th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 1), 202–03
Late 13th to Late 16th Centuries (Period 6, 
Phase 2), 207–08
livestock control and field systems, 140, 
142, 202–03
Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (Period 5, Phase 
1), 179–80
Saxo-Norman (Period 5, Phase 2), 188

archaeological fieldwork and investigations, 
3ill, 3tab, 12–14, 13ill
background to site and study area, 1–3, 7–8, 
51, 105
burnt sites and ‘clearance features’, 14–15, 15ill
chronology of site, 51–54
contour map of area, 5ill
deerpark (Broadbridge Heath), 197, 203, 205, 
206ill, 207
Early Post-Medieval (Period 7, Phase 1), 
activity and evidence for, 210

plan of features, 211ill
Early Romano-Britain (Period 4, Phase 1), 
activity at and evidence for, 128–29
geology of site, 12–13, 14ill, 30

and comparative sites, 30
historic parochial pattern of area, 177, 178ill
historic places of, and references to, 6ill
human activity, and evidence for

Early Iron Age period, 36–37
Later Bronze Age period, 36
Mesolithic period (Period 1), 26, 28–30, 
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The investigations at Wickhurst Green, Broadbridge Heath, provided the first real opportunity to archaeologically 
explore the Weald on a landscape scale. Carried out between 2007 and 2015, these extensive excavations uncovered 
important remains dating from the Mesolithic to post-medieval periods. The site was home to hunter-gatherers, Iron 
Age pastoralists, funerary monuments, Roman agriculture and industry. Historic remains included early medieval and 
later manors, mills and a deer park.

Though the central concern of this volume is to present these findings, further effort has been made to produce an 
updated review of the archaeology of this under-researched area. The work aims to set the results of this developer-
funded site within its broader landscape context. 

By utilising historic landscape analysis and landscape regression Wickhurst Green provides a case study in 
utilising the results of archaeological excavation to contribute to our knowledge of past landscapes.  
As well as providing a deep history of the Western Weald, this volume offers an extended realization of 
the technique of landscape regression. 

Archaeology
South-East

UCLUCLUCLUCL

A SpoilHeap publication for

ISBN 978-1-912331-05-5

Archaeology South-East
2 Chapel Place

Portslade
East Sussex BN41 1DR

www.ucl.ac.uk/archaeologyse


	CONTENTS
	LIST OF FIGURES 
	LIST OF TABLES
	CONTRIBUTORS
	SUMMARY
	RÉSUMÉ
	ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	CHAPTER 1  INTRODUCTION
	1.1  Project background
	1.2  Aims of this study
	1.3  Study areas and the definition of a pays
	1.4  The Wealden landscape
	1.5  Investigating the historic landscape
	1.6  Structure of analysis and report
	1.7  Chronological framework 

	CHAPTER 2  EARLIER PREHISTORY
	2.1  The Wealden Palaeolithic: rivers of potential
	2.2  Period 1: Mesolithic
	2.3  The Neolithic-Early Bronze Age
	2.4  Light through the forest: the earlier prehistoric West Central Weald

	CHAPTER 3  LATER PREHISTORY
	3.1  Middle-Late Bronze Age
	3.2  Early Iron Age
	3.3  Period 2: Middle Iron Age

	CHAPTER 4  THE LATE IRON AGE/EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH PERIOD
	4.1  The Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British archaeology of the Weald
	4.2  Period 3, phase 1: Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British
	4.3  Period 3, phase 2: Latest Iron Age/Early Romano-British (AD 25-70)

	CHAPTER 5  THE LATEST IRON AGE/EARLY ROMANO-BRITISH EVIDENCE IN CONTEXT
	5.1  The earlier 1st-century AD settlement and landscape at Wickhurst Green
	5.2  Style and consumption
	5.3  Ritual and belief
	5.4  Cultural regionalism
	5.5  A divided landscape? The Late Iron Age/Early Romano-British West Central Weald

	CHAPTER 6  ROMANO-BRITISH
	6.1  Two Wealds? Settlement, infrastructure and industry during the rule of Rome
	6.2  Period 4, phase 1: Early Romano-British (AD 70-130)
	6.3  Mid Romano-British 
	6.4  Period 4, phase 2: Late Romano-British (AD 350-410)
	6.5  The Romano-British West Central Weald

	CHAPTER 7  THE EARLIER MEDIEVAL PERIOD
	7.1  The post-Roman to mid 8th-century Weald
	7.2  Period 5, phase 1: Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon (AD 750-1020)

	CHAPTER 8  THE EARLIER MEDIEVAL EVIDENCE IN CONTEXT
	8.1  A world of summer and autumn: Middle-Late Anglo-Saxon activity at Wickhurst Green (c AD 750-102
	8.2  The great reclearance and the rise of the early manors (AD 1020-1175)
	8.3  Continuity and colonisation: the earlier medieval West Central Weald

	CHAPTER 9  THE LATER MEDIEVAL PERIOD
	9.1  The later medieval Weald
	9.2  Period 6, phase 1: late 12th to late 13th centuries (1175-1275)
	9.3  Period 6, phase 2: late 13th to late 16th centuries (1275-1550)
	9.4  Market towns, elite landscapes and the later medieval West Central Weald

	CHAPTER 10  THE POST-MEDIEVAL PERIOD
	10.1  The post-medieval Weald
	10.2  Period 7, phase 1: early post-medieval (1550-1675)
	10.3  Period 7, phase 2: mid post-medieval (1675-1800) 
	10.4  Period 7, phase 3: late post-medieval (1800-1950)
	10.5  The post-medieval West Central Weald

	CHAPTER 11  SPECIALIST REPORTS
	11.1  Struck flint
	11.1  Prehistoric and Roman pottery
	11.3  Post-Roman pottery
	11.4  Fired clay
	11.5  Registered finds
	11.6  Charred plant remains
	11.7  Charcoal
	11.8  Pollen
	11.9  Cremated human bone
	11.10  Radiocarbon dating

	CHAPTER 12  THE HISTORIC LANDSCAPE: A DISCUSSION
	12.1  The prehistoric and Romano-British legacy: an antecedent landscape
	12.2  The medieval imprint
	12.3  Continued evolution

	CHAPTER 13  CONCLUSIONS
	13.1  Continuity and colonisation 
	13.2  Future research
	13.3  Final thoughts

	BIBLIOGRAPHY
	INDEX

