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Summary

An archaeological investigation of the structure and landscape context of the eleventh-
cenlury church at Chithurst, near Midhurst in West Sussex, during May-July 2007,
astablished that it is builf on an artificially enhanced river ciiff alongside the western
Rother. The resultant mound, now 3-08 metres in height, was probably used for a late
Saxon or early Noarman fort, fopped by a wooden palisade, to guard the ford where a
north-south drove road crossad the river,

The investigation provided information on the problems of bullding and maintalning the
two-celled church on shifting, uncerfain ground as well as revealing two [lale
thirteanth/early fourteanth-caniury grave-markers in the churchyard. The structure has a
complex chronology with seven main building phases. Concurent archival research has
disclosed thal the pre-Reformation dedication of Chithurst church was St Nicholas.

1 - The Historical and Topographical Context

1.0 Chithurst is a small, narrow parish in West Sussex, four kilomatres (km.) long and
Just 0.8 km. wide, situated 4-5 kms. west of Midhurst and 10 kms. east of Petersfield,
Hants. |ts area is 485.6 hectares, of which 1457 remain woodland, with Kingsham and
Borden Woods straddling the northern parish boundary and Holm, Wick and Hammer
woods further south. Double ramparts (some of the inner revetted with stone) of a 6.885
hectare Iron Age promontory fort survive in Hammer Wood in the centre of the parish
and a north-south Roman road runs just outside its boundary, 600 metres (m.) east of
the church.

1.1 The Rother Valley has a regular pattern of similar sirip parishes with nucleated
villages buill on the fertile soils of either the Lower Chalk and Upper Greensand or the
Sandgate Beds. In the Saxon period, they contained both woodland for pasture,
pannage and open arable land. Most included outlier portions attached to other manors,
inland from the parent setilements, prmridinq forest for swine and other resources such
as fimber, firewood and stone for building,’ (See Figure One). The name ‘Chithurst'
suggests early Saxon settlement on this site,” derived from the personal name Citta and
*hurst,” (or wood), that utilised the river for fishing and communication. Fresh water was
also available from the Hammer Strearn, which joins the Rother 350 m. east of the
nhurcih. and from a small spnng 500 m. wast of it, onca known, locally as 'St. Winifred's
well',

1.2 The Domesday Book recorded: "Morin holds Chithurst from the Earl [Roger de
Montgomery, lord of Arundel]. AElmer [Almar] held it from Earl Godwin in freehold. Then
and now it answered for four hides.” Land for two ploughs; in lordship, one; six villagars
and fivea smallholders with two ploughs. A small church; three slaves. One mill
[rendering] & shillings [and a fishery yielding] 100 eels; five acres of meadow [and] from
the woodland, three pigs. In Chichester, 1 haw [shop and close] [rendering] 6d. Valua
before 1066: 40 shillings; later 30 shillings, now 60 shillings.™

1.3  Chithurst manor was probably the knight's fee which a descendant, Morin de
Chithurst, held of the Earl of Arundel in 1166, but subsequently it bacama part of the
manor of Harting and was held by tha Husee family until 1349 or later. It was held of the
Husees by the Vesseler family and in 1285, there was a dispule between the Augusting
prior and canons of Calceto priory at Pynham, near Arundel, and John le Vasseler, rector
of Chithurst, over an annual pension of five shillings successfully claimed by them as due

! See Mark Gardiner, *Saxon Settlement and Land Division in the Western Weald,” Sussex Archealogical
_I:_‘m'l'-omnmr. (hereafier, 5.4.C ), vol. 122, (1984), pp. T3-81.

" The density of Old English names in the Bother valley suppests there was litile room for lnter setilement
expansion. See Gardiner, opt. cit, p79 and T.H. Ashton, “The Owigins of the Manor in England.’
Tramsgctions of the Rovel Historical Society, fifth series, vol. 8, p. 75,

" A Mawer and F. M Stenton, The Place-names of Sussex, 2 vols., vol. 1, p- 33, Cambridge, 1969,

* A seventh-century Welsh saint associated with springs.

" The area of a hide varied wildly. In the Domesday Book it usually equated o 120 scres, (47 hectares).

® John Morris (ed.), Domesday Book, Suwxsex, section 11-9, Chichester, 1976,
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for tithes of land held by Roger Kingsham.” In 1291, the church was omitted from the
taxation of Pope Nicholas because of its poverty. In 1304, la Vesseler, described as
parson of the church of Chithurst, conveyed land there and the advowson of the church
lo William e Vasseler.® John le Vesseler held the manar in 1316 and four years later, a
messuage and 9-31 hectares at Chithurst were settled on John for life, with a remainder
to John, brother of Robert le Vesseler and to Alice, sister of *the said John® in tail
successively.” John le Vesseler seems to have died betwean 1327, when he was tha
main taxpayer in Chithurst, and 1332, when none of the family appear -in the Subsidy
Roll."™ The Vessslers were among several local benefactors to Durford Abbey, a
Premonstratensian house founded by Henry Husee in 1161 in the nearby parish of
Rogate. Its chartulary records their gift of a quarry in Wick Wood and land at de la Holme
(Holm Wood) in the parish'' during this period. Chithurst and Iping have been linked as
parishes since at laast 1482 when they were called ‘lping cum capella de Chithurst' It is
now a chapelry of Trotton,

B Fig. I: Map of Chithursi Parish, showing outliers
frivm ather mawors and the location of Chithurss
church, near the southern parish boundary, alongside a
north-south drove road and the Rowan road conrecting
Sifchexter and Chichester. (Elizabeth Garrett, after
Gardiner, “Saxon Settlement and Lond Division in the
Western Weald," $.4.C, vol. 122, p.RD)

14 The Vesseler Inlerest in Chithurst
manor ended before 1398 and it was
subsequently held by the Bartelot, Goring and
Bettesworth families.'”

1.5 The manor house,” built on rising
ground east of the church, consists of a
timber framed three-bay main range (with
central chimney) with a cross wing that
possibly replaced a fourth bay. There is a
small wing at a lower level at the south end.
Externally, it is built of stone with brick
dressings except to the east face, which is
timber framed with a continuous jetty. The
cross wing has two stories with an attic and
cellar. A lead fret on a ground floor window on
the north side, between the two stacks, was
uncovered in 1930-31 and can be linked stylistically to examples at Hampton Court." A
bullding survey by Annabelle Hughes in 1997 concluded that the main range was the
remains of a four bay timber framed house with a continuous |etty on the east alevation,
dating from about 1540. Its chimney was onginally a limber framed flue above the
ground floor, but a brick chimney was insertad about 1600, In the same period, the
northern bay was replaced with the present cross wing, '®

"SAC, vol. 11, (1859), pp. 99-100.
' LF. Saleman, Swwver Fines |249-1707, Sussex Record Society, (hereafter, S8.5.), vol. 7, (1908), no.
1176
" LF. Salzman, Sussex Fines [308-1509, S.8.5.. vol. 23, {1916]), no. 1564.
* fhid, no, 238,
" Janet Stevenson, Disford Chartulary, S.8.5. vol. 90 (2006}, pp. xxvii, xliii and no, 1161,
" LZ Selzman, {ed), Victaria County History of Sussex, (hereafler VC.EH) vol 4, The Rape of
Chichester,
f; 5, London, 1953
" Formerly called Chithurst Abbey.
" Walter H. Godfrey, *A Lend Fret at Chithurst Abbey,” Sussex Notes & {ueries, vol. 3, (1931), pp. 92-3,
"' Annabelle Hughes, Repovt an Chithurst Manor, West Sussex Recond Office {hereafier W.5 R (), MP
4281,
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16 A large pond, called the Hammer Pond, straddies the boundary between
Chithurst and Iping parishes, one kilometre north sast of the church at SU 846236, which
was the sile of iron-working from the early seventeanth-century. A 100 m. long bay, 3-25
m. in height, survives, damming the Hammer Stream, with a spillway at the sastern end.
A water-filed hollow near the centre of the bay may be the site of a pit for the water
wheal that powered the forge hammers. A small quantity of forge cinder in & bank of
biack soil betwean the spillway and water hollow may be the working area. Sir Peter
Bettesworth was noted as the owner of a forge and fumace in Iping in 1632, in a two-
year legal action over the supply of charcoal with his clerk, Roger Pearson.”™ The
fumace, associated with the Chithurst forge, may have been located at Inholma Copse in
Stedham (SU 855263)."

2 = The Church

20  The pre-Reformation dedication of Chithurst church is lost. In recent years, it was
re-dedicated o 5t Mary, but archival research associated with this project has
astablished that it was recorded in the fourteanth-century as 5t Nicholas, patron saint of
sallors and children, and & fashionable new dedication in elaventh-century Westarn
Europe.

2.1 The church is a two celled structure, with nave and chancel of ¢ 1080, bulll of
cream and ochre coloursed sandslone rubble and quoins from the Hythe formation.
(Figure Two). Dimansions are typical of a lale Saxon/early Norman church: the nave
measuras 823 m. In length, and 4-57 in widith and the chancal 3-66 x 3-35 m, Nave
height is 457 m. and thal of the chancsl
386 - giving the church a distinctive ‘tall
and thin' appearance, commeansurata with
ils date. Herringbone masonry was used
in the north and south walls of the nave,
near the wall-ptata. A faw fragmants
of probably Roman tile and brick

AFig. 2 Chithwrsi charch from the worih-eass,
seowidimy fx fwo celled wmictire. The easy wiadow
Wit ogee ool el way irserted oL 3T

remain in the east wall of the nave above
the chancel roof apex.”” Masonry surveys
indicating different morars and stonework typology suggest that the eastern poriion of
the chancel may have bean built at a differant time than the western end: did the patrons'
temporarily run out of money? A porch al the west end was added in the fifteenth- or
sixteenth-centuries and has been rebuilt at least twice sinca then, in the late 18508 and
again in 1811. The exterior walls of the church were originally plastered with a pink
maortar, also characteristic of the date of construction, but little of this original surface now
remains.

i 11ty Century

- m c"l"t“‘r‘? 4 Fig. 3 Plan of
Tithiers “Irirrel,

D lmccntur? Ll I [T =

arain
1 Modern W.D Pockham  in
0 fu) L] F el Sogeat  /YIN [wwow british-
[ ——= 3 e —— history.oc.uk)

I:I:l‘.l ik Lael. S0,

% ational Archives C TR4 158
" Henry Cleere and David Crossley, The fron Indiesiry of the Weald, (2nd. odn, ed. leremy Hodgkinson),
F!P 123, 384 and 387, Curdiff, 1005

Burion church, near Bignor, hos similar herringbone masonry and nearby Elsted hias very high walls.



G

2.2 Stone for the church was probably quarried in Hammer Wood, one km. north
of the site. A number of ancient shallow pils remain within the wood (Figure Four)
revealing strata of the yellow, medium grained sandstone, which on superficial
examination, seams (o match. The stone was quarried in large blocks and transported
by cart down the drove road adjacent to the church site. The Hythe beds sandstone is
resisiant to weathar erosion but is also soft enough to be easily worked.
E r:'l : s S e 4 Fig. 4 One of a number of ancient shallow
L i UTFTY [HIN (R e Hl the bedy of Hamiorer Wood (SU
B43243) clase to an vast-west trock Hnking ap with
the drmie road paisiag the st of Chithursr Chuech,
wllowing comenient fransporfarion of store for the
Picilclimg aof the stricture, The gift of a gy in the
wrcjaeent Wick and Holm Woods confirms medicval
ginrrrving in this avea. (Ken Jordan)

2.3 & priesl’s door was inserled in the
north wall of the chancel in ¢.1310. This
was blocked In 1859, and the interior
doorway jambs later masked by a wooden
cupboard in the chancel. Antiguarian
drawings show the door before closure.

* Fig. & Drenwdng of Chitlieest church, of o /50,
showimg the priest’s door in the morth wall of the
chmeel, [Sussen, Archmological Soclely, Shampe
Callectvon, no 88, Michelham F'r|-.'.-r:."|

B Fig. &:-North wall of nave showing herringhone masonry
meEF Wl ||'.l|'.|.|']'r |R1J|'.I1.'rl Hu.ll.'||:i:1:u|l||-

| i |
A Fig. T: Exterior amd [aterior
photographs of original wglazed window of o, 0BG fin mordh wall of chance!. Nove wall thickmess, fwivich
averages (H42 merrey throwghont the church) ax displayved by the imterior splay, and the kole on the right of
ihe exterfor window wiich argy ndicale o bracket for an outvide shidier,
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24 Inside the structure, the chancel namrow arch, measuring 3-66 m. in haight
and 1-62 m. In width, Is also onginal, although its chamfered imposts and plinths were
crudely re-tooled with combing during the 1859 restoration.
4 Fig. & Chameel arch
ar Chitfnirsr af . /080,
= l"i'[_l". B Crinde ne-
fooding of chamcel arch
detfing  from e fESW
Fexhiiion (Rober
Hrde: himson)
2.5 in c.1200, a
number of
refinemants  were
added: an orginal
window in the south
wall of the chancel
was anlarged into a
single splayed
unglazed lancel
light. rebated for an interor shutter. An aumbry was
inserted into the north wall of the chancel ahd a
: small piscina in the south wall, A squint, possibly
indicating & secondary altar in the nave, was cut through the chancel arch wall in the
early fourteenth-century. As well as the east window and the priest's door, a new window
was also inserted in the north nave wall, and two more in the south wall, with alegant
guatrefoil openings,’” together with a doorway in the wast wall, which may have replaced
, & blocked entrance in the north nave wall

& Fig. 1 West dooreay of c F310 with plais
poimied drch angd sepmental reoae-arch

P Fig. 11: Ovigined plindky of 1310 wesr
doorway Witk o dader repdie afeoaw.  [(Rober
Hutchmson )

v 1
The casiernmost window in the south wall of the nave looks like o mneteenth-cenury restorntion



26 The oak nave and chancel roofs
ara nol coeval with the original structure.
The nave probably dates from the work of
£.1200 and the chance! from ¢.1310. The
three e beams and frussed rafters in the
nave were exposed during the restoralion
of 1911 by Philip Mainwaring Johnston,
when a plaster cailing was ramoved.

[ 3 I-"E";. 12 Nave ol .ﬁu.n'-:.u.lg_.; st ,hnumbl
:'.'l.]'h'.l-.u'J.Iru.uq'l..l-."n.l.'rq'n il de-fherimi

The chancel roof has braces bul no collars,
the braces crossing each othar — a form of
roof construction rare in Sussex. Both sets of rafters are marked with carpenters’
numerals for assembly on site.™
27  The position of the church, on an artificially enhanced natural feature, has led to
.8 number of problems affecting the integrity of the structure, caused by insecurs
foundations and shrinkage of the clay soil of the mound. Vertical cracks are found in the
! % - north wall of the nave and through a
window in the south wall, indicating
continued settlement. Two large
rectangular slabs form part of

' Flﬂl. 13 and 14: .|'_|rr'_gu' -:l'n.',l.u'n.r warfas ol oy foptingy
an (lefll the sourih-easi commer of the cloncel and (right), the south-west cormer of the nave. They bork
WERREaF o B cenvndd waith the oriinad elevemii-comtiy siruchire

ihe footings of the south-east comer of the chancal and the south-west comer of the
nava. Both closely resemble the type of sandstone used in the imposis of the chancal
arch, which may indicate they are original work of ¢.1080: as bolh seem o be
unnaecessarily chamfered, it may be that these were intended for use in the interior but
were prassed into service as emergency repairs. Replacement of the quoins, £.1310, at
the south-west comer of tha nave also suggests early remeadial work to correct signs of
subsidence of this section of the church. Two raking brick buttresses on the north-wesl
comer of the nave and a third at the south-west were removed during the 1911
restoration. The architect, Johnston, relained one to support the wall of the nave at the
latter.

28  After the demalition of nearby Iping church and its second rebullding of the
mineteanth-century, a rose window was brought from there to be inserted high up in the
west wall of Chithurst, as shown in a pholograph taken before the 1911 restoration. The
window was laler removed, as it endangered the structural integrity of this part of the
church and serious cracks remain in the west wall as evidence of the continuing

prf:ll:llerrn. compounded by the waight of the single bell-cole above. (See Figures Fifteen
and Sixteen)

“ P.M_ Johnston, *Chithurst Church® S.A4.C. vol. 85, (1912) p. 106,



& Fig. 15 Phoiograph of west emd of Clathursd ohwrcly
teire TRI T, CROWIRT mw remereed cirpilar e window
fromi [l church and rated battress on wesr wall, (va
Tony mnd Lesley Voice)

B Flg. 16 Wesr wall of Chivharsr church showlng scar of
e rose windose and seitfement crocks ahove e roof
fiave of the porch, worsened by the dowmeard thrust of the
hell cote above, | Robert Hotchiniaon)

=

29  The eastern-most window of the south wall of the nave was insarted in the
late 1850s, possibly as a raplacement for another of £.1310, with considerable
repairs to the stonework below - again probably because of settlament problems.

ok “! 17: Eastern-mnat window v the sopih
werll of the mave, inserted i the TESOH, el
micemee il @ series of FesTrs b e SO
o correct suliaidence

= Fig.18: Rough guodns of & 1370 ay o repul
o the vonadly west cormer [ Robert Hutchimson)
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3 - Summary of Building Phases

?Phase I: - Speculative wooden chapel built on top of an artificially enhanced river chiff.
Phase Il c.1080 = Construction of a tall, thin two-celled structure, with herringbone
masonry near the wall plate of the nave and probably main entrance in the north wall of

nave.
Phase B - Insarticn of early twelfth-century font.
Phase Wl c.1200 — Mew single lancet light, south wall of chancel, and aumbry and
piscina insared in chanceal walls. Nave roof replaced.
Phase IV. ¢.1310 - Priast's door insered in north wall of chancel; nanrtm-itghl east
window replaces a single light of ¢.1080, new window In north wall of nave (probably
replacing Phase |l north door) and two new windows in south wall, nave. New entrance
created via wast door. Chancel roof replaced and rebuild of wall at south-west corner of
nave.
Phase V. Late fifteenth/early sixteenth-centuries = construction of porch at west and.
Phase V1. 1858-9 — Priast's door in chancel blocked; chancel arch and other interior
stonework combed; porch rebuilt and single bell-cote eracted al west end of nave roof.
Four brick raking bultresses erected at west end to support structure.
mmu-mm-mn 1885 = Insartion in wes!t wall of rose window from demolished Iping
urch,
Phase VII. 1811 - Rose window removed, as are three of the buttresses in restoration
by Philip Mainwaring Johnston. New porch constructed — although this may have been
compleled later, as suggesied by the discovery of a small stone, inscribed *1915°
covered by undergrowth near its western edge.

4 — The Mound

40  Earlier am}qmrian spau.lntad that the mound on which tha church is built i a
prehistoric burial barrow,™ or "a place of assembly for heathen worship or a cematery in
pre-Christian times.™  More recently, Richard Morris has emphasised that the
association of suth earthworks with a church |

indicates the presence of lordship.®® Hadrian
Alicroft's sketch (Figure Ninetean) done during
a visit to Chithurst on 11 April 1921, suggests
that the graveyard is circular - sometimes an
indicator of 8 Saxon burial site, However,

B Fig. 1% Allermfl’s nomhoal poge recording kiv wish o
Cliigburyd, wilich moses dunt the moumd "l highest fus wncker
e Clisiced ™ avad records bodh o "7 | revevmens gorth
mourded whove wall” o dhe coten end and g “wried
revermeni " aloag ohe sowrh glde of the moumd,  (Sossec?
Archaologieal Sociedy Libmry, HBarbican House Hadrian
Allcralt Working Papers, Shedf 113, hox |, book aumbensd
JA)

both the survey in September 1923 by Robert
Gurd and the ftopographical survey kindly
undertaken by members of the Worthing
Archasologlcal “Society as part of the CCE
project confirm that the graveyard area is
roughly rectangular - more normally
associated with earthwork fortifications,

=

' VCH Sussex, vol4, p. 6. Iping was rebuilt in 1840 by Thomas Greenshields and again, except for the
ll?w, im 8RR by Lofius Brook.
Hodrnan Adllcroft, The Circle amd the Croxs, vol, 2, p. 312, swo vols,, London 1927-30.
" Johnsion, apt.cit., p. 99,
* Richard Morris, Churches in the Landscape, p. 258, London, 1989,
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although the published lferature on such Saxon structures is sparse.

— | + Fig. 20: Meosred drowing and sections of the
| Chithurst mownd by Robert Gurd in September [923
(Sussex Archeeolopy Society Library, Barbican House),

4.1 Oin the opposite bank at Chithurst, thare
Is little slope away from the river bank. Similar
natural river cliffs or terraces occlr at a number
of nearby points along the Rother — Tarwick
(SU 820228); Trotlon (832228) and at Stedham
(862228) created by lateral fluvial erosion
which tended to widen the flood plain. Al
these features are made up of a mixture of
sand, gravel and flint/chert. The Gurd drawing
shows steep sections on the eastern and
wastarn boundaries, with more gradual slopes
north and south. There seams litle doubt that
S ey e a natural feature here has been artificially

e e el ®——-=F" pnhanced to create a mound overlooking (and
controlling) & ford across the River Rother. Traces of that ford remain visible on the rivar
bed immediately west of the bridge below the church site. Another drawing of the
church, made at the same time by Gurd befora the site bacama woodad, gluas a good
impression of the top of the mound. (Figure Twenty-one).

* Fig. 21: Drowing of Chithuest Church frome the
J,.r.rr.lum.l'l. af the purreor howse, done by Robert Gurd in
1923 .\J]l.ul'.l'.lr_:,: e FIF ORI c'l.r.\'.rr.lp:' af the mound on
wiich e church B bt (Sussex  Archeeolopy
Society Library, Barbican House).

¥ Fig. 12: Chitfuersr Chierch raoken from the sonthern
baerk of the River Rotker in 1808 — brfore the groadh
of freex e wheriabbrey o She mowthern svide. None the
apparent reveiment along the southern boundary of
the churchyard, indicaled by arrows. (Francis Frith
collectbon, no. 42350).

4.2 As  Momis suggesis, ariificially
enhancing such a mound demonsirated local
status and power, as well as enabling control
=af what must have bean an important north-
south droving road where it crossed the river.
It is interesting to nole that the nearby Roman
road seemed not of significance in the choica
of sile both for a fortification or a village
saitlament
4.3 The scale of the enhancement is
plainly wvisible, looking south from the
churchyard extension, given by Commander
Hanry King RN, and consacrated on 18 Juna,
1862.% Here, earth has been banked up to
build up the north side, possibly to create
batter EH—rr:lurn:I defence for the mound, which was probably topped meraly by a wooden

palisade in the Saxon perod, or as a temparary fortification iImmediately following the
Conguest. (Figure Twenty-four).

H WSRO0 EPI/1749



CHITHURST CHURCH AND MOLND Clockwise frov dif it |bi|:. I3 from South-Foss, vhomeing
enpreried michire of samd, groved, Tint and chert, tpical of river tevraces and ciffs (Fig. 24): from Novth,
faken from the exteniion e the charchyard, siowinng o vharp bank, almost certainly artificiallv created or

enhanced. (Fig. 25 from West, with possible imdications of ofd revetment along fop of mound that

LRI EN .e|'|'-'"I1.' TAE BrArie rm o 1.:1' Il‘]ﬂ_ Ihl ,I'nlm ||_'.;|".,I_ |'r.l|.|'|'|_|j.'.'jl.|_|li .l||_l|' h..'r,'ﬂ.' CHf |'--_ {.I'h- ll'|'|.|||'.| TH CONFRE ol
Chitlurst Line. (Robernt Hulchinson)
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4.4 ¥Was there a wooden chapel built within such a speculative fortification? As
other buildings would be within the palisade, the small area enclosed makes it difficult to
envisage such a structure coeval with the mound's construction. But the site's inherited
imporiance may have marked it out as a suitable location for a church ¢. 1080, providing
dominance over the settemant and visibility of tha building. As part of the CCE project, a
resistivity survey of the top of the mound was undertaken by lan Allison and his
colleagues Rodney Gunner and Paler Skilton from the Worthing Archaology Society in
an attempt o discover indications of an earliar church or fortification.
4.5  Two gnds were laid out. The southemn covered most of the graveyard to the east
of the church plus strips to north and south. Resulls showed considerable variation
between adjacent squares, indicating disturbance typical of an old-esiablished
graveyard. Three distincl areas can be identified within the grid. The ground is more
moist south of the church, probably caused by tha many frees retaining moisture and
keeping the sun off the area for most of the day. The ground becomes dner lowards the
east, caused by leeching of water down the mound's slope into Chithurst Lane. Finally,
based on statistical analysis of tha data, the northern portion of the graveyard, between
path and bank, is slightly, but significantly more disturbed than to east and south.

& Fig. I7: Bow data from the resistivite survey, Loft; Sowuthern grid, measuring 20 x 20 m. The outline of
the clurch and patk are cleardy wisible. Righi, v the mohern geid, 2y |3 m The arrow fndicales an egv-
west linear feoture, The sicep slope separating the two sections of the churchyard was not surveved for
hewlth amd safehy reavons. Wesd B0 o the top, (lan Allison, Worthing Archaeology Society ),

Tha northem grid coverad most of the area north of the steep east-west slope separating
the graveyard extansion from the rast of the churchyard. Of obvious interast is the dark
linear feature running east-west down the cantre of the grid, possibly a land drain, or an
earfiar boundary wall. The extension |5 considerably less disturbed than the older
graveyard. -

4.6 To aid interpretation, a topographical survey was made at the same time as the
rasistivity exarcise and the results of this were employed to posiion and align the
gecphysical data. The resulls are shown In Figure Twenty-eight. Gravestones are
indicated by yellow lines. Two linear features thrown up by the smoothed resistivity
rasults are shown in green, one the east-west feature in the graveyard exiension,
another, to the south east of the church. Do these features provide some evidence of
changes o the management and usage of the churchyard? Does line "A' sat asida an
area o tha south that was used al a different period than the main area of the
graveyard?  Similarly, does line ‘B’ indicate an earfier northern boundary of the
churchyard?



13

Prowioes] o Lise kish s s

Ehithuret Churaoh &

b

Ty

L.

[
-rr.l.l_.l.._l_l..-l—l. [ ‘Sp—— E—

A Flg. 2R Swoorhed sesisttvity reanfis within the .I'ufn.l'l.|'.';_|-'r.|' C3 grid moril o fup of perge. (lan Allison,
Wionhing Archeological Societv).

It saams to align well with tha southarn-most galepost of the current entrance. This could
explain the weak linear feature running north-south at right angles to line ‘B’ which might
possibly reprasent a pathway from an enitrance in the speculative eardier north wall. As
the current north wall makes a small change in alignment where this possible path meets
it. it may be that a later repair to the wall closed off a redundant entranca.

46  Thers ware no indications of earlier wooden structures on the mound,(such as
post-holes) = unsurpnsing given the disturbance of the ground - but the land contour
survey does seem [0 confirm artificial enhancement of the slope of the mound, when



4
compared with the adjacent manor grounds. Its shape and size is strongly
suggestive of a small fortification.

5 — Fixtures and Fittings within the Church
50  There are no surviving indications of a Rood screen having been fitted within or
near the chancel arch. However, two Hythe sandstona corbels, which probably date
from Phasa Il {c.1200) on the east wall immediately behind the modern altar, almost
cartainly supportad a I:-aam an whl:d'i the Holy Rood was placed. ™ They measure 12 em.
’ in depth x 14 em. haight x 10
cm. in width. To the north of
thesa, is a single carved corbel,
13-5 cm. tall x 12-5 cm. width of
the same date which supporiad
an image, possibly of the Virgin
Mary, as in 1520, Roberl
Paynell of Terwick Ieft in his
will, a bequest of 'an ewe lo
[pay for a candle for] ¢ lady
Light of Chetthurst. ®

4 Fig. X The modern aljar fabfe (n
froms af o eride smnlviome covbels
wlieh supporied o Rood begm, A leff
amoirer cortel Wil prodably
wupporfed an  image of the o Fiegla
My, The cowmmmion rmnlfy  are

cightrenii-century, sof in a iofer frione.  [FRobert Hotchinson ).

8.1 A brass alms dish formery stood
behind the altar but is now held in the
Treasury of Chichester Cathedral, The dish,
37-4 em In diameter, shows Adam and Eve
in the Gardan of Eden. A similar dish with
the same design, made in Muremburg in
1487, from the church of Foulis Easter in
Parthshire, is now in the Roval Scoftish
Musaum in Edinburgh.
Stylistically, therefore,

B Fig. 3 The Chithurst brass ‘Adam and Eve

atms divh, mow in e Treowry of Chichester

Carhedral,
(Tosiy Vel

the Chithurst dish can be dated to the late fifteenth-century. It is not known how the
artefact came to Chithurst — a drawing of it in sitv is dated 1848™ - but another,
purtr&wy Adam and Eve, of saventeanth-century date, was at North Marden, in Waest
Sussex.

52 Benealh the modern altar table is a highly-polished blue Sussax marble slab,
measuring 140 em. x 75 em. This was found during Johnston's 1911 restoration and
lumed over in the hope that it was the church's mediadval mensa or allar-slab,
ajecied at the Reformalion. No crosses were found and the edges were not bevelled™
and prasumably, it was meraly formerly a grave-slab.

* As in Hardham church

r AR O Chichester Consistory Court, val, |, fal, 15 (STCT115) and val. I, fol, 238 (STCUI23B)
S WERO. PD 2011 (41.) :

“ 1t is displaved alongside the Chithurst dish in the Cathedral Treasury.

" Yohnston, opfoit, po 108
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53  In the north wall of the chancel is the Phase ||l aumbry, 44 cm. in height and 38
em. in width with a plain pointed arch and edge rebated for & door, but with no
indications of hinges or a lock. Its exposed faces wers combed in the 1859 resloration.

Chitharat Church” Aambry in Nevth hintt of Chama/

T
| M'Hnnl

54  In the south wall is a small piscina, 24
cm. wide and 38 cm. in height, insartad.at the
same lime as the aumbry, with a unusual
tnangular shaped bowl above the drain, The
front of the bowl has been smashed, probably
during the Protestan! iconoclasm of the 1550s.”'

A Fig. 31: Phase NI plcing in soutlh wall of chancel; the
_.I‘mm u..l" it boid deliberately soashied ar bhacked of
{Robert Hutchinson),

¥ Fig. 33: Phase [V Squint, pictured fooking west from
Chancel. (Robert Hutchinson)

5.5 A Phase IV squint is cut through the wall on
the north side of the chancel arch. Whether this was
intended for use by a priest celabrating mass at a
subsidiary altar on the north side of the nave or o
enable a view of the image atop the bracket on the
east wall of the Chancel 5, problamatical,

[=CRITTF I ST

T hamal lesbey few e e Sisesl  fpel bebeg Se= chenal m fed

A e

e e

e oy

o gy
& Maag

& Flg. M Mecsured drawing of Chithurst squins, (Elizabeth Gormet)

" A piscina of the same design and dimensions is now on a window sill in the church at Tufion, Hants.
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56 The crude early twelfth-cantury
{Phase |IB) tub-shaped Bargate stone font
on a later octagonal base, is on the south
gida of the nave al the west end, It
~ belongs to a group of early West Sussax
. fonts al Didliing, Littehampton and
Walberfon and is probably the work of an
& ilinerant mason. |t was re-tooled in 1858,
ez when [t was probably re-sel. Its wooden
E font cover was recorded in 1891,

4 Fii. 35 Drowiog of Chithurst fond by ddelaide
Tracy in {848 before the minereenih- and weniedl
C o oemiuty restorfions, (va Doy & Lesley Yaice)

¥ Fig. 38 Drawing of the carly heelfth-century
faeli fond, B5-3 emi G dewmeler, [Saralh Welsh & Lis
Wilker).
5.7 The sealing on the
south side of the nave appears T .
to be partly old, possibly of ISR LI RSN TSR
mid-zixtesnth-century data.
Those on the north side are
modern copies, probably made
during the 1859 restoration. A
58 Above the west door
hangs a canvas panel with a
painted Royal Armms, slightly
damaged top and bottom, and
displaying the arms as borna in
1810-37, (Figure Thidy-seven),

58 A number of wall [] svese
paintings existed within the o :
church but have now been lost [7] sasse meram
without record. A skeich of 5

1848 by Adelaide Tracy
records the outline of a number of scrofls above and
around the chancel arch which possibly could"date to
the mid-sixteenth cenlury and which contained
- Protestant texts; but by
their shape and
position, were more
likaly to ba eighteenth-
cantury. b

» Fig. 37 Rowl arms, s
oarme TEN-37on a framed
fundented CUNTIERY grnimed
recenily meved fo bang fieh
oo thie veest warll oo Uil
church, above the doornvay

4 Flg. 38 Inreviar vew

af Cinithwrst church in T84,
draem by Adelalde Tracy,
sirnwing Jow wall paimtings above chanee? anch. (WSRO0 PR
2011041 ) via Toay and Lesley Vioice).
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6 — The Interior Monuments
6.0 Two seventeenth-century grave-slabs are the oldest monumenis within the
church and now lie on the floor of the porch. Both are now badly worm because of the
traffic entering the church. The first slab, on the right side, measures 136 cm. in length
but tapers in width from 42 cm. at the top to 34 cm. at the base. Much of the inscription,
in 11 lines of Roman capital letlers, is now illegible, but missing portions, (shown in
square hmdml::}}, have baan supplied by notes writtan by Edwin Dunkin, who visited the
church in 1881
HERE LYETH
THE BODY OF
ANN THE WIF[E]
[OF AR[THUR
[BETTESWORTH]
[OF CHITHURST
[WHO] DEPA[R)
[TED] THI[S]
[LIFE THE T]

i OF FEBRUARY

i [1.6.5.1.] .
6.1 The second slab, 106 cm. in length and 356 cm in width, commemorates Arthur
Elauasn!-;:-nh. a member of the local iron-working family, in 12 lines of Roman capital
letters:” E

B sl S WA o W R =

-

HERE LYETH THE
BODY OF A[RTHUR)
BETTE[SW]ORT[H]
OF CHITHURST
IN THE COU[NTY]
[CHF SU[SSEX] GENT
WHO [DEJPARTE[D]
THI[S L|IFE THE [15™)

4 [DAY OF] MARCH

10 IN TIHE] YEA[R] OfF] f -

1 OUR] LORD [1]670 '

2 AGED 53,
6.2 The remaining mamorial, 8 white marble lozenge-shaped plaqua, measuring 58-2
cm. square, was recorded by Dunkin as moynied on the
wall of tha parch in 1881, but was subsequently moved to
the north wall of the nave. It clearly was associated with
another monument, now lost, probably to the husband of
the deceased:

o] B A s L mm

ALSD
ISABELLA
LOUISA MAITLAND

WIPE (W
HENRY KING COMMANDER RN,
WHO DIED 5™ srmas [RS3, AGED 34 yEARS
TELIVE BY THE FATTH OF THE SON OF (08D
Y WO O D ML, AT GAVE
HTWSELF PO M
Chl 1. w10

—_— O el O LN e et Bl =

B Fip. 3 Mewmorlyd o Dabella Loidsa Waltlond, ob, (853 wafe aof
Commumider Henry King, wio gave thiedand for B churchvard extenyion

::' Sussex Archeeological Society, Barbican House Library; Dunkin Collection, Box 6, Motchook 6.5,
! He was born about 1620, His will is st W.5.8.0. STC/1/Volume 25, fol. 438, dated 13 October 1670 and
proved [0 Juse 1671 in the Chichester Archdeaconry Court. [@ coniains no request for burdnl in the church,



7 = The Dedication of Chithurst Church

7.0  The original dedication of the church was apparently lost at the Raformation but
in the second half of the twentieth-century it was decided that Chithurst should follow the
dedication of the church at Iping and became St. Mary's.

7.1 However, archival research associated with this CCE project by Tony Voice has
disclosed that in the fourteenth-century, Chithurst was dedicated to St. Nicholas.™ On 29
November 1329, the incumbeant rector of Chithurst, John Crowe, exchanged benefices
with John Dogel, previously vicar of St Giles' church, Reading, Berkshire, then part of
the Diocese of Salisbury.™ The entry in the Sarum register reads:

16 September 1329: Ramsbury Park. John Crowe, rector of St. Nicholas,
Chithurst [Chidiyurst], diocese of Chichester [ Cicestr”], presented by abbo
and convent of Reading [Radynge] to vicamge of St. Giles, Reading, by
reason of exchange and had letters of inquiry.

29 November 1329; Ramsbury Park. After the causes of the exchange had
been heard, examined, sufficiently investigated and approved as legitimate,

Tha Bishop's Register for the Diocese of Chichester does not survive for this date.

8 — The Exterior Grave-slabs ‘ . 3

8.0  Outside the north wall of the nave, is a line of ten grave-slabs lying sast-west In
the gravel path skirting the church, The second from the east is a fourteenth-century
coped slab (163 cm —y ' ;

in length tapering -
from 36 to 22 cm In
width), bearing the
worn remains ‘of a
probably to a pnest
al Chithurst and
almost certainly SEESSEE
removed from the s
chancel. pia k2

F Figdlk Worm and
bually cracked Morigied
eross  wlah, (Slab 7),
fennrfeently-centery,
probably 0 oo priest
second Fom the st i
ohe lime of slabs running
Fgl= v in p,:.r]ﬁ
alongxide morth wall of
Chitharsd claredy

The tenth and last is the upper portion of a medieval gravemarker, of which more anon.

8.1 The remaining eight slabs, with various cross variants carved in high relief in a
hard Bargate stone, (probably quarried locally), belong o a West Sussex group, all
dating from the late eleventh-centuryfearly twelfth-century. They appear to have be&n

" Edwards. K., Reglsters of Roger Martival, Bishop of Salishury, 1315-30, vol, 55, p. 400, Canterbury &
York Society, Oxford, 1959,
" Diopet was instituied rector of Chithurst the same day.
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discovarad batwean Aprl 1858, when restoration work began at Chithurst church

and June 1862, when the old graveyard was partially levelled in preparation for the new
churchyard extension. Johnston reported in 1933 that they were found buried when the

church path was being constructed.

4 Fig. 41: The line of slabs fn the gravel path (s
oot o thae otk wall of Chishurst church, seem from
fhe west, [ Tony and Lesley Vioice)

8.2 Similar slabs are found in other
churches further east along the Rother
valley, two al Woolbeding (in the nave and
chancel) and eight at Stedham, found
during the demolition of the early twelith-
cantury nave and chancel in 1850, and now
built into the walls of the new church, or
propped up against them. Another two are
al Steyning and one was found in the
twanfieth-century al nearby Cocking, buried
in the foundations of the chancel thers,
which s dated to c.1080. An outlying
example, linked on siylistic grounds, is al
Milton Bryan, Bedfordshire.

8.3 Were the Bargate slabs removed
from within Chithurst church? Whilst the
. . — medieval church in England was nolorious
for casting out oid gmm—slahs lo create room for newer menuments, the church seems
far too small to house so many roughly contemporaneous memorials. The Stedham
slabs formed lower sections of the nave walls of the original church, set edge-ways™ and
when they were ramoved, they were found lo retain brown staining from dead moss on
their hidden {and protected) sides, parhaps indicating original use in the churchyard. One
of the Steyning slabs was discovered in 1938 at the eastern entrance to the graveyard
there-"’ Conversaly, as we have seen, were the two slabs at Woolbeding moved inside
the church?

8.4  Whom did the slabs commemorate? Whilst some, at Steyning and Milton Bryan,
soem |o be high status monuments, judging by the complexity of their iconography, the
numbers axtant, in parishes with small populations, and the relatively short dating span
involved suggests that a local quammy supplied low-cost monuments to families balow the
manorial class as grave-covers in the churchyard., .

8.5 The Chithurst Bargate sldbs are numbered and illustrated from east to west,
omitting the cross slab already shown in Figure Forty:

4 Fig. 42: Kb !
¥i-shaped cross with
upyrer il fovver
herizontey bar,  [7H
cimt. it fengoh; 33 cm
witry at fwe,
marrraeiny o S0 o
af bise. Crosy vanes 3
i |.1'|'r|rl i welief
Similar in design o o
sl @f Sedham and
prabably atevienih-
centry fn dale

* Butler, LE.. *The Amticpitses of Sltedham Chureh,' 8.4.C, vol 4 (1851), pp. 19-20,

"It is mow fixed to the east wall of the south porch al Steyning; the other slab is on the south wall of the
MavT



A Fig. 43: Slab 3 (Possibly cut-down) — cross & Fig. 44: Slab 4 fagain, possibly cai-doven)

crpsy with dodebde arms, sow B oo e Teagth and
fenpreertorgy frowm 0 oo wiclh dosem po 33 cm
(Tony & Lesley Vioice).

with deniife grmis, mow 92 o, in femmeth; U o
fo wiiddith, fapering fo 31 cm. ot west end, [Tony

& Leiley Valoe),

& FlgAS: Slah ¥ fopain, possifdy ciid alewm & Fig. 46 Sigh & (powahly cn-dewn, broken o
crens with doudfe arms, now 81 o tn lereih west endl) - crosy wiltly double army, mow B0 o in
and 33 cm, tapering dowe fo 24 cm, in width lengrh and £0 o width, Mooy relief carving, 4 cm
i fﬂl!, & Lesley Vaoice). govp. (Tony & Lesley Violoe).

i

- Al Pl

A Fig. 47 Siab 7, cwr down — 64 om. in fength, A Fig. 48: Slab X! 03 cm, [n length, lapering fFom
o tapering wpwaeds from 30 cu in eoar to 40 9 par i st b 51 cmr dmowesd West end very worm
cmi. in west. Fery deep relief condng of single- e reliisl of creess aefnost effaced

armiedl craes, verving from 7 e § om deep. (Tony (Tonv & Leslev Voice]

& Lesley YWolce)



; A Flg, 4% Slah 9 Cud down afinh measiering 33 cm. in
¢'I-| " rls.JJ.l aed ) enr din kil The size wooudd sgeest iF i
-?i probably not a grave-marker — possibly a cover for the
grave of a chilid, (Robert Hutchinson)

9 — The Chithurst grave-markers
8.0 The last slab, at the west end of the
Chithurst series, is @ grave-marker, used fo
delineate tha head and fool of a churchyard
burigl in the Middle Ages. (Such survivals are
rare in England and Wales and their designs and
usage are at the early stages of research).™
second grave-marker was subsaquently found,
probably In its original position on the southern
churchyard boundary, For purposes of clarity,
the marker in the line of slabs will be lermed
‘Chithurst 1° and the other, 'Chithurst 2°.
8.1 Tha brown sandstone Chithurst 1
originally had a carved bulbous top — bearing a
- Latin cross with flower-like terminations
narrowing dw.rn Ioa rectangular base thal was buried; the characteristic “lollipop® shape
of this type of monument. It measures 39 cm in Iﬂﬂgth of which the top comprisas 25
cm. Depth is 13 cm. While dating such monuments is always difficult, Chithurst 1 is
probably late thirteenth/early-fourteenth-cantury. Cn turning over the slab, the reverse
wﬂ.EalErJ Tauru:! 1o b-acarvad with a shallow, delicate floriated cross, confirming its

& Flgs 50 and 51: The Chithurss § prove-marker
feft = olvverse, showing a Ln:r.lnh‘! crosk wilth belbous fermidnattons and right = reverse, showing o floriated

Crosy I:Hul'llr."ll Huslchimson i

" See, for example; the survey of 66 grave-markers in 29 Kent parishes by Ben Stocker: *Medieval Grave
Markers in Kent”, Churel Momements, vol.1, pt. §, pp.106-14. His *Type 5 resembles the Chithurst |

IJI:|'|-'EI'.IE.
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identification as a grave-marker. The obversa 5 comparable o a surviving

grave-marker built into the south wall of the new church at Stedham. Fragments of three
mora are also to ba found at this naighbouring church.

4 Flg. 52: Frugmend of a gprove-marker
owily e sowth wall of the mew clirel @
Stedhinr, south-west of the poveh = diwring
ity rebuilaiog in TEFE. fiv design resembiles
il eof Clieditherarss £, | Lony & Lesley Yolce).

and it is tempting to theorise that
again, local quarries were supplying
this type of monument o meaat tha
funerary aspirations of the more
gffiuent members of the Rother
valley communities.

8.2 Chithurst 2 is a very similar
example with crisp canving axtant on
the obwverse, and remains upnght,
probably at the head of its original
grave, (See Figures
Fifty-six and Fifty-
seven for measured
drawings of bath
grave-markers ).

4 Fig. 53: Chitlersy 2
al the  momeni  of
dizoavers amiial
inmdergrowdlh  on  phe
sotithevn  boundary  of
the chorchvard  (Ken
Jordnn})

Fig 54, lower lefi;
Obverse of Chithurst ¥
shienwrimg o simrilar Latin
croxs o Chidtkaers |/

{Robert Hutchinson)

¥ Fig 55 Rroverse of
Chithurss 2. The design i too badly eroded o distinguish move thaw it contained o relief carved oros. The
stirface of the gravevard was mol disturbed durfng the diveovery of thix grave-marker,
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Fige. 56 and 57: Mewsredd drerwings of Chithurest | amd 2 gravewarkers. Top - obverse, reverse and
profile of Chithurst 2. Bovtom - obverse, reverse and profile of Clithiest |, (Sorah Welsh & Liz Walker)
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10 — Other Finds
10.0 Norih-sast of the west porch of Chithurst church is a large stone tub, holding a
shrub. Examination of this ariefact confirmed that it Is a sandsiona font that can be dated
to the ahvanlh l.'-lal'lh.ﬂ“y' and Is lheral'ura earfier than the one in the church. Bearing in

megme mind the transfer of the rose window from
Iping church at its demaolition In the late
1880s, this could well be the ancient foni
from Iping church.
10.1 Thers are no marks on the rim of
the font to indicate that a lockable cover
was aver present (o protect the holy water
inside it. Tha font currently sits on a base of
concrate. It was nol possible o check if the
font iz lined with lead or indead, the depth of
the bowl. The font measuras B4cm. In
diameler and has a depth of 30cm. The lip
of the bow! has a width of 8cm.

4 Fig. 38 Elevenih-comuny fond, posaihly from
Iodmg charck, mow aorslde the porch of Chithurss
church, {Robert Huichinson)

10.2 Alongside the fub fonl is a
featureless grave slab lying next to the
north wall of the porch. It measures 136 cm,
in length and a maximum width of S0Dcm.
i Another, again featureless, slab lies north of
3 the porch, measuring 106 cm. and 36 cm.
in width. Both were presumably ejected out
of the church during its 1359 rasl:nrall::n and dumped In their pressnl positions.
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