
Introduction – Pre-roman, Roman and Saxon occupation 

The popular notion that Sussex was a wild place of forests and marshes in pre-Roman Britain is not entirely accu-

rate. Roman accounts describe the Forest of Anderida that covered much of south-east England and suggest it 

extended from the High Weald to only a few miles north of the South Downs. Recent Lidar scans of the western 

reaches of this area show evidence of field patterns indicative of intensive land management and farming from 

before the Romans arrival. This shows the area was much deeper, probably extending about 8miles from Downs 

and 14miles from the coast, extending from the area east of Arundel towards Lewes and beyond, probably to Rye. 

The area had a significant population: in Domesday Book 9790 households, where Steyning (328 households) was 

the largest town within the largest Hundred (including Washington (158)) amounting to 747 households. Patcham 

(226), Ditchling (196), Malling (310) were all within the top ten of the largest communities. Risberg, at the west-

ern end of Sussex along the coast and including the area covered by the Lidar scans was the next largest Hundred 

with 625 households 

Roman occupation capitalised upon this fertile region of Britain and its population. This is evident from the major 

villas at Fishbourne, Bignor as well as others, in East Sussex: Barcombe, Eastbourne, Hartfield, Plumpton, Bed-

dingham, Preston Park Brighton, and in West Sussex: Angmering, Arundel, Elsted, Pulborough, Chilgrove, Little-

hampton, Worthing, Up Marden, Sidlesham, Southwick, Walberton, West Marden, Wiggonholt, and, locally to 

Twineham, there is evidence of civil occupation in both Hassocks and a villa at Hurstpierpoint. A large Roman 

cemetery has been uncovered in Hassocks, although where town was situated is unknown, and a villa is known to 

be have been built close to Hurstpierpoint. Roman roads criss-crossed this area. One major route crossed the 

Downs via Pyecombe and through Clayton where again substantial Roman remains have been found, including a 

bath house. This headed north through Burgess Hill. Another route travelled across the back of the Downs via 

Oreham Common partly following an existing road to intersect with above road at Hassocks.  

Across the South Downs were a string of forts giving strategic views of both the Channel and inland to the High 

Weald and North Downs. These were situated at Whitehawk, Hollingbury (3miles north of Whitehawk), and Ditch-

ling Beacon, all probably built by Vespasian whilst he commanded the second legion here, under Claudius and his 

general Aulus Plautius. There are a further two at Telscombe and Newhaven. All of these forts were linked by 

roads creating a further route across the length of the Downs. There are extensive ancient earth works at Lewes 

upon Mount Caburn. This was strategically probably the strongest defensible point along the coast surrounded by 

the marshes that are now Lewes levels and the Forest of Anderida to the north that was reputably impassable. 

There was a substantial pre-Roman population around this fort extending up towards Ringmer. There are numer-

ous additional defence lines in evidence around this area presumed to have been thrown up to defend against 

inter-tribal warfare as well as the Roman advance. The principle peoples in this part of Sussex before the Romans 

were the Regni.   With the departure of the Romans Saxon rule became established but there are only scant rec-

ords as to political and social life in Sussex for the next five centuries. It is only with the events leading up to the 

Norman Conquest that we get an idea of anything other than high-level land occupancy or ownership. It is only 

through entries in the Domesday Book set against the political turmoil that had preceded the Norman Conquest 

that one can piece together what was happening in our local area of the Wyndham part of the Buttinghill Hun-

dred. I think however from these Domesday entries it is clear that there were thriving well populated Saxon farm-

ing communities, that had probably been in constant occupation for centuries. It is quite striking that there are 

very few places mentioned north of Benefeld (Twineham) rather suggesting this was on the southern margin of 

the Forest of Anderida. 

 



 

Supposed outline Forest of Anderida (published1727) 

 

Domesday Book 

In the Domesday Book, 1066, Wyndham has 17 households, so perhaps a population individuals of all ages of in ex-

cess of 100, if one takes into account cottagers, the lowest of the peasant class that were not enumerated. Twine-

ham was at that time called Benefeld (a saxon word that that meant watery pastures, perhaps a reference to the 

tributary of the Adur that runs through the area and has a wide flood plain. There are two entries indicating that it 

was attributed as a larger and smaller part. The larger portion was 5 villagers and 8 householders with 3 ploughlands 

and 4 plough teams (2 for lord and 2 for men). The smaller part was 4 villagers with 1 ploughland and 1.5 plough 

teams (1 for lord and 0.5 for men). This portion also included 4 acres meadows and two woodlands for swine. 

A ploughland was a medieval unit of land approximating the land a plough team of eight oxen could till in a single 

annual season. It was known by different regional names and fell under different forms of tax assessment. This was 

sometimes known as a carrucate after the heavy plough (carruca) that was introduced in 9th Century by Vikings. This 

area roughly equated to 120 acres. The term acre was defined as the amount of land tillable by one man behind one 

ox in one day. A villager (referred to as a member of the peasant class) may have been a villein, an individual that is 

owned by the Lord of the manor and was expected to provide labour on the lord’s farm, generally ploughing but 

also transporting produce to markets, and was expected to maintain two oxen and horses and carts for these pur-

poses. In essence a leaseholder but with virtually no rights in law. They were also expected to work their allocated 

land to provide food for themselves. A freeman was a villager who was not tied to the Lord in the same manner, he 

was essentially a freeholder. The villager was responsible for recruiting additional workforce to manage these tasks. 

The smallholders were a middle class of peasant, usually with more land than a cottager but less than a villager. 

Each Domesday entry was attributed a revenue expectation from the land, upon which taxation was based. 

The Domesday entries provide information on the attribution of the lands of Benefeld both before and after the 

Norman Conquest. Other local places mentioned  are Shermanbury (8 households), Sakeham (3 households), Mor-

ley (2 households) Woolfly (0), Henfield (52 households ), Woodmancote (21 households) and Hurstpierpoint (51 

households). There are very few entries for locations above the line of the existing A272, all seem to be within about 

12 miles of the South Coast. This strip running behind and over the Downs was quite well populated.  Presumably 

this defines the extent, to the north, of the Forest of Anderida. For the whole of Sussex there 337 places named 

amassing to 9790 households. 

 

English Monarchs 975 to 1066AD 

To provide a rationale as to who owned what it merits a look at the royal succession in the 100 years beforehand. 

The following indicates the monarch, the duration of their rule and their right to rule. 

• Edward the martyr 975-978,  

• Aethelred the Unready (son of Edward) 978-1013, 



• *Sveyn Forkbeard, a Danish king 1013-14,   

• Aethelred the Unready 1014-1016, 

• #Edmund Ironside (son of Arethelred) 1016,  

• Cnut (son of Sweyn Forkbeard) 1016-1035,  

• Harald Harefoot (son of Cnut) 1035-1040,  

• Harthacnut (son of Cnut) 1040-42,  

• Edward the Confessor 1042-1066,  

• Harold Godwinson 1066 

  

(House of Denmark, House of Wessex) 

 

*Sveyn Forkbeard ruled for 2months in 1013-14, upon his death Aethelred  returned  from exile in Normandy to re-

sume crown 

#Following the decisive Battle of Assandun on 18 October 1016, King Edmund signed a treaty with Cnut in which all 

of England except for Wessex would be controlled by Cnut. Upon Edmund's death on 30 November 1016, Cnut ruled 

the whole kingdom as its sole king. 

  

House of Denmark, House of Wessex  

 

Following the death of Aethelred in 1013 England was in political turmoil with the struggle for control with the 

Danes. However, the emergence of Edward the Confessor afforded a period of relative calm but his preoccupation 

with theological interests bred the power of the Godwin family. Godwin was a native of Sussex, he held lands in 

Compton near Chichester at the gift of Aethelstan (Aethelred’s eldest son) in 1014. He was himself of royal descent 

from the Earl s of Mercia in Aethelreds days. He distinguished himself with Cnut in Danish expeditions against Swe-

den and was rewarded with the Earlship of Kent. He married into Cnut’s family in Denmark. Cnut made Godwin Earl 

of Wessex about 1020, and Sussex was added to his Earlships at some point. His daughter Edith became wife to Ed-

ward the Confessor. He was a formidable political power in the land during Edward’s rule. However, in 1051 he over-

reached himself, marching towards Gloucester against the King. The Dukes of Mercia and Northumberland came to 

Edward’s rescue and following a witan in London Godwin was exiled. The disgraced Godwin fled via his estates in 

Bosham to Flanders. His sons Harold and Leofwin left from Bristol for Dublin. The following year, the Earl of Flanders 

helped him raise a fleet and he invaded the Isle of Wight, joining his exiled sons who returned from Dublin. They 

marched along the south coast gathering force and marched on London. Godwin and the King resolved their differ-

ences with Edward expelling some of his Norman Court favourites, but not before Edward had promised his crown to 

William of Normandy. Godwin died shortly after this in 1053, whilst sitting at dinner with the king. Upon the death of 

Edward, Godwin’s son Harold Godwinson was as ambitious as his father but an uneasy truce prevailed until Edward’s 

death in 1066 with no prospect of William inheriting power without using force. Harold’s power was unassailable 

and he emerged as king, only to be defeated shortly thereafter by William of Normandy at the Battle of Hastings.  

 

With the accession of William, a series of confiscations took place within the next few years. It produced a complete 

revolution in the tenure of English lands. The feudal system which had previously prevailed, in some degree, 

amongst the Anglo-Saxons, was now generally adopted by the Conquerors.  The Norman barons rose to tyrannize 

and enslave the dejected Saxons. Lands wrested from their rightful owners were conferred by the king on his trust-

worthy followers, who of course became Tenants in Chief, ready to support their sovereign, and to march at the 

head of their vassals to his aid in war. The ceorls were, in many instances, expelled from their homes and reduced to 

beggary, or if they retained possession of their little property, they were compelled to hold it of a superior, on condi-



tions somewhat analogous to those on which he held his possessions of the crown. The vast estate which the unfor-

tunate Harold held in Sussex, was seized by the Conqueror, and granted in military tenure to his foreign favourites, 

amongst whom the Earl of Warren was one of the most distinguished.  

 

First Earl de Warren, Lord of Lewis.  

He had married the daughter of the king, when Duke of Normandy, and had accompanied him in his successful in-

vasion in the double capacity of a near relation and a valiant fellow soldier. To him, therefore, the King was almost 

un bounded in his liberality. In not less than fourteen counties of England this nobleman had estates, and most of 

them of very considerable value. He was granted the barony of Lewes, comprising not only the revenue arising from 

the town, but the landed property throughout the rape. This amounted to the 43 manors, or 620 hides of land. For 

this the earl was charged with sixty knight's fees. The whole of Warrenne's estates in England, amounted to two 

hundred and ninety-eight manors, or lordships. The castle of Lewes was the Baronial seat of this favourite earl. He 

had married Gundred, daughter of William of Normandy, who died in childbirth in 1085. She was buried in the Pri-

ory of Lewes. She and her husband, following a pilgrimage to Rome in 1070, had founded this under the Castle of 

Lewes, a Cluniac Order. A further splendid monastic establishment, dedicated to St Pancras,  was added at 

Southover in 1072. The Priory was destroyed by Thomas Cromwell during the Reformation. The sculptured black 

marble slab that had covered Gundred’s remains was rediscovered in 1775 in Isfield church preserved as part of 

another tomb to a member of the Shirley family and subsequently transferred to Southover Church. Both William 

Warenne and his son of the same name were buried at Lewes Priory. 

 

 

   Warenne’s holdings in Sussex in 1086 

 

 

Benefeld (Twineham) Domesday entries 

 



 

 

Returning to Benefeld (Twineham), with the above division of spoils of war, for the larger portion of the parish, in 1066 the 

overlord had been the king, Edward, Harold is not mentioned.  Pre-1066, a Saxon, Thorgot, an associate of Leofwin (see below) 

would appear to have held the tenancy on behalf of, or following, Cola, who had been Aethelred’s commander in chief. Cola 

had been defeated by the Danes in defence of Exeter in 1001, although he prevented the occupation of the city at that time. 

There are no other references to him, but 20 years later the tenant in chief (in Domesday this refers to the Lordship of that 

land directly gifted by King) had been passed to the first Earl of Warenne, William, in reward for his services to King William and 

probably due to his marriage to Gundred, the fifth daughter of William. He became a very close associate of the king and one 

of the largest landholders in England. Benefeld was the most westerly of the land he held in Sussex. His tenantship extended 

easterly from a line through Benefeld to Portslade along the coast.  he was tenant in chief for Hurstpierpoint, Hassocks, Clay-

ton, Saddlescombe, Pyecombe, Fulking, Poynings, etc across to Rodmell and Orleswick but not including Lewes.  

 

Another individual, Scolland, was mentioned as Lord for Benefeld in Domesday in 1086. There are no other references to him 

in Domesday but he was the foster father of William de Warren. Another Scolland, has had the design of the Bayeux tapestry 

attributed to him (Odo probably oversaw project), unclear whether anf connection. He was a monk at St Augustine’s monas-

tery in Canterbury. 

 

The Lordship of the other smaller portion of Benefeld in 1066 was held by Leofwin, a brother of 

Harold Godwinson. By 1086 William of Warenne held the land as Tenant in chief. Alfred is cited as 

Lord, although it isn’t clear who he was, but he also held co-Lordships in Alciston and Hooe in Sussex, 

much larger and more populous tenancies. He died in 1088 and was succeeded by his so who was 

still a minor. 

 

Second Earl de Warren, Lord of Lewis 

William of Normandy had 9 children. With his death, William Rufus succeeded him and ruled until 

1100 when he died without an heir. Although by the right of primogeniture his elder brother Robert 

was the rightful heir, Henry I usurped the crown.  Many of the Barons, including the Second Earl, sup-

ported Robert’s cause but he eventually he relinquished all claim to the throne on payment £3000 

and a small dominion in Normandy. Henry pardoned the rebel barons whose lands were restored to 



them, although William Warrenne lost the Earldom of Surrey and he temporarily fled to Nor-

mandy with Duke Robert. Upon return with Robert’s reconciliation with Henry, William’s 

Earldom of Surrey was restored. In 1106 Henry commenced besieged Tenerchebrai in Lower Normandy; 

and in the following battle Duke Robert was entirely defeated. In this engagement the Earl of Warren, com-

manded the rear of king Henry's army, against his former benefactor and friend. The restoration of his Earldom 

appears to have wedded him to Henry's ambitious designs; thereafter we find him working cl;osely with the 

king. supporting him by his council and military talents. During the middle and latter years of his reign, Henry 

relied heavily upon the Earl Warren, and his conduct certainly merited the esteem of his sovereign. He re-

mained faithful to the king amidst all the attempts made on the continent, to deprive him of his Norman domin-

ions; and was one of the five earls, who attended the monarch on his death bed, at his Castle of Lyons, in France, 

and who was witness to his bequest, when he settled the succession of the Crown of England on his daughter 

Matilda. Having with faithfully  served his sovereign, in the days of his prosperity and decline, he paid a last 

tribute of affection, accompanying theKing’s remains  to the Abbey of Reading, where Henry I was interred 

in1135. The monastery of St. Pancras, in Southover, which was begun by his father, was completed by this earl, 

as was that of Castle Acre, in Norfolk, which was made a cell to the Priory of Lewes, agreeable to his father's 

charter. His princely grants to the Priory of St. Pancras, which in at the wishes of his father, was regarded are 

recorded in the confirmation charter of the Duke of Norfolk. The earl died in 1138, and was buried in the chap-

ter house of Lewes, at the feet of his father. 

 

Henry I left no legitimate male heirs, as his son William Adelin had died in the White Ship 

disaster. The Duke and his companions had been crossing the English Channel 

from Barfleur in the Blanche-Nef, the swiftest and most modern ship in the royal fleet. Wil-

liam and his party had remained drinking on the shore until after dark, confident that in a 

fast ship and on the still sea delay would have no real effect. Consequently, it was the middle 

of the night when they set sail and the drunken helmsman rammed the ship into a rock in the 

bay. The crew and passengers could not lever the ship off the rock, or prevent the ship from 

filling with water; however, William and several of his friends managed to launch a life-

dinghy. At the last minute, William dashed back to rescue his illegitimate half-sister, Matilda 

FitzRoy, Countess of Perche; when they and several others threw themselves into the small 

dinghy, it, "overcharged by the multitude that leapt into her, capsized and sank and buried 

all indiscriminately in the deep." This ended the direct Norman line of kings in England. Hen-

ry had named his eldest daughter, the dowager Empress Matilda as his heir, but before nam-

ing Matilda as heir, he had been in negotiations to name his nephew Stephen of Blois as his 

heir. When Henry died, Stephen invaded England, and in a coup d'etat had himself crowned 

instead of Matilda. The period which followed is known as The Anarchy, as parties supporting each side 

fought in open warfare on both Britain and on the continent for the better part of two decades.The first two 

Earls were for the most part stalwart supporters of King Henry but the dispute between Ma-

tilda and Stephen over the succession. 

 

The third Earl William de Warren, Lord of Lewis  

He succeeded his father in his titles and dignities. It appears, however, that  the previous tendency of his 

father and grandfather for coming out on the successful side deserted him. He was always on the losing 

side, and seldom in the place of honour. In the year preceding his father’s death (1137), we find him in 

Normandy, in the army of the usurping King Stephen, who, not satisfied with having wronged Matilda of 

the English crown, resolved also to take under his protection the duchy of Normandy, over which Geoffrey 



of Anjou presided, as husband of Matilda, the empress. A dispute arose in the king's army and many of 

the Norman barons fled from their colours, resolving to abandon the royal cause. William de Warren, was 

amongst the number of the discontented nobles, who deserted the king in the time of need. Nothing fur-

ther is recorded regarding Earl Warren until 1841. Still with King Stephen he had an army command. At 

the battle of Lincoln, the king was defeated and taken prisoner by the forces of Matilda, the Empress, who 

had left the continent to contend for the crown of England. The Earl of Warren, with his half-brother, 

Waleran, Earl of Mellent, Gilbert de Clare, and other noblemen, fled from the field at the first onset of 

fighting. In the battle fought between Winchester and Gloucester, the Earl of Warren now espoused the 

part of Matilda, and with the Earl of Gloucester, was captured by the king’s forces  at a place called  Stot-

bridge. How long he continued a prisoner is not known, but nothing is heard of him, from the period of 

his capture, till his departure for Palestine in the Second Crusade in 1148. This was an ill-fated expedition 

and William de Warren perished abroad. It is thought that fighting with the French King he was slain with 

many others in a sudden attack made by the Turks soon after leaving Laodicea near modern day Aydin.  

Itis stated in the Lewes Register Book, that he had been slain on the ides of January, 1148. He granted 

upwards of forty charters, preserved in the Register Book of Lewes Priory, either giving or confirming 

property or privileges to the Monastery of St. Pancras.  

 

 

 

Saddlescombe Manor is possibly the site of the Preceptory of the Knights Templars. Extant from 1228-

1312, it passed to the Knights Hospitallers as a camera, but was retained by the Earl of Surrey until 1397, 

and was then administered by the Hospitallers. 

 

Grande-Bretagne, Angleterre, région du Sud-Est, dans le Sussex, à environ 10 km au nord de Brighton. 

L'origine de la commanderie de Saddlescombe vient d'un don fait à l'Ordre du Temple vers 1228 par un certain 

Geoffrey de Say. Ce don consistait en une maison et les terres y attenant dans le village de Saddlescombe. 

Ce don sera confirmé par William de Warenne, Comte (Earl) du Surrey, qui y ajoutera une rente de 40 s. issue de ses 

domaines de Lewes. 

Given in exchange for manor of West Greenwich (Deptford) 

The manor of TWINEHAM BENFIELD [Benefelle (xi cent.); Benetfeld (xiii cent.)] was held before the Conquest 

by Cola, of King Edward the Confessor, and Turgod held it of him, for two hides. . . . Benfield formed two of the 

7½ knight’s fees attached to the manor of Shere in Surrey. This manor was held in 1242 by Roger de Clere, who 

next year conveyed it to John fitzGeoffrey, including the service of Walter Weps for his tenement in Benfield, 

and that of William son of William de Benefeld, for his tenement in the same place. When John’s son John died 

in 1274 one knight’s fee was held by ...Richard de Benetfeld; and on the death of this John’s brother ...John de 

Benefeld ...held a carucate in Benfield as one fee. ...the Benfield fees (held by ‘Henry’ de Benefeld and ‘John’ 

Weps) fell to Joan Butler, (and John Benfield died in 1325, holding a capital messuage, about 150 acres of land, 

and rents in Benfield as one fee of Edmund le Botiller’s manor of Shere Vachery. ...William de Benefeld, who 

held land in Twineham of the Prior of Lewes in 1226, may be the father of the William mentioned in 1242. The 

latter’s widow Agnes is mentioned in 1247 and their son Richard in 1275. He was probably the father of the 

John who died in 1325, when his heir was his grandson James, son of Walter. Besides the knight’s fee already 

mentioned, his possessions in Benfield included 20 acres of land and a windmill held of the Prior of Lewes by 

service of 10s. yearly at the feast of St. Pancras, ‘on which day he ought to come to Lewes with twelve others on 

horseback and spend the day at the cost of the prior, who shall give him on leaving a cheese price 15d.; which 

land and mill are not sufficient to pay that rent.’ A John Benfeld is mentioned in 1378, and (probably another)  



John in 1412 and 1434–5. He was the last of the male line and the manor passed to his daughter Joan, the wife of 

John Chauncy, and subsequently to their daughter Margaret, who married Thomas Austyn and in 1471 released 

her estates in Twineham to Sir Walter Pawnefold. 



Overview Slipe history 

Slipe was constructed as a typical Wealden hall house. These appeared across the south-east of 

England during the 14th century and as a design continued to be built until later in 15th century. 

They were probably an evolutionary development replacing the earlier Saxon halls. Their construc-

tion was determined by the availability of local materials, large amounts of oak, and the relative 

scarcity of suitable materials for masonry. They were typically the residence of a yeoman farmer. 

As  to when exactly Slipe was built is a more difficult question but possibly earlier in this period 

than later. The ‘durn ‘doorframe that Slipe exhibits, in which the jambs are expanded and shaped 

at the head to form a two-centred arch, may be the best clue as these tend to be earlier rather 

than a later design although 

they continued to be utilised 

until the mid 15th century. 

The earliest written reference 

to Slipe is in 1460 when John 

Pyecombe was the owner. 

Unfortunately, the records 

that might have shed more 

light on this were held in the 

archives at Arundel castle in 

the 19th century but were 

badly damaged by a fire . Ulti-

mately dendrology will be the 

answer. 

 

Figure 1: Slipe as a Wealden hall house circa 1400. 

Originally Slipe had a rectangular plan of a two bay open hall with two storey west solar and east 

service wing (figure 1). The lower rooms in these bays were commonly referred to 

as butteries and pantries, areas dealing with food storage and preparation.  The upper floors con-

taining solars, constituted sleeping accommodation. A later C15 two bay solar L-wing was added 

to the west (half since removed). The eastern end of the building including the service wing was 

extended by one  bay and a lean-to extension added to the eastern part of the south side. The 

open hall was ceiled over in the late C16 and a chimneystack with three hearths and multiple flues 

was inserted, replacing an earlier smoke bay. Whether all these modifications were contempora-

neous or in separate stages is open to speculation and is discussed later. 

 

Slipe has a Horsham slab stone roof. Whether this was original to the first building or a later addi-

tion is not clear. The early hall houses had thatched roofs. There were several small quarries for 

this stone to the west of Horsham, the likely source, but it would have been a costly exercise to 

quarry and transport this material from there to Slipe. Yet , perhaps this is not so surprising, the 

close studding of the timber framing on the eastern service end of the lower floor as part of the 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pantry
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Solar_(room)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thatch


suggests a prosperous owner. The Pyecombe family owned Slipe throughout the 16th century. The 

roof is half hipped at eastern end and hipped with gables on the west. The north wing is gabled. The 

walls , interior and exterior, were of wattle and daub often whitewashed. This has been replaced at 

various times  with brick infilling between the timbers of the exterior walls. 

 

Exterior of the original Hall House 

Whilst the jowl posts of the first three bays and the north door are most of what remains from the 

original building. There has been extensive modifications to the studwork and windows of the north 

side which make reconstruction of what this elevation looked like quite difficult. More of the origi-

nal timbers are visible on the western elevation. Generally in these buildings there was a symmetry 

of construction that make it probable that the southern and eastern elevations were the same. 

 

 

 

Figure 2 Artist impression of Slipe in C15 showing likely studwork and surviving mortices for down 

braces and presumed close studwork: the left image is from south side, the centre and right images 

from north side. 

 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wattle_and_daub
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Whitewash
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brick


Slipe Hall house—probable layout 

Hall 

Pantry 

Granary/Service 

Ground plan of C15 Slipe as Hall House 

  

Door 

  



Pointed two centred arch for doorway. Durns of original 

door frame have subsequently been infilled on each side 

and shoulders added. 1933. Door here probably of C18/

C19 origin. 

 

Albeit this is scant information, along with evidence from 

similar buildings, it is possible to largely reconstruct the 

original north façade (figure 2). What is more speculative 

is the location of the windows. There would have been 

something above the door in that bay. Where the remain-

ing windows were is unclear. It is possible that the hori-

zontal beam that is moulded behind the dining room door 

was a window sill, although this may just be a reused tim-

ber. However, it would seem to have been in place when 

the north extension jowl posts were erected making it 

more likely this belonged to the original building.  

 

The first floor windows on the west elevation had 

two vertical wooden bars of square cross section. 

This is the likely pattern for windows on the north 

side. It is unlikely that windows had glazing at this 

time and likely could be closed with shutters on in-

side. The rebating of centre post would support this. 

 

 

 

Holes for window bars and probable rebating for shutter 

 

 

 

 

 



Open hall and subsequent modification 

The original hall was two bayed and open to the rafters with a central hearth. The three bay partitions 

are illustrated here: 

 

The remains of the west side of the hall can be seen above the wooden screen in the dining room, the 

two down braces and the central strut. A peg hole on southern 

end of the beam suggests the door to the solar was at this end. There does not appear to have been 

another door, a down brace existed where the existing door is positioned. This western solar end is 

part of the original hall house. It has massive ceiling beams of square section with  stretcher that indi-

cates the location of the original ladder/stairs from the pantry.  

 

The eastern wall of the former hall was partly dismantled when the additional  bay was added in the 

late C15. However there is ample evidence from the mortices of down braces and the central strut 

along with the slots for the staves that supported the wattle and daub infill to indicate thisa wall mir-

rored the western end.  

The arcade posts which are jowled are moulded up to the central  

down braces. Extending up to the arch plates on each side These are 

cearly seen on the north side and have been exposed on the south 

side although the chimney wall overlaps. 

 

Over the former open hall are 

further square section crown 

posts with head braces and 

downbraces. The western wall 

of this bay as well as this central 

section are topped by crown 

posts. The crown plate and the 

upward brace on the central 

crown post were cut to make room for brick chimney.  

 

 

  



Development of Slipe during late C15 and C16 

The current layout and structure of Slipe was determined by the changes undertaken during this 

period. These were extensive almost doubling the size of the building The eastern end of the Hall 

house was dismantled and extended by one bay. Additional rooms were added in the attic space 

that was created. A north wing was added, possibly originally of two bays with one subsequently 

being removed. A catslide roof was added to the southern side. An earlier smoke bay had been con-

structed in the hall space. This was removed with the building of a multiflued brick fireplace. Several 

box frame partitions were added in the solar wings. A plank and muntin screen was added to wall of 

western bay. The original staircases were closed off during the C17 and winder staircases provided 

at each end of the building with an additional flight to the attic rooms (now removed). 

 

Exterior elevations following C15 changes 

The north side of the main house had exposed timber framing belonging to these C15 additions, 

mainly box framing but some close-studding to the ground floor of the eastern service bay. The east 

end first floor and attic storey has late C16 or early C17 box framing but the ground floor has earlier 

close-studding (see later). A projecting first floor triple casement oriel window was added to the left 

of the doorcase with moulded base, supported on a carved bracket. The west side has jowled cor-

ner posts and curved down braces, now sawn through, the bottoms removed to insert late C16 box 

framing but some close-studding survives on the ground floor. The doorcase to the left of the chim-

neystack is of durns (the plank current door is C20). 

        The late C15 projecting western solar wing has ex-

posed timber framing with red brick infill. The east side 

has two first floor tension braces and some close-

studding to the ground floor. The west side is separate-

ly framed from the original house and it has some C16 

brickwork and an external brick chimneystack. The 

north gable has jowled end posts but a further bay has 

been demolished. This bay is mentioned in the Victoria 

History of Sussex. Some of the morticing on the re-

maining jowl posts would suggest this is a possibility as 

would some features in the interior (discussed later). 

The attached porch was added c1920 

 

Adjacent photograph C1920. 
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The south side has two C20 casement windows but further east is a catslide roof down to the 

ground floor, which has further C19 and C20 casements.  

 

Solars and service bays:  

The east solar is of late C15 construction. It retains it’s C15 ceiling beams and box framing of the 

outer and the east end wall of the former open hall. These walls have a series of pargetted wattle 

and daub panels with various combed motifs. Restoration revealed that the daub material is differ-

ent on the service side to the right of the partition and also in the partition itself. These appeared 

older than the panels throughout the rest of this part of the house and the rooms above, including 

the attic rooms.  (see next page). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examples of daub in internal end box framing and right hand service area wall and partition: top left, 

and right from attic and lower left from hallway compared to upper left panelling to left of partition 

in hallway. Unusually large  pargetted daub panel on north wall of eastern service end. 

 

The variable condition of the daub panels suggest these were of two different periods, the greyer 

and rather more worn panels being older. There is evidence of  light blue and white lime wash on 

these. It begs the question why these do differ, were the newer panels  replacements/

refurbishments during C15/C16. It is also very interesting that this newer style of daub/pargetting is 

on two of the panels on lower floor of north wing. It is difficult to see how these were done unless  

the original external hall walls at this end were replaced and pargetted before, or more likely at 

same time as, the north extension was added. This brings one to the conclusion that the eastern 

end changes and addition of this wing were at the same time. 



Older daub with pargetting on reverse side Later pargetting on different mix pargetted daub 

Carpenters marks 

Box framing on C15 rebuilding of eastern end 

Queen strut 

Princess strut 

Tie beam 

Jowled post 

Downward brace 



The first floor has wide oak floor boards similar to the west solar. The joists are lighter in con-

struction. It is not very clear where the stairs from the buttery would have been located before 

the winder staircases were constructed.  

Mortices are evident along the length of the 

tie beam, two joists being removed for the 

winder staircase. A window on the north east 

corner was blocked off when this staircase 

was installed. There is a large mortice with 

peg in situ midway along the southern tie-

beam that is difficult to explain unless this 

was the location of a stretcher to support lad-

der/stairs. A window had existed in the east-

ern end of the catslide and was closed proba-

bly at same time as  judged by the brick re-

placement infill. The attic stair on the east side is now removed and blocked. Morticing for treads 

and risers are still evident. There was no direct communication between the east and west upper 

floors. A door may have existed in the south-western corner of the buttery giving symmetry to 

the eastern hall wall. 

 

The west or solar end is part of the original hall house. As previously described. It has massive 

ceiling beams of square section with  a stretcher that indicates the location of the original ladder/

stairs from the pantry. Both the east side and solar wing have C17 or early C18 wooden winder 

staircases with central newel posts, access cut through the earlier floorboards.  

 

The north solar wing has an arched brace and two crownposts of square section, with head brac-

es to the southern one and there are original floorboards. The end wall has box framing that pre-

sumably was an addition when the other bay was removed. This end wall has a finely crafted typ-

ical tudor 5 centred arch. The floorboards are cut in such a way as to support idea that a further 

bay existed. This original room would have provided an upper hall. The floor is supported by mas-

sive beams of square section. One of the beams in the lower 

floor on the eastern side has been extensively cut away, per-

haps indicating the original location of the stairs before the 

winder stairs were built. There are also mortices along the 

third beam indicating the location of an earlier wall or screen.  

 

There are several points of interest in adjacent photograph 

from 1933. The down brace in the extension has been re-

moved, the ceiling is lathe and plaster covering the joists and 

it is possible that the square frame above the hall brace was a 

window. 

 

The wide medieval plank door is also well shown. 



The interesting aspect of this section of the house is its origins. Much would suggest it was part 

of a building that was dismantled and relocated. The separate framing, the jowl posts at the 

southern end, and the crown post in the roof that has cut braces is suggestive. The western wall 

roof plate has clearly rotted and been partially replaced at some time. 

 

The two ground floor rooms, comprise half of  the former open hall and the later additional bay 

separated by the chimneystack.  Each have C16 stop chamfered spine beams and floor joists.  

The western bay has a wide studded plank door on pintle hinges. There is a plank and muntin 

screen for its length. There is evidence of the mortice for a down brace at the north end and the 

peg hole at the southern end suggesting that originally the door to the pantry and solar was 

here. There is also a groove that runs along the underside of the tiebeam above the plank and 

muntin screen for its length. The existing planking may have been re-used in this C16 screen. 

 

The joists and floor of the ground floor room to the east have been replaced from the original 

installed in early C16. There is also evidence of one mortice just to right and above door. These 

are relatively crude suggesting they may have been cut in situ. An additional beam has been add-

ed to support the existing joists and floor. These would appear to be late C18. The original beam 

can still be seen above the window and from outside. There are peg holes either side of window 

indicating presence of earlier studwork which possibly included a window.  

 

On the outer aspect of the southern wall beam joist mortices can be see. These match those on 

inside but have been skilfully filled. Was this evidence of a floor in the catslide at this level? It is 

unlikely that this beam was part of the service wing wall of the original Hall House, it is too long. 

Clearly subsidence had tipped one corner of this floor.  

 

There is no evidence of a transverse tiebeam on the jowl post by the door and its matching part-

ner on the other side. The central beam is supported at the western end by the bressemer above 

the fireplace. So the fireplace and the original ceiling in this room are probably contemporane-

ous in build, midC16. Was there a floor preceding that? Possibly not in this eastern part of the 

hall holding the smoke bay. The present joists and oak floor above are probably C18 in origin. 

The ceiling between the chimney wall and the door is probably also of C18 origins, the oak floor 

above matches the adjacent floor.   

 

So, in summary, the possible sequence of events following the rebuilding of the eastern end of 

the building might be as follows: firstly this room may have just incorporated a smoke bay. A 

floor was then added during C16, perhaps associated with the structure of the smoke bay. The 

smoke bay was then removed and replaced by a brick chimney stack that enabled a transverse 

beam to be inserted to support north-south floor joists. Due to settlement it was decided at 

some point, C18, to replace these older joists, raising the ceiling, and to add a close narrow 

planked oak floor above.  

 

The western room (with plank and muntin screen) there may have been a similar vsequence of 

events. A tiebeam was inserted between the opposing jowl posts. This takes the weight of the 

transverse beam, rather than the bressemer. The joists would appear to be late C16/early C17 



The western room (with plank and muntin screen) there may have been a similar sequence of events. 

A tiebeam was inserted between the opposing jowl posts. This takes the weight of the transverse 

beam, rather than the bressemer. The joists would appear to be late C16/early C17 and retain original 

wide oak planks on the floor above. So was there nothing earlier on this side, suggesting that the hall 

design was retained relatively late with what was presumably quite a successful smoke bay. Both 

floors being added at time the chimney was built? 

 

 

There is a late C16 or early C17 fireplace with wooden bressumer and brick surround in the eastern 

bay of the former open hall. Smoke blackening and reused original rafters are reported to the roof 

structure. panels with various combed motifs.  

 

The eastern hall bay has a ten foot wide open fireplace with more daub panels decorated by various 

combed motifs.  The fireplace iin the eastern bay of the former open hall is late C16 or early C17 with 

wooden bressumer and brick surround with narrow brickwork with spice holes and a  



There is a late C16 or early C17 fireplace with wooden bressumer and brick surround in the eastern 

bay of the former open hall. Smoke blackening and reused original rafters are reported to the roof 

structure. panels with various combed motifs.  

 

The eastern hall bay has a ten foot wide open fireplace with more daub panels decorated by vari-

ous combed motifs.  The fireplace iin the eastern bay of the former open hall is late C16 or early 

C17 with wooden bressumer and brick surround with narrow brickwork with spice holes and a cir-

cular breadoven on the right. The western hall bay has an eight feet wide open parlour fireplace 

with wooden bressumer and stone and brick surround.  

 

Figure: central section of hall before chimney built. 

 

Smoke control: hearth to smoke bay to chimney stack 

Extensive sooting of roof the rafters 

and arch braces is consistent with the 

initial open hall with an aperture in the 

roof to allow smoke to escape. During 

restoration the remaining daub walls 

in the western end of hall upper storey 

were found. There are also numerous hooks in the 

rafters adjacent to the chimney on the south side 

which with the daub wall above and below the 

southern arch braces of the centre section suggest 

that smoke control was achieved during the C15 

with a smoke bay.  

 

Figure:  smoke bay with passage between bays 

 



ft 

 Slipe chimney layout 



Of course Slipe always served as a farmhouse with associated land. A number of additional buildings were added over 

time. The stone barn is probably the earliest and most likely dates from C17 or early C18. The smaller barn to the west is 

probably C18 and the larger barn opposite the stone barn is likely late C18 early C19. Another building stretched from this 

barn, the only remaining evidence of which is the stone wall that encloses the space between the two buildings. In the 

censuses this is generally referred to as Slipe 

cottages.  

Left: 1803; Right 1835 

Another building lay to the south of Slipe. This is Little Slipe. These maps, especially the 1835 map show clearly the dispo-

sition of the buildings . They additionally show the presence of three ponds with an access road from the crossroads. 

Slipe itself was surrounded, except to east, by orchards and kitchen garden. 

Most revealing is the Tythe map of March 1837. This shows the lands farmed by James Wood Esq, described as the Occu-

pier of Slipe, although he also farmed Hickstead Farm and was resident there. Slipe was tenanted. The map details the 

field names, type of cultivation and the quantities that would  determine the tythe. The apportionment table is illustrated 

below followed by the map which shows the extent of the farm at that time. 



Tythe Map 1837 

Slipe, Little Slipe and Churchlands; James Wood Esq 
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Maps of Slipe for 1892 )left) and 1909 (right) 

Maps of Slipe for 1935 )left) 

and 1947 (right) 

From these maps it is possible to deduce that both Little Slipe and Slipe Cottages were demolished 

between 1909 and 1935. Photographs taken c1900-1915 (see below) give a glimpse of the loca-

tion of Little Slipe, a chimney and roof are visible.Some of the later photographs enable one to 

narrow this further, Little Slipe seems to have disappeared by c1920. 

The 1947 map shows the presence of a church/village hall (now disappeared although some rub-

ble of foundations lies beneath surface). Another hall is opposite, evident in 1935 and demolished 

to make way for Pickham Cottages, c1970s. 



A number of photgraphs of Slipe have survived in various archives. There is also a painting that originally prompted 

Viscountess Wolseley to undertake the researches that culminated in an article in the Sussex County Magazine in 

1933. This was painted by a V.S Charlemaine. I can find no evidence of this artist, presumably an amateur, nor the 

location of the painting. This is not mentioned by the Viscountess. One can only assume it originates to around 1920, 

the presence of the window to west of the door would support this (see photographs below). 



These are the earliest photographs of Slipe . Both are from around 1900-1910. They are useful in that 

they show the configuration of doors and windows at this time. Above can be seen a door into  what 

is currently the dining room and the old front door is not in use. The lower shows a door into the op-

posite of this room and a door under the catslide. Neither of the porches are present and there ap-

pears to be a door into the north extension. 

Slipe photographs 



Photograph of Slipe probably pre-1920 

This photograph is probably c1915. Little Slipe is still evident to the left of Slipe.This is the last photographic evi-

dence of its existence and by 1935 it has disappeared from maps. In the foreground is the pond that has now been 

filled in. The foliage over the north extension has grown considerably in comparison with photograph above from 

about 1900. 



Photographs of Slipe early and late 1920s 

In top photograph the door to left of durn doorway remains, but in lower this has been replaced by a window. 

The wall seen here is knapped flint and brick. This is now rebuilt in brick alone. 



Photographs of Slipe 1946 

The poor state of the roof is evident in the up-

per photograph.  

 

 

The lower photograph is taken from the other 

side of the pond to the house and shows it to 

be rather overgrown. The dominant tree is no 

longer present today and apparently the pond 

was dredged in the early 1970s. The spoil is 

probably what has created the difference of 

levels to the north of the drive. 







Photographs of Slipe 1946/47 

The upper photographs show the deteriorating state of the roof, the ridge has dropped significantly on the right. The 

middle two again show configuration of windows and doors. The bottom pair are from the winter of 1947 but are par-

ticularly useful in showing location of door to north extension.  

The house was offered for sale to the 1946 tenants, apparently for £3000. However the roof was desperately in need 

of attention and necessitated complete removal and reinforcing. There is no information to suggest when the roof was 

repaired, but it is evident that the interior of the house underwent major renovation at this time (see later).  



Photographs of Slipe 1946/47 

Cyril Clutterbuck (aged 53) Briefly a tenant following marriage 1946/7 

These photographs show the rear door to current dining room has been closed off and a window has been 

added. 



The History of Slipe  

and Environs 



an eight feet wide open parlour fireplace with wooden bressumer and stone and brick surround. .  

The west wall has a late C16 plank and muntin screen. The west or solar end has ceiling beams of 

square section. The east side and solar wing have C17 or C18 wooden winder staircases with cen-

tral newel posts, the attic stair on the east side now blocked. There is no direct communication be-

tween the east and west upper floors. The first floor main range and west solar wing are separately 

framed. The north solar wing has an arched brace and two crownposts of square section, with head 

braces to the southern one and there are original floorboards. Over the former open hall are fur-

ther square section crown posts with head braces and downbraces. The western bay has a wide 

studded plank door on pintle hinges. There is a late C16 or early C17 fireplace with wooden bres-

sumer and brick surround in the eastern bay of the former open hall. Smoke blackening and reused 

original rafters are reported to the roof structure. panels with various combed motifs. The two 

ground floor rooms, formerly the open hall, have C16 stop chamfered spine beams and floor joists. 

The eastern hall bay has a ten foot wide open fireplace with wooden bressumer and narrow brick-

work with spice holes and circular breadoven. The western hall bay has an eight feet wide open 

parlour fireplace with wooden bressumer and stone and brick surround. The west wall has a late 

C16 plank and muntin screen. The west or solar end has ceiling beams of square section. The east 

side and solar wing have C17 or C18 wooden winder staircases with central newel posts, the attic 

stair on the east side now blocked. There is no direct communication between the east and west 

upper floors. The first floor main range and west solar wing are separately framed. The north solar 

wing has an arched brace and two crownposts of square section, with head braces to the southern 

one and there are original floorboards. Over the former open hall are further square section crown 

posts with head braces and downbraces. The western bay has a wide studded plank door on pintle 

hinges. There is a late C16 or early C17 fireplace with wooden bressumer and brick surround in the 

eastern bay of the former open hall. Smoke blackening and reused original rafters are reported to 

the roof structure. bressumer and narrow brickwork with spice holes and circular breadoven. The 

western hall bay has an eight feet wide open parlour fireplace with wooden bressumer and stone 

and brick surround. The west wall has a late C16 plank and muntin screen. The west or solar end 

has ceiling beams of square section. The east side and solar wing have C17 or C18 wooden winder 

staircases with central newel posts, the attic stair on the east side now blocked. There is no direct 

communication between the east and west upper floors. The first floor main range and west solar 

wing are separately framed. The north solar wing has an arched brace and two crownposts of 

square section, with head braces to the southern one and there are original floorboards. Over the 

former open hall are further square section crown posts with head braces and downbraces. The 

western bay has a wide studded plank door on pintle hinges. There is a late C16 or early C17 fire-

place with wooden bressumer and brick surround in the eastern bay of the former open hall. 

Smoke blackening and reused original rafters are reported to the roof structure.  



Late C15/early C16  modifi-

Kitchen 

Bakehouse 

Parlour 

Alehouse? 

Milkhouse 

Pantry 

Slipe—mid /late C16 


