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Moor Park House, Moor Park Lane, Farnham, Surrey
An Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment

by Steve Preston
Report 06/86
Introduction

This desk-based study is an assessment of the archacological polenlial of land locaed at Moor Park House,
Parnham, Surrey (53U 8620 43600 (Fig. 1), The project was commissioned by Mr Juson Clemons, of WM
Partnership, Riverside Chambers, 20 Bridge Steet, Godalming on behall of Campana Holdings, Moor Park
House, Moor Park Lane, Farnham, Surcey, GUID 1QP, and comprises the first stage of 2 process to determing
the: presencefabsence, extent, character, quality and date of any archacological remains which may he affecred by
redevelopment of the area.

An application for planning consent and listed building consent is being prepared for 4 change from
educational o residential use of the site, with restoration of both the house and grounds, The proposal inchides
the conversion of the principal buildings on the site and construction of fourteen new dwellings mostly in the
existing walled garden. The present report will be submitted to inform the decision making process on

archaeological implicatons of the proposal,

Site description, location and geology

The site currently consists ol the buildings and grounds ol & school. The development area is centred on NGR
SU B620 4560, on the east bank of the River Wey (north branch), The sile 15 localed on the Folkestone Beds
{Sandy Beds) {BGS 1976), at a height of approximately 75m above Ordnance Datum on the side of the steeply
sloping Wey valley, Moor Park occupies some 8 ha but the developmenl arca is limited 10 under 0. 2ha, mainky
within the walled garden area. The walls of this survive only on the north and waesl sides, and 8 small part of the
cast side. A derelict greenhouse occupies part of the arca, wlich 1% overgrown. Second World War defence

installations survive on the site. and are to be incorporated into the development,

Planning background and development proposals

Planning permission 15 to be sought for the development as outlined above. The arca affected includes the main

range of buildings, and the walled garden (some 1600 sg mh



Archaeology and Planning (PPG 16 1990} provides guldance relating to archaeology within the planning
provess, [0 points ool that where a desk-hazed assessment has shown that there 15 a strong possibility of
significant archacological deposits in a development area it is reasonable w provide more detailed information
[rorm a fichkd evaluation so that an appropriate strategy (o mitigate the effects of development on archaeology can
b devised:

Parapraph 21 slates:
“Where carly discussions with local planning authorities or the developer™s own research indicate
thal imporlant archacoligics] remaing may exist, it is reasonable for the planming authority to
request the prospective developer (o armrange for an archasological field evaluation o be carried
oul..”
Should the presence of archacological deposits be confirmed further guidance 15 provided, Archacology and
Planndng stresses preservalion én sife ol archacological deposits as a first consideration as in paragraphs & and
L&
Paragraph & stales:
“LWhere nationally important acchacological remains, whoether schedoled or not, and their
seltings, are affected by proposed development Lthere should be o presumption in favour of their
physical preservation...”
Paragraph 1% states;
“The desirability of preserving an ancient monumenl and ils seliing is 2 malerial consideration in
determining planning applications whether that monement is scheduled or unscheduled,
However, for archacological deposits that are not of such significance it is appropriate for them to be preserved
by record’ (e, Tully cacavated and recorded by o competent archacological contractor) priot to their destruction
or damage.
Paragraph 25 states:
"Where planning authorities decide thal the physical proservalion i osite of archaeological remaing
is not justified in the circumstances of U development and that development resulting i the
destruction of the archaeclogical remains should proceed, i would he entirely reasonable for the
planning authority to satisfy itsell’ ... that the developer has made appropriate and satisfactory
provision for the excavation and recording ol remains.’
surrey County Council™s Structure Plan (S8P 2004) conlains policies on Protecting the Heritage. Policy SES;
‘Heritage resources are irreplaceable and development affecting them will only be permitted where it has
been clearly demonstrated that there is an overriding need lor the proposal which outweighs the need to
protect the heritage interest, and that no allernalive is possible.
‘Prior archaeological assessment, and if necessary ¢valuation, will be required on all development of sites
over U4 hectares or within areas of high archaeological polential. Whoere important remains are found,

there will be a preference for their preservation in situ.
‘A record will be required of any features discovered, removed or uliered.”



Further puidance is given in the following paragraphs, including;

“3.26 BEvery effort should be made 1o protect the historic environment, for instance, by encouraging the
sensitive re-use of historie buildings for purposes which meet economic or social needs. ..

3.27 This policy alzo affords protection to features of archacological importance, Scheduled monuments
anel other sites of national importance are already given strong protection. In order 1o safeguard other,
presently unknown, archaeological resources, the developer will be required to take responsibility for the
provision of an assessment priot o development on larger sites or areas of known high archacological
potential. Assessment may result in the need for a site evaluation: the outcome of this evaluation will
indicate whether in situ preservation is recommended. Recording of archacological features or buildings
that are alterad, disturbed or removed az a consequence of development will be required.”’

Waverley Borough Council also recognizes the heritage as a threatened resource, The Borough's Local Plan
(WBC 20027 inchides a chapter on the Historic Onvironment, which emphasizes the borough's richness in
buildings, conservation areas, parks and gardens and Arcas of Special Historic Landscape Value, Policies on
Scheduled Monuments follow the national and county guidance. Specific measures adopted include the
following:

3.13 Applicants for Listed Building Consent must be able to justify their proposals, They will need o
show why works which affect the character of a listed building are desirable or necessary, They should
provide the Council with Tull information, to enahle the likely impact of their proposals on the special
archileetural or histeric inderest of the building and on its setting to be assessed.

‘Pulicy HE4 - Change of use of Listed or Locally Listed Buildings

“The Couneil may permil the change of use of part, or the whole, of a listed or locally listed building
where il can be demonsirated thai:-

fla) e wse proposed would preserve or enhance the character, setting and features of special architectural
of histerie inlerest thal the building possesses;

‘(b there woulld nol be consequential vacuncy or under-utilisation of any part of the building, including
upper [Toors, comparcd with the traditional uses;

o) proposals incorporale details of all the intended alterations to the building and its curtilage, o
demonstrate their clfeet on ity appearance, character and setting which should be either preserved or
enhaneed. ..’

‘Policy HED - Historic Parks and Gardens

‘The Council will seck o ensure that any proposed development within or conspicuous {rom a historic
park or garden, including those identified in the English Heritage Register of Historic Parks and Gardens
as shown on the Proposals Map, docs nol detraet from i seiting, character, appearance, layout or
slructures.

“The Council will seek o ensure thal unsympathetic sub-division of a park or garden {s prevented and in
any particular landscape architcelural or heridage features are protected.”

‘Policy HE( - Heritage Fealures

"The Council will seck Lo proteet and conserve heritage features by ensuring that

Hay new development will be located and designed so as o preserve the features, Where this (5 not
possible, carclul allention needs to be given to minimise damage or disturbance (o a feature;

“(h) where disturbance s unavoidable or where the feature is w0 be lost, ensuring that it is properly
recorded and where appropriate relocated and restored.”

‘Policy HE14 - Sites and Arcas of High Archacological Potential

In considering proposals Tor development involving ground disturbance within Sites and Areas of High
Archaeological Potential, a5 defined oo the Proposals Map, the Counetl will:-

"ay where appropriate, require that an inilial assessment of the archagological value of the site be
submitted as part of any planning application;



b} where, as a result of the initial assessmenl, archacelogical remaing are considered o exist, require the

arrangement of an archaeological field evaluation 1o be carcied oul prioe o the derermination of any

planning application;

‘(c) where important remains are found to exist and can justiliably be left in silu, make provision by

planning condition or agreement to minimise damage to the remains,

{d)y where important archacological remains are found (o exist but their preservation in sitn is not

Justified, the Council will require a full archaeological investigation of the sile in sccordance with a

scheme of work o be agreed in writing with the Council prior to the granting of planning permission,’
Faragraph 543 and Faolicy HETS explain that the County recommendation. requiring cvaluation of all
developments over 04 hectares in area, will apply whether or not the site is identilied ax a sile of High

Archaeological Potential.

The proposal site itself is not defined as an Area of High Archacolopical Polential bt two soch areas lie in
close proximity, one just north of Moor Park Lane and one in Compton to the west. The grounds of Moor Park

are included in the English Heritage Register of Historic Parks and Gardens.

Methodology

The assessment of the sile was carried oul by Lhe examination of pre-existing information [rom a number of
sources recommended by the Institule of Field Archacologisis paper “Standards in British Avchoeology” covering
desk-based studies, These sources include historic and modern maps, the Swrrey Sites and Monuments Record,

seological maps and any relevant publications or reports,

Archaeological background
General background

The Farnham area in general is ool especially well-known for its wealth of archacological remains, Palaeolithic
hand-axes are prolific in the area (Field 2004, 41) but for later periods, only low-intensity activity seems to be
recorded. It is unclear if this is a result of a lack ol sysiematic investigation, but as for a large part of the county,
the assumption has gencrally been thal it was heavily wooded and thus nor settled until quite late, That this might
not necessarily be the case is suggested by, [ur example, the large open landscape revealed at Runfold Farm
(Farnham Quarry) Tor the middle te late Tron Ape and Roman periods at least (Poulton 2004, 593, During the
Roman period, the area saw Lhe industrial prodoction of pottery (the Alice HolvFarnham kilns), but this was a
rural industry, and indeed may have Favoured the regeneration of woodland for fuel rather than indicating an

opening up of the landscape, The county is still the most wooded in England.



However, there has been a body of recent work in the town itself (conveniently summarized in Graham

199%) and the development of the medieval town has been extensively documented (Poulton and Riall 1949485,

Surrey Sites and Monwments Record

A osearch was made on the Surrey Sites and Monuments Becord (SMR) on 24th July 2006 for a Lk radius
around the site. This produced some 83 eotnies (or the scarch radios, a number of which are within Moor Park
itself, The entries are summarized in Appendix | and their locations plotted on Figure 1, As a large proportion of
the entries (31 of the 63} are or Second World War defence installations, these are plotted on Figure 1 but not
individually identified (two whose positions are oulional sre not plotted).

Prehistoric
The carliest finds recorded within the study radios include Palaeolithic fling hand axes. The first [Fig,1: 1] came

from Stoneyfields gravel pit, W the north-wesl, o location which has also produced Mesolithic flints, and Bronze
Age, Iron Age and Roman potlery, The seeond came from the grounds of Waverley Abbey to the south [2]. A
Meolithic polished axe was found ool fur [rom this spol 10 1923 [14], A Palaeolithic Levalloas Nake is recorded
from work in the Snailslynch gravel pil 1o the north-west [8], on a site which also produced Bromee age pottery
and a bronze disc, The area has produced a signilicant number of Mesalithic finds, mainly from investigations in
gravel pits in the early pact of the 20th ceolury. Excavalion o the north-west of the site revelaed an extensive
Mesolithic site, with also some Neolithic flint [3] Excavation in 1931 (Moor Park site B) produced a substantial
assemblage of prehistoric materiul, including Mesolithie flints, a barbed and tanged arrowhead, and Bronze Ape
flints [4]. Further north, Moor Park sile A, alse excavated in 1913, produced a similar range of finds [6]. From
excavarion al Monk's Walk to the west [5]. again, a range of prehistoric material includes flinn microliths, cores,
penit tranchet derivative arrowheads, a leaf-shaped arrowhead, and “many’ barbed and tanged arrowheads; these
finds would span the Mesolithic, Neolithic and Bronze Age periods, From the far north of the search area, again,
early th-century investigations produced Mesolithic and Neolithic (lins; however at this site, modern
evaluatino revealed ntohing of interest | 7]. A further simall excavation (just of 1 the area shown on ligure 1, 1o the

north-west) has also revealed Mesolithic intwork.

Roman

Foman remains have also been found widely within the scarch radius. Apart from the Stoneyficld finds (above),
a site to the west which was recorded in the 1920s as a 3ndf4th century kiln, is now felt by the SMR compiler 1o
be a 1s6/2nd century site [9]. Several potlery kilns are recorded in the same vicinity [10], Roman fnids have been
reported over several years from a garden close to the Snailslynch pit prehistoric finds [8] Pottery listed as
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‘prabably Roman® has been found to the south-west [11], and a watching briel nearby also recovered unstraliGed

Roman pottery, which, it is suggested, also represents a kiln or an occupation site nearby [12],

Sanon

There are ho entries for finds or sites of this date in the SME within the search area.

Medieval
Lntries for the medieval period are Few, but significant. Waverley Abbey [14], the country®s first Cistercian

house, was founded by William Giftard, Bishop of Winchester, in AR 128 and Dissolved in 1536, ls ruins are a
Scheduled Ancient Monument (no. 23003 Unsurprisingly, medieval pottery has been [ound on the fver hed

nearky [13]. The site of the abbey’s mill is recorded [15); a mill in fact stood on this site untl 1900,

Post medieval
Several post-medieval listed buildings are recorded in the area. Most importanl for the current stody, these

include Moor Park [16], a Grade IT¥ 1 Tth/18th century building (see below). Moor Park’s 17th- and | Bth-century
sarden and grounds, not actually strictly speaking originally a Park (VCH 1905, 59105 are also a Gurden of
Special Historical Interest (Grade 1), Within the grounds. evidence of an underground smoking chamber is also
recorded [16], Numbers 1 and 2 Moor Park Lane are Grade 11 listed, 18th century cottages [17], Waverley Mill
Cottage and Stella Cottage 18] are also listed, Waverley Abbey House is ancther Grade 1% 17t/ | &th century

building [1%]. |,

Modern
Almost half of the SMR enlries [20—4¢, 42-8] are for Second World War defences, many extant, more known

only from sources. Their distribution clearly indicates the imporlance attached v the Wey bridges. There is also
an entry for an industrial water-pump, thought o have been used (e supply a First World War hospital [41]

falthough, oddly, no record for the hospital),

] 1, Negative
An undated and uninterpreted feature was observed in a watching brief close o the site [49], One watching briet

in the study area produced negative results [S0]. as did an evaluation vn the site of previous prehistoric finds [7).
The final SMR entries are for a natural cave (Mother Ludlun’s Cave and St Mary's Well), whose mouth was
converted into a grotto, apparently towards the end of the 18U conlury, and laler much altered; excavations here

uncovered a 19th-century brick Toor and other features [51].



Scheduled Ancient Monuments

There are ne Schedulisd Ancient Monuments in the vicinity of the site. Waverley Abbey is Scheduled but hes a

kilometre Lo the south,

Carlographic and documentlary sources

Farnham is a fairly common Old Unglish {(Anglo-Saxon) placename, usually meaning ‘homestead where [erns
grovw’, although in this instance, the -ham element is probably rom famm, “water meadow” rather than A,
“herme” (MW1ls 1998, 133) 80 it should mean “ferny water-meadow”, It 18 one of the oldest atested placenames in
Aurrey, lirst appearing in a charter of around ATY 686 as Fermfen. I is given as Ferncham in Domesday Book
CADIORG), The Domesday Book eniry Is incomplete and appears confused, bat nevertheless suggests o major
muner (Williams and Marlin 2002, 74). T was hekl by the Bishop of Winchester and assessed at 40 hides (a
reduction from 60 hides in King Edward’s day). Some 47 ax-payers and 11 slaves are noted, and there are 6
mills, u church, a small arca of meadow amd o very large cxpanse of woodland soitable for pigs. ‘There are three
sub-tnanors; L s unclear if their lands are supposed o be incloded inothe overall total, but if not, a Forther 371 ax-
pavers and more wosdland must be added.

Bueyond the knowledge that there was a minster chureh in the late fth century (and it seems cven this is not
enlirely cerlaing, almost nothing is known of early Farnham before the testimony of Domesday Boolk. It is likely
(WOH (1905, 387) says there 15 “litthe doubt) that Alfred beat the Dabes in a battle at Farnham in 893, Certainly
the Winchester manuseripl of the Aaglo-Savan Chreaonicles records this, but the other MSS do not mention it
tSwanion 2000, 83). Alhelweand's Chroniele, on the other hand, says this battle was fought by Alfred’s son,
Edward (1962, 49, The foundalion dale of the horough is ohscore, although it was in existence by the middle of
the 13th century, The wn diteh cannol be dated earlier than the early 153th century and other evidence relating
Loy Lhe lown's origins, layvoul, even size, s palchy (Poulion and Riall 1998,

Farnham's histery is dominated by s castle, which is owiside the scope of this assessment. The town itself
grew prosperous Trom its location and was renowned as a markel, especially for wheat, from the 17th century: in
L7199, Aubrey called it “the greatest market for wheat in England’, referring to the previous century (VCH 1905,
387} However, its reputation as one of the Mnest Georgian wwns in England is exaggerated: Pevaner points oul

that it is more Neo-Georgian than Georgian {Naune and Pevsoer 1971, 229).



Moor Park itself was one of the county's most notable sardens, laid out by Sir William Temple in the late
1 7th century, although comprehensively modernized in the early 19th century. Belore Temple's time, the house

had been known as Comptane Hall or Morehouse, and had been the manor house since around 1547,

A range of Ordnance Survey and other historical maps of the area were consulted at Surrey Becord (Mfice
in order Lo ascertain whal activity had heen taking place throughont the site’s later history and whether this may

have alTected any possible archacological deposits within the proposal area (see Appendix 2).

The carlicst map available of the arca is Christopher Saxton's from 1576 (Uig. 2). This shows no detail for the
site arca, which is significant since the Park wouold have been shown had i existed at this time. John Speed’s
map of 1610 {net illustrated) shows no more detail. Seller’s map of 1690, however, depiets Moor (More) House,
one of several imposing privale villas in the arca (Poyle, Mitchiner, ete) (Fig, 33 Some detail is added by the
time of John Senex, 1729 (Fig. 4} This shows the park, names Temple Esqg as the owner and portrays a formal
garden, although this is probably formulaic rather than representative. Speed’s map of 1768 shows mare detail
with the landscaping of the park detailed and the buildings sbwwn in plan (Fig. 5). Lindley and Crossley’s map of
1793 adds no detail, nor does Wthat of the Greenwoods ( 1823).

The Farnham tithe map of 1841 15 more delailed and apparenily more authoritative as a map than most tithe
maps, which are generally concerned only with properly boundaries. It shows the house and grounds in some
detail, including elements of the Tormal landscaping (Fig. 6). OF note are the comparatively small amount of
woodland to the east of the main house, and the simall blocks of outhuildings. There is a lengthy artificial channel
along the western edge of the site. More definitive wapping stll is provided by the First Bdition Ordnance
Survey of 1871 (Fig. 7). By now the western areas are densely wooded and the house and grounds have taken on
almost their current appearance, The main howse has been somewhat extended and more blocks of outbuildings
provided, The formal gardens W the north-wesl of the hoose are shown in more detail, with numerous
outbuildings and greenhouwses, while the arca south of his has considerahle tree cover, The water feature is
substantially reduced in size. The Sccond Edition, revised in 1895 but not published until 1897, illustrates the
development of the owtbuildings and in particular greenhouses, throughout the site. The main range is unaltered
apart from the loss of a small part of the northernmost wing, but additional buildings have sprung up to the
south-egast, and the range of outbuildings to the north-east has been remodelled. An additional arca (o the south

west of the house has been formally laid out, The substantial slope down inlo the pardens from the south is



depicted now, but it seems likely this was already present at the time of the earlier edition. simply nol being
sherwn n the same style, There is a minor adjustment to the houndary of field 198 w the south, and it appears that
vne corner of this (eld may have been quarried (or boilt up, it s hard to ell), The 1416 revision is identical to
the Sccond Edition with the exeeplion of another change 10 the corner of this field w the south, and a small
cldition te the soothermmast building, Mo later maps were available for inspection, but the house and grounds as
shovwn an the 1916 map are very close to their contemporary configuration. ‘The main change today is

development an the previcusly wooded parkland 1o the west of the site.

Listed buildings

Moor Park House 15 a (mainly) late 18th-centory Listed Duilding, g rebuild of the original Temple house of the
lates 1 7th century which itself remodalled one of ¢ 1630, 1t 18 listed Grade 1%, Sir William Temple (1628-00),
nived cesayist amd lmg-lime British ambassador o The Hague, was instrumental in arranging the marriage of
Williwm of Orange (later William TTT) and Mary, and was buried in Westminster Abbey; his heart was said to be
buried under a sundial sl Moor Park, bot the sundial is no longer extant, Jonathon Swilt wrote here (he was
Temple’ s seeretary) and inoa later era, Charles Darwin was a visitor, The house and grounds have been the object
wf many paintings, nolably by W H Allen ([863-1943) whase prolific ourput included numerous views of the

subject.

Registered Parks and Gardens; Registered Battlefields

Moor Park is a Grade 1 registered park/garden, based on the late 1 7th-century formal gardens of Sir William
Temple, extended in the carly 18th century and set in informal 19th-century planting, Temple, author of a hook
on gardening, introduced a very formal Duich style, and built a canal, The park in the wider sense is alse a Siwe
of Special Scientific Imtercst, comprising a Tha wet woodland (alder carrd which has developed relatively

recently [over the last two centuries or so).

Aerial Photographs
A search was made on the National Monuments Recond (Swindon) database of acrial photographs on 3rd August
2006, This revealed five specialist (oblique) air photographs and 83 verlical pholographs covering an area within

about Tkm of the site, The catalogue of the Cambridge University Unit for Landscape Modelling also revealad



Lwor phstographs in the arca. Given the number of photographs available at Swindon, it was decided not o view
the Cambridge collection. The NMR collection was viewed on 15th Augost 2006, Although several of the prints
listed were not available for inspection, some 735 photographs rom 19 sorties own belween 1932 and 1994
were examined.

None of the photographs showed any unambiguously archacological cropmurks within the site or in jts
nnmediate vicinity. The area of the main grounds is seen on several prints W be criss-erossed with fairly regular
marks, most probably drains of various relatively modern dates, probably nol Tar below the surlace. Some of
these macks may reflect the presence of formal garden leatures, as shown on the various maps discossed above,
but it 15 very difficult 1o disentangle anything from the pachwork. In particular, it should be noted (hat there is
no sign of anything resembling Temple’s canal across Lhe site. I such o (presumably) major leature prodoced no

cropmark, archaeological features would be extremely unlikely W do so.

Discussion

In considering the archacological potental of the study arca, various factors must be mken into account,
including previously recorded archacological sites, previows land-use and disturbance and future land-use
including the proposed development.

The area in general is not prolific in archacological remains or finds, bul this may be in part doe 1o a lack of
systematic investigation. An exception must be noted for the Mesolithic period, bowever, traces of which are
prolific in gravel pits in this area, Certainly the location is ene which might bave been aliractive lo prehistaric
settlers, and Roman potters certainly were active nearby, The site is also not far from the medieval ahbey. There
i5 thus moderate archaeological potential in general terms, and perhaps slightly more for the Mesolithic period in
particular,

The site is a registered garden and of some significance in the history of landscape surdening in this
country, The degree of distwrbance of any earlier archacelogical deposits caused by successive landseapings of
the grounds is difficult to judge in detail, but is likely 1o range (ron severe in places Lo, possibly, negligible in
others. The implications of development for the historic envirommenl thus can best be considered as falling into
two categories: the post-medieval period, represented by the gardens themselves; and everything carlier. For the
parden [eatures, it is recommended that a photographic record should be made ol the surviving clemenis of the
garden layout betore alterations. It would be advisable to determing il any features ol the carlier sardens are

preserved below the walled garden, and it so, a record of these should alse be made. For all the other periods, it

1



will be necessacy o provide lucther information sbout the potential of the site from field observations in order 1o
draw up a scheme to mitigate the impact of developmenl on any below-ground archacological deposits if
necessary. A scheme for this evaluation will need to be dravwn up and approved by Lhe archacotogieal advisers 1o
the Borough and implemented by a competent archaeological contractor, such as an organization registered with

the Institute of Pield Archacologisis,
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APPENDIX 1: Sites and Monuments Records within a Tkm search radius of the development sile
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7104555

AT 403
B2 16 46329
a6 4da

B0 197 AG362
R4 45574
124 45019
30325 45600

BEH2S 4670
BOI2 4ivd ]
BOd 4o
Bid 403
ey 465

8622 4663
R6226 46571
R72 456
REOR 4556
B6S 473
B613 2664
K70 455

Type
Findspul
Excavation?

Fimlspul
Excavation

Excuvaion

Excuvanon

Fxcawvation

Excavarion

Evaluation
Excavation
Exeavanon

Excavation

Fixcavation
Findspnt
Watching Brief

Findsp=ni
Building.
Hxcavation

[Prcumentany

Remuins
Lizsted building
Registered Park

Laste fuibling
Building

Huildings

Drocumentary
Ircumentary
Dracurnenary
Llocurnentary
Lhowurnestary

Building

TNacumentary
Tlocnmentary
Ruilding
Ruilding
Dacumentary

Fericd
Falavolithie
Mesalithic
Frroinees A
Iran Apc

Famnan

Falaweolithic
Mesolithe
MNeolithis
Muesolithic
[ronze Age

Mesolithic
Menlithic
e Age
Ml esalithig
Bronze Age

Mfesalithic
Meelithic
Mepative
Mesolithic
IMalacelithic
Bronee Age
Horman

Raran

Roman
Roman
Foman

helesdicoval
Mesdicwval
Mealithic

Medieval,
Post-hodicval
Pust-muedieval

Fost-muedieval
Post-meisval

Post-Medicval

Monlern
Modern
Modem
Moddemn
Molem

Menlern

Muowlesn
Muslern
Mixlern
Miwlern
Meslern

Ceniteitetit y

Fhnt  teols  including  Palaeolithic  handaxe  and
Mesolithic tranchet axe, Townd al Stoneyliclds grovel pil
10351950, Alse oun extensive umfield of Deversl-
Rimbury type (observed in quarry face 1937 51, ome
crenmion wn ey be late oo Age snd owo may b
‘Belgie” (L1Asfcarly Romman)

Handaxe {1ip) and wasic flakes.

Extengive Moesolithic site, excavated cary 20th century;
also Mealithic leaf-shaped arrowheadd

Meoaor Park 'B' Excavations 1931, finds inclided Mint
craes, Tlakes, bodns, mncrolith: loter Ginds  included
“Beaker-type barbed and tanged arrowhead and many
Dhromee Age scrapers” (identical wording e entey 21703,
Monks Walk Bxcavation finds inclode micooliths, copes,
petit teanchel derivalives,  leal-shoped  ammowheadis),
rrany barbed wnd tanged arrowheads

Muar Fark “A' vxewvation 19315 trancher axes, fTakes,
microlithic debris. Alse barhed and tanged arowlead,
iy Bromes Age scrupers.

Site extends bogh sides of the road, extensive seutter of
leselithic material and (unspecifiedy Mealithic flints,
Recent evalwation revealed anthing of inferesl,

Minar excavation, details ohaenre (ol plotled in Fig. 1)
Levalloisian point found in 19378 in seave] pil. Also
soitll Dooee wge bossed wen and bronze dise, Roman
finds of wesscrae and greyware pottery from: parden ayven
AT s,

Protakly a 1st2md conncy  site, oviginally (1900}
reorded as Sndedh century kiln

Several potlery kilns: goid nel, s indicative only.

Fotery poobably Ko

Fattery found al buse of opsoil. SyAS consider this
evidenee of a kiln site o occupation upslops. The SME
translates this into subswrtace deposits including o kiin
sl an veeupulivn, which i clearly is not,

Find of 140 century jug shenl on river bed,

Waverley  Abbey. Founded 11280 issolved 1536,
Briwin's Orsl Cistereian  honse,  pariatly  survives.
Excavations  1A90-1903.  SAM 23005 Pulished
Meolithae {lint axe found 1923

Siteolmill, demohshed 1900

Underground meat-smoking chamber?

Moor Park, T Moor Pack Lane, /b 18th senmry,
Ciradlee U Moor Parke Grade 1 Park of Special
Historical Interest, 17th and 1Hth ceamny

1 and 2 Meor Park Lane, 18th century, Cirade 11
Warverley Mill Cottage, 18th contury, Grace 1

Stella CA‘HTH.FI‘N 17t 1 5th sendury, Grande 11

Wavetley Abbey louse, varions elements [7b/1 S
century, Cirade [T%

WD Pill o

WO Pl hox

WOWTE Bl hox

WP box

WL Anri-tank ditchies), noww destroved

WY cone (extan)

WOWIE cylinder (extant)

Unspeeiled defenee work

WA Fall bo, destroyed

WA IS Do (extaunt)

WOATE PIL Dos dextzut)

WWIL anti-tank ditches. Mot clear how many separats
featurey are involved,
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3]
32

33

15
in
7
H
g

11
42
4%

43
4

At
44
i

i1

SME Ref
GHa25
GE26
G0
AR
Gy
04
aiehs
i
G5
ri!
G740
6263
G205
4322
GED5
G701
67404
GTRE
G740
Gl
[Tyl
GHi3
3470
33l
§701
1733
3103

Ciricl Ref (3]

HT027 45332
H6813 45161
20404 1004
86111 4686
RGO% | 45327
BO0S A0
RO2RG AGA7 |
REGAA 46099
RGT19 46028
R71457

Rl 4546
RO226 46571
ATO0 45500
Rtitetnd 605
B0 | 45480
B 5 E
LI A

B679 4516
B6G 462
55348 46327
R579 4632
RTOT0 45760
8707 4373

Type

Building
Building
Huilding
Huilding
Huilding
Ruilding
Building
Ruilding
Building
[Wicumentary

Fracumentary
Ruilding
Building
Building
Building
Building
Building

Guilding
Warching Drief
Warching Bricl

Clave,
Esewvalion

Treriod

Meclern
Madern
Modern
hadern
Madern
Minlern
Moulem
Madem
Ml
Modem

Monlen
Muodermn
Maodem
Madem
Muodem
Modem
Modem

Mordem
Tlmclatesd

Megative

Matueal
Post-medicval

13

Cenmment

WL Pl bors (estant)

WWIT Pill bos {extanty

WL Pill boes {extanty

WOWII pimplc {extan)

WWIIL pimple {cxtant}

WL cvlinder fexant

WL evinder fexiani)

WOLL P b {estanty

WL PIll box {exlunty

BOWTT anti-tamk il and cylinder (destroyed )

Heport of o water pump, probably 1913
WOWLL e plinder (extant)

WOWTT Joop-bueled wall (extimt)

WOWTT pill b etz )

WNTT pill bow (estant )

WO pill bow (exrant)

W pimples (exrant)

WNTT pimples (extant)
Possible but wndated fealue shierved
Movarchasnlogy (hwn events)

S0 May's Well wod  Motber Ladlam®s (SMBE has
Ludlum’s) Cave. Excavation in 1901, resulis unkoown
The cave mouth was made inle 2 grotio w17t cenory,
Hecent exeavations onecversd a  1%th-ceatury  hrick
flown,



APPENDIX 2: Historic and modern maps consulied

1oty Swon (Fig, 23

Tal i Specd

1690 Seller (Fig. 3]

1725 Senex {Fig. 4)

1768 Reque {Fig. 5)

179 Lindley and Crosley

1RZ3 Lo de O Coreanwnon]

15841 Farmham tithe map (P 6)

1871 Cnloanee Burvey Firsl Edition 25ingh sheer xxx,7 (Fig, Th

1897 Ordnance Survey Secand Fdition 25inch sheet wxn.7 (evised 1953, published 18973 {Fig, §)
9o Cirdnamey Survey Revision 25nch shee ae, 7 (eevised 1913, publizhed 1916}
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APPENINX 3: Acrial Pholographs consuled
Nationa! Monumentys Record, Swindon

Obligue (specialist)

M Year taken Trecles mueemboer Fronme numitier Grigd ref (80 Lonimens

I 1952 S1IHES 6 Rl B2 Had At

i 1454 SLIEG S0 L BOL 430

3 1954 SRS 5 a67 457

4 1971 SLE54TA 7 25T 471 ausl avm lable L view
5 1971 SURRTS $:3 Hnd 473 nol avinlable Lo view

Verlical (non-specialisl

Mo Year taken Soeetiv naniher Frome nember el re"f'f.*:.'l)'__l £emnmeni

| 15441 RALI3XATKTYT o 853474

2 |45 RAFOAGITTKA062 347 s 474

3 1945 RAF GaGUEA03R A127-9 857 471 wry poor guality

4 (] RAFR DGR 1093 Fia=2 RhnA7S

3 11ty RAFTOGG/URS L 14 MGG 65 470

4] 1ty KAFCPELRATI 44459 A6l 464

I 1ty RARUPEURS 982 2337 B71 464

B |t RAEGA12T Ap1-3 A&7 450 por uality

9 1054 REAFRNEGG 23-5 B 4723

10 1954 CI8/54T34 14455 Ba7 459 ot available to view

11 1954 CIS/54T 50 GE-3, 140-58 B2 462 not wvailable w view

12 161 RARSAI 1476 42 3 B8 474 wetoally 4 frames, duplicate nembered
13 1966 CIRMRE02 Afd 6, 459 90 267 409

14 1967 RALS4 860 126930 Ra8 460 nol availadae wy wiew

15 1471 OET136T 120231, 145-7 B5 A6 Frames 129, 130 pob available w view
1 1l OEMERAT] 126, 134-6 RE&7 469

17 (] (SR LR 17650, 2446 RER 456

18 1114 LI5A4 258 [3-8 B63 476

19 (D75 (154283 b4 B32 468

Cambridge University, Unit For Landscape Modelling

Mo Year raken Moo [T {as {1 it vef [RLS) Comment
1 18954 OP71-5 242058 A0 A0 Calsligue
2 1953 RCEFW245-4 64716-7 RSRST AR012 Verlical

Muole: grid reference piven is for starl of ron; moltiple frames may involve extensive coverage.
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Moor Park Ilouse, Farnham, Surrey, 2006
Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

Figure 1. Location of site within Farnham and
Surrey, showing locations of SMR records.
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Moor Parlc House, Fnrnhﬂm Surrey, 2006
Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

Figure 2. Christopher Saxton’s map of 1576.




- a g
4 T Approximale location
o ®, e
L of Site
: owy,,
: 4 | - I. -
:.sz.mz 5

.q ..JBI{I :

h-h?".’ e‘-‘—""t
i

|

"M
i ey

Moor Park House, Farnham, Surrey, 2006
Archaeological Desk-hased Assessment

Figure 3. John Seller’s map of 1690,
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Moor Park House, Farnham, Surrey, 2006
Archaeological Desk-hased Assessment

Figure 4. lohn Senex’s map of 1729
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Maoor Park House, Farnham, Surrey, 2006
Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

b

Figure 5. John Rocque’s map of 1768,




ouse, Farnham,
Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

Figure 6. I. Lindley and W. Crosely, 1793.

S ERV I CE S




" k

Moor Park House, Farnham, Surrey, 20006
Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

Figure 7. Ordnance Survey First Edition, 1871.




Lyl

Moor Park House, Farnham, Surrey, 20006
Amhacnlngicnl Desk-hased Assessment

Figure 8. Ordnance Survey Second Edition, 1897.
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