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SUMMARY

In December 2007 versleigh Investment and Property Company Ltd c@asioned
Oxford Archaeology North (OA North) to undertake archaeological desk-based
assessment of land at Coulsdon North IndustriadtEsh Coulsdon, Surrey (centred
on NGR 529901 159395). The study area is locatethé¢owest of the London to
Brighton railway in the centre of Coulsdon, whiebslwithin the administrative area
of the London Borough of Croydon. The study aimedassess the potential for
significant buried archaeological remains on tle, ©ind was required to support and
inform a planning application for a scheme of redepment. The application site
does not lie within a Conservation Area, or have aier statutory designation, and
there are no known archaeological remains thatansidered to be of National or
Regional/County importance, which would merit preagon in-situ.

Field systems of the Late Iron Age to Roman peribdge been found within the
wider 500m Study Area, representing a use of theldeape which may have
extended into the Scheme Area. The presence oflawaadavithin the southern section
of the Scheme Area until the 19th century suggestack of more recent human
exploitation within this area, whilst the northesction of the Scheme Area is likely
to have been used as pasture or meadow throudgm®ubédieval periods. However,
the desk-based assessment has demonstrated tipabplosed Scheme Area contains
no known archaeological remains, although the piatenfor unidentified
archaeological deposits of all periods to suninesitu cannot be discounted. The
location of the Scheme Area within a valley onceupied by the Coulsdon bourne is
likely to have made it part of a natural route way early populations, and its
location on a thin band of gravels, would have ed lighter, well drained soils,
beneficial for farming and settlement in later pdd. However, the presence of made
ground (probably from local chalk pits) suggestat tthe redevelopment of the site
would not have a major impact upon anysitu archaeological remains. Moreover,
whilst the proposed development does necessitae sling, these will be placed
along the footprint of existing buildings, andstnot envisaged that the development
will involve and substantial earth-moving works.

For the use of Eversleigh Investment and Propedsng@any Ltd © OA North: December 2007
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1. INTRODUCTION

11

111

1.1.2

1.1.3

1.2

1.2.1

1.2.2

CIRCUMSTANCES OF PROJECT

In December 2007, Oxford Archaeology North (OA Ngnvas commissioned
by Eversleigh Investment and Property Company Lad carry out an
archaeological desk-based assessment for an alaadoin Coulsdon, London
(Fig 1), henceforth referred to as the ‘Scheme ArEae site comprises some
2.3 hectares, which is occupied presently by modgim industrial units. The
proposed redevelopment of the site allows for temalition of most of the
extant structures, and the erection of new builgliigis proposed that these
will be sited largely on the footprint of the builds that are to be demolished.
Moreover, the new buildings will not have any basat, and it is not
envisaged that the proposed development will ndeéssny substantial earth-
moving works.

The aim of the assessment was to:

e to provide an assessment of the archaeologicahpalteof the Scheme
Area;

» to assess the likely impacts of previous develogroerthe survival of any
archaeological remains;

e to assess the impact of the proposed developmenthensurviving
resource;

e to present proposals for an appropriate archaexdbgtrategy for the
mitigation of any such impacts defined.

For the purposes of this report, a variety of aechagical sources were
consulted to investigate the history of the Schémes, including the results of
previous archaeological investigations, carriedfoutan area of 500m radius
around the application site (the Study Area).

LOCATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The Scheme Area is located within the town of Caaits at the northern
extent of the parish of Coulsdon. Coulsdon is s#dan the far south of
Greater London, and is under the administratiorthef London Borough of
Croydon. The Scheme Area is bordered by a newa@rebhgeway to the east,
Brighton Road to the south, and Station Approachh® west and north
(Figure 1).

The Scheme Area is situated on the northern slépkeeoNorth Downs, and
lies on a thin band of recent and Pleistocene Lewrakce Gravels, within a
wider landscape of chalk (BGS Sheet 286, Solid Bnft 1:50,000). It is
located near the base of a valley at a height pfegmately 78m OD, with
the land to the north-west and south-east risiagy to heights of 140m OD
and 160m OD respectively within 2km. Historically, the Coulsdon bourne

For the use of Eversleigh Investment and Propedsng@any Ltd © OA North: December 2007
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flowed through this valley, meeting another stemming from Kingswood at
Smitham Bottom, and the Caterham bourne at Puillegay the Coulsdon
bourne mainly flows beneath the ground, surfacinty @uring spells of wet
weather (Gadsby 2000a, 11).

1.2.3 The Scheme Area lies on a man-made terrace of gnighnd. Due to its
position within a valley, the made ground, andrment construction of a new
road immediately to the east, it is hard to deteamprecisely the original
ground level. However, by studying Ordnance Survegps and the
surrounding landscape, it appears that the easte¢amt of the Scheme Area
may be at a level not dissimilar to its originalolpgical level, whilst the
south-western extent appears to lie on up to 8maafe ground. It is currently
used as an industrial estate, and is occupied lbyermaus warehouses and
access roads.

For the use of Eversleigh Investment and Propedsng@any Ltd © OA North: December 2007
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2. METHODOLOGY

21 DESK-BASED ASSESSMENT

2.1.1 The principal sources of information consulted whrstorical and modern
maps, although published and unpublished secondawyces were also
reviewed. The Greater London Sites and Monument®iRe(GLSMR), held
by English Heritage, is the main repository of aeblogical data for the study
area. The GLSMR was consulted and supplied priatofitknown sites and
events of archaeological interest within the Schefea and for a
surrounding 500m radius. The London Borough of @ooy Local Studies
Centre was also visited in order to view historigp® of the area.

2.1.2 The study has focused on the proposed Scheme Whglaf information from
the immediate environs has been summarised in ¢odplace the results of
the assessment into context. All known sites ohageological and historical
interest have been included in the Site Gazettsgpdndix ). Each entry has
been allocated an OA number, added to the gazeteferred to in the text
and marked on Figure 2.

2.1.3 In addition to the desk-based research, a rappettsn of the Scheme Area
was carried out in order to relate the past lanuse@and surroundings to that of
the present. It also allowed for a rapid appratdaihe extant buildings and
modern ground surface.

2.1.4 Geotechnical data of the actual Scheme Area wasawailable, although
boreholes taken from an adjacent site was proviethe Client. However,
these results were not directly relevant to thesgme Scheme Area, due to the
boreholes being carried out in an area withounthede ground.

2.2 PLANNING BACKGROUND

2.2.1 Planning Policy Guidance: Archaeology and Planning (PPG 16) sets out the
Secretary of State’s policy on archaeological remait acknowledges the
potentially fragile and finite or irreplaceable mat of such remains (para 6),
and states that the desirability of preservatiomrohaeological remains and
their setting is a material consideration withie fplanning process (para 18).
PPG 16 provides that there is a presumption in davaf the physical
preservation of nationally important archaeologiehains (para 8), and that
where preservatiorin-situ is not justified it is reasonable for planning
authorities to require the developer to make apjmte and satisfactory
provision for excavation and recording of remaiparg 25).

2.2.2 Paragraph 22 addslLocal planning authorities can expect developers to
provide the results of such assessments ... asop#neir application for sites
where there is good reason to believe there areamesnof archaeological
importance!

For the use of Eversleigh Investment and Propedsng@any Ltd © OA North: December 2007
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2.2.3

224

2.2.5

The underlying principle of this guidance is tHa¢ tultural heritage resource
represents a finite and non-renewable resourcehandts conservation should
be the primary goal of archaeological resource mament. Where the
preservation of archaeological remains in situ & appropriate, the Council
will require that no development takes place onita antil archaeological
investigations have been carried out by an invaesiig body to be nominated
or approved by the Council and such investigatiehall be in accordance
with a detailed scheme to be approved in advandadZouncil'.

The London Plan (adopted February 2004) recogniBesimportance of
archaeological sites whether scheduled or not¢i?dlB.14), and conforms to
the guidance offered in PPG 16. Policy 4B.14 statéhe Mayor, in
partnership with English Heritage, the Museum ofdlon and Boroughs, will
support the identification, protection, interpratat and presentation of
London’s archaeological resources. Boroughs in cdtasion with English
Heritage and other relevant statutory organisatiorshould include
appropriate policies in their UDPs for protectingctg&duled Ancient
Monuments and archaeological assets within thegaar

The London Borough of Croydon Replacement Unitagvé&opment Plan
(adopted July 2006also recognises the importance of archaeologitak si
whether scheduled or not (Policy UC11), and conforto the guidance
offered in PPG 16. Policy UC11 states:

Development will only be permitted if all the foliog criteria are met:

« Proposals have been properly assessed and plaroredréhaeological
implications, where development may affect the aological heritage
of a site. This may involve preliminary archaeotajisite evaluations,
commissioned by the applicants from a professignadjualified
archaeological practice or archaeological consulan

 Early co-operation regarding the proposals betweédandowners,
developers and archaeological practices, in accoaa with the
principles of the British Archaeologists and Deywss Liaison Group
Code of Practice, has been demonstrated;

* The siting and design of the new development hgardeto minimising
the disturbance of archaeological remains, ensurithgt those most
important are permanently preserved in-situ;

« An appropriate level of archaeological investigatio excavation,
recording, analysis and publication has been agreeth the Council,
secured where appropriate by the use of planningditons or
agreements;

« The provision of access and facilities that intetprand explain
archaeological sites to the public has been consdiesecured where
appropriate by the use of planning conditions oresgnents.

For the use of Eversleigh Investment and Propedsng@any Ltd © OA North: December 2007
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3. ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

3.1 INTRODUCTION

3.1.1 There are no Scheduled Monuments, Registered Bai®ardens, or Historic
Battlefields within the Scheme Area, and it doesligowithin a Conservation
Area. Within the wider Study Area, there is one &itled Monument,
Farthing Down, an Anglo-Saxon barrow cemete®A(1, ¢ 480m to the
south-east of the Scheme Area). The Scheme Aresarreunded by three
London Borough of Croydon Areas of Archaeologicabfy. These lie to
the west, south and east, but the Scheme Areéigsebt within such an area

(Fig 2).

3.2 PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORK

3.2.1 There has been no previous archaeological investggavork carried out
within the Scheme Area. Within the wider Study Ardeere have been three
recorded investigations which comprise:

« OA 4 - Excavations carried out in 1969 at the site ofl@n Age to
Roman field system, situated 250m to the east of the Scheme Area.
Three parallel V-shaped ditches, running acrosslibyge of the hill, were
discovered. The lower ditch showed signs of a reeet. Late Iron Age
and Romano-British pottery was found, together ws#veral human
skulls and Roman inhumations;

* OA 6 - Evaluation carried out on the site of the proplo823 Coulsdon
Relief Roadc 460m to the south-west of the Scheme Area. Nafgignt
archaeological features or finds were discovered;

 OA 9 - Watching brief undertaken between August 199F ldovember
1998 at the north of Farthing Down,460m to the south-east of the
Scheme Area. No archaeological features were redord

3.3  PrEHISTORIC PERIOD (500,000 BP - 43 AD)

3.3.1 The Scheme Area is located within a valley creétethe Coulsdon bourne, a
waterway which leads to the Wandle at Croydon, thedce to the Thames at
Wandsworth. This valley and stream would have mledia natural route
across the Downs for early prehistoric migratiomsl a&xploitations. The
surrounding chalkland is likely to have been codenme dense, deciduous
woodland during this time (The Countryside Agen®84, 96), making the
gravel valley in which the Scheme Area lies a mareessible and attractive
prospect for travelling and exploitation than isreundings.

3.3.2 The earliest archaeological evidence within Coufsdates to the Palaeolithic
period, with hand axes found both in Coulsdon amdrimy in Chaldon
(Gadsby 2000a, 11). In addition, in 1897 a preigldtippopotamus, now in
the Horniman Museum, was discovered at the sitth@fCane Hills hospital

For the use of Eversleigh Investment and Propedsng@any Ltd © OA North: December 2007
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3.3.3

3.34

34

3.4.1

3.4.2

(Weinreb et al 1983, 205). However, there is no recorded arcloggcl
remains of the Palaeolithic or Mesolithic periodsni within the Scheme Area
or wider Study Area.

During the Neolithic period, deliberate modificatgof the landscape were
undertaken to clear land for agricultural explogat (Short 2006, 39),
although archaeological evidence within Surrey ggtg activity was still
mainly within river valleys and on lighter, wellained soils over gravels. This
would suggest a good potential for archaeologivadence of these periods,
but there is no evidence for Neolithic activity kit the Scheme Area or wider
Study Area. The only Bronze Age evidence within Whanity is locatedc
1.5km to the south-east of the Scheme Area, whéi@aed was discovered at
what appeared to be the site of a metal-worker'sksfwp (Gadsby 2000a,
13).

One of the main developments of the later Bronze Agd Iron Age was the
proliferation of field systems along both the Thamalley, and within the
valleys of its tributary streams (Cotton 2004, 2%).Iron Age to Roman field
system has been identifie@A 4, ¢ 250m to the east of the Scheme Area)
within the Study Area. In addition, isolated disedes of undated later
prehistoric pottery and lithics have been mad@)0m to the north-east of the
Scheme AreaA 3), and a late prehistoric mine has been recorded at
Deepfield Way QA 7, ¢c 220m to the east of the Scheme Area). The mine was
likely to have been for flint mining in the chalkndscape, which suggests
there will not be similar mines within the Scheme#@ due its gravel geology.

ROMANO-BRITISH PERIOD (AD 43-410)

The pattern of Iron Age settlement and land usdimoes into the Roman
period, with an apparent intensification of agriatg in river valley locations

on river gravels, such as at Coulsdon. The fieklesys identified in the 1960s
(OA 4, c 250m to the east of the Scheme Area) are likelyate continued in

use into the Roman period. The possibility thas¢éhgeld systems continued
into the Scheme Area cannot be discounted.

There are no recorded archaeological artefacteatufes from the Roman
period within the Scheme Area. A Roman cemeteryiclwitontained 11
burials, has been excavated at Coulsdon Wo0ds g, ¢ 250m to the east of
the Scheme Area), and a Roman quarry has beendeztat Marlpit Lane
(OA 8, ¢ 320m to the south east of the Scheme Area). Dedpiese
archaeological discoveries, there is no evidenae afosignificant Roman
settlement at Coulsdon; the nearest Roman settletnethe Scheme Area
appears to have been at CroydodKm to the north), where a small nucleated
settlement grew alongside the London to BrightomBio road (Margary road
150, 1967, 62). However, the presence of the Bgktems and the cemetery
does suggest the likelihood of a small settlememntesvhere in the vicinity.

For the use of Eversleigh Investment and Propedsng@any Ltd © OA North: December 2007
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3.5

3.5.1

3.5.2

3.5.3

3.54

3.6
3.6.1

3.6.2

THE MEDIEVAL PERIOD (AD 410-1550)

The Early Medieval Period (AD410-1066farthing Down QA 1) Site), a
striking example of an Anglo-Saxon barrow cemetdigs ¢ 480m to the
south-east of the Scheme Area. The cemetery folewapproximate north-
south orientation, with two groupings of burialsvéstigations within the site
have dated it as probably 7th century. Another Affghxon cemetery has
been recorded at Cane Hid 800m to the south west of the Scheme Area). It
has been suggested that the position of these egeseimarks a lost lathe
boundary (an administrative county sub-divisionpnir the Anglo-Saxon
period until the early 20th century), destroyedth creation of the Croydon
estate in the 9th century AD (Blair 1991, 18). T&hesmeteries lie on higher
ground, in areas chosen for their visibility, ahdre is therefore little potential
for additional barrows to be present within thelesalin which the Scheme
Area is located.

Despite these important remnants of the periatk ktdditional archaeological
evidence from the early medieval period is knowrCoulsdon, and there are
no further recorded examples from within the Schémea or the wider Study
Area.

The Later Medieval Period (AD1066-155@omesday (1086) records that the
main settlement at Coulsdon was locatedCalesdonge present day Old
Coulsdon € 2.5km to the south east of the Scheme Area). Taeavlin which
the Scheme Area was located was a wealthy one,llyeChertsey Abbey. It
possessed 10 villeina, four cottars with six plaighd a church. The church,
St John’s, was rebuilt in 1276 (Gadsby 2000b, IEhe manor grew
throughout the 12th and 13th centuries, and sev&rhl manors’ were leased
out, such as at Taunton (1191), Hooley (1202) aacs@n ¢ 1230). In 1536,
during the Dissolution, the Abbey of Chertsey wsbanded and the manor of
Coulsdon granted to the Carew famibp(cit, 24).

There are no recorded archaeological featuresteiaats of the later medieval
period from within the Scheme Area or the widerd$tiArea. During this
period, the Scheme Area was locate®.5km to the north-west of the urban
environment ofColesdone The earliest detailed maps of the area (Rocque,
1726, Fig 4), show the site to have either beewaondland, under a road or
under pasture/arable, and it is likely that thisswhe case throughout the
earlier medieval periods.

POST-MEDIEVAL PERIOD (AD1550+)

The earliest available map to show Coulsdon is Nads Map of Surrey
which was produced in 1594 (Fig 3). Although thisows no detail, it
demonstrates that Coulsdon was of significant sizee mentioned alongside
settlements such as Chipstead and Warlingham.

Rocque’sMap of Surreywhich was produced in 1762, is the earliest tedai
map of the Scheme Area. It shows the western pahteoScheme Area to lie
within a road, which is part of a cross road jumctwithin a wider countryside
landscape of scattered farms, fields and woodland.

For the use of Eversleigh Investment and Propedsng@any Ltd © OA North: December 2007
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3.6.3

3.6.4

3.6.5

3.6.6

3.6.7

The 1785 map of the Manor of Thomas Byron by ThairBridge (Fig 5) is

the earliest available map to include field nameshows the north of the
Scheme Area to lie within farmland belonging to Maunders, the south
within a small patch of woodland called Pipers, démel west within a wide
road or thoroughfare which at it's northern extgmed Leydown or Leaden
Crofts (later known as Lion Green), the site of finst cricket match to be
played with the additional third stump and secoatliin 1731 (Broadbent and
Latham 1976, 43). The width of this road suggeBes possibility it was a
green road, or drove way through the valley, andccbe medieval or earlier.

There is no Enclosure Map of Coulsdon, which sutggétee land was already
enclosed by the 18th century. The process of clgathe woodland and
enclosing land is likely to have begun in the Nebadi period, with most of the
dated clearances belonging to the Middle and Lats®B: Ages (Short 2006,
39), although many of the downland ridges are sidll wooded ¢p cit, 49).
During the medieval and post-medieval periods th#eys of the North
Downs appear to have retained area of woodlandielisas having been used
for settlement and agriculture (Blair 1991, 45-6).

There is no Tithe Map for the Parish of Coulsdonl &urley, as the 1st
Edition Ordnance Survey map of the area had alréady published by the
time the area was due to be recorded. As suchthe Hpportionment was
produced to accompany the 1st Edition Ordnanceeyumap of 1866 instead.
The Map and Apportionment shows the southern Halh® Scheme Area to
still be woodland, now called ‘Pipers Bushes’, whilhe northern field has
become the property of Lord Byron, who utilisedsta meadow.

Within the south of the Scheme Area there is ph# mised area labelled as
‘Spoil Bank’, which is likely to be the waste frothe chalk pit shown to the
east. At this time, this made ground does not verfar into the area occupied
by the Scheme Area, and an identical scene is sloowthe 2nd Edition 25”
Ordnance Survey map of 1897 (Fig 6). However, by 3nd Edition 25”
Ordnance Survey map of 1913 (Fig 7), the Schemea Aras changed
dramatically, with the whole area having been huyltand levelled (probably
to the level at which it is today), apparently tme by the railway. A network
of railway sidings are shown to have crossed tka.afhe 1914 6” Ordnance
Survey map shows the chalk pit to the east to lgaven considerably, and it
is possible the made ground within the Scheme M&saconstructed with the
spoil from these quarries.

The geography of the Scheme Area does not appémvinchanged since the
early 20th century, although the land use has etltefhe Scheme Area
remained in railway use, with associated buildingstil the 1977 1:1,250

Ordnance Survey map, which shows it to have becthraendustrial estate

present today.
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3.7

3.7.1

3.7.2

3.7.3

RESULTSOF WALKOVER SURVEY

No new archaeological sites were recorded duriegwhlkover survey. The
whole Scheme Area is covered in tarmac or hardstgnavith the exception
of the surrounding banks which were overgrown wi¢ies and brambles.

The Scheme Area is situated on a man-made terradegb ground, as
depicted on Ordnance Survey maps since 1913. Dits fmosition within a
valley, the made ground and the recent construcbbna new road
immediately to the east, it is hard to determine driginal ground level.
However, by studying Ordnance Survey maps anduh®ewnding landscape,
it appears that the eastern extent of the Scherea Aray be at a level not
dissimilar to its original geological level, whilthe south western extent
appears to lie on up to 8m of made ground. The I8eh&rea appears to have
been built up in order to create a flat platform thee construction of a whole
series of railway lines.

Two of the warehouses at the eastern part of ther8e Area had loading
bays which truncated into the ground. This may heagsed impacts on any
in-situ archaeological remains within the footprint ofdgbdoading bays, given
the relative lack of made ground in these areas.
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4. SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REMAINS

4.1

41.1

4.1.2

4.2

42.1

4.2.2

4.2.3

PREVIOUSIMPACTSAND SURVIVAL

Since the construction of the present ground letethe turn of the 20th
century, the Scheme Area has been used as a raileg@ot, prior to its reuse
as an industrial estate. The construction of thievag sidings and associated
buildings are unlikely to have disturbed any burggdhaeological remains,
due to the thickness of made ground on which theyewocated and the
minimal likely below ground disturbance from thestuctures. This predicted
lack of impact also stems from the fact that thetsectures were all located
with the centre of the Scheme Area, and to the westhe area where the
made ground is deepest.

The presence of the large area of made ground rwiie Scheme Area
suggests that late 20th-century industrial buildimgll also have caused little
disturbance to any archaeological deposits withia Wwestern areas of the
Scheme Area. Archaeological survival at the eastdge of the Scheme Area
may be less good, given that the made ground sssleisstantial in this area, in
particular in the area of the two loading bays senmg the walkover.

THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL

This desk-based assessment has identified no kemyuificant archaeological

features within the Scheme Area, although it has gbtential to contain

unidentified archaeological features. The locabbthe Scheme Area within a
valley occupied by the Coulsdon bourne would haaelenit part of a natural

route for early populations, and its location othi band of gravels, would

have provided lighter, well drained soils, benefii¢or farming and settlement
in later periods. Despite these benefits, themeoisecorded evidence for any
archaeological artefacts or features within theeGuh Area or the wider Study
Area from the early prehistoric period. There isréfore an uncertain but low
potential for significant archaeological remainsttod early prehistoric period

to be present within the Scheme Area.

There is evidence of Iron Age to Roman field systemthin the wider Study
Area, as well as a Roman cemetery and a numberoofiaR findspots,
although there is no evidence for a significantlesient in this area. There is
therefore an uncertain but moderate potential fonaeological deposits of the
Iron Age and Roman periods being present withinSitleeme Area.

There is very little evidence for the medieval @odt-medieval periods in the
Scheme Area and the wider Study Area. It seemstliaScheme Area lay
within both meadow/arable and woodland with its tegs part, possibly
extending into a medieval drove or green road dutims time. This may
increase the potential for archaeological remaiesn@d present, perhaps
including the early remains of the road and squaliteellings, etc. There is no
evidence for any structures within the Scheme Amear to the turn of the
century, although the western extent of the Schéxrea was within a
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4.2.4

4.3

43.1

thoroughfare or drove way. There is therefore apertain but moderate
potential for archaeological remains of the mediesad post-medieval
periods within the Scheme Area, relating to italaspect.

Due to the position of the Scheme Area on a sl@ae the bottom of a valley,
there is the potential for colluvium to be presactoss the area. The presence
of colluvial, depending on its date, may have cederand therefore be
protecting, earlier archaeological deposits.

SIGNIFICANCE

Table 1 shows the sensitivity of archaeologicassgcaled in accordance with
its relative importance using the following ternes the cultural heritage and
archaeology issues, with guideline recommendafiona mitigation strategy.

Importance Examples of Site Type Mitigation

National Scheduled Monuments (SMs), Grade | and| IFo be avoided
Listed Buildings

Regional/County Conservation Areas, Registered PamkisGardens Avoidance
(Statutory Designated Sites), Grade Il Listedecommended
Buildings

Local/Borough Sites with a local or borough valueirgerest for| Avoidance  not
cultural appreciation envisaged

Sites that are so badly damaged that too ljttle
remains to justify inclusion into a higher grade

Low Local Sites with a low local value or interest ttultural| Avoidance not
appreciation envisaged

Sites that are so badly damaged that too ljttle
remains to justify inclusion into a higher grade

Negligible Sites or features with no significant wal or| Avoidance

interest unnecessary

Table 1: Criteria used to determine Importance id¢<sS

4.3.2 No known archaeological sites of interest existhimitthe Scheme Area,

although ten sites have been identified within thider Study Area. These
include a Scheduled Monument (S@A 01), which is considered to be of
National Significance, and a Grade Il Listed Bulgli(SiteOA 02). All of the
other sites within the Study Area are considered b® of either
Regional/County or Local/Borough Significance.
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5. LIKELY IMPACT OF DEVELOPMENT

51 IMPACT

5.1.1 In its Planning Policy Guidanddote 16 the Department of the Environment
(DoE) advises that archaeological remains are aimaily diminishing
resource andshould be seen as finite, and non-renewable regpuncmany
cases, highly fragile and vulnerable to destructidppropriate management
is therefore essential to ensure that they survivegood condition. In
particular, care must be taken to ensure that aegiagical remains are not
needlessly or thoughtlessly destrayédichas been the intention of this study to
identify the archaeological potential of the Schefmea, and assess the
impact of redevelopment, thus allowing the advi€¢he DoE to be enacted
upon. Assessment of impact has been achieved Wgltbeing method:

e assessing any potential impact and the significaricihe effects arising
from redevelopment;

* reviewing the evidence for past impacts that mayehaffected the
archaeological sites;

» outlining suitable mitigation measures, where gduesiat this stage, to
avoid, reduce or remedy adverse archaeologicaldtapa

5.1.2 The impact is assessed in terms of the sensitritynportance of the site to
the magnitude of change or potential scale of impdaring future
redevelopment scheme. The magnitude, or scale whpact is often difficult
to define, but will be termed as substantial, matieslight, or negligible, as
shown in Table 2.

Scale of I mpact Description

Substantial Significant change in environmentaldes;t
Complete destruction of the site or feature;

Change to the site or feature resulting in a funelatal change in
ability to understand and appreciate the resoume its cultural
heritage or archaeological value/historical contend setting.

Moderate Significant change in environmental factors

Change to the site or feature resulting in an apabée change in
ability to understand and appreciate the resoume its cultural
heritage or archaeological value/historical contend setting.

Slight Change to the site or feature resulting sraall change in our abilit
to understand and appreciate the resource andlitsra heritage of
archaeological value/historical context and setting

Negligible Negligible change or no material changethe site or feature. No rea
change in our ability to understand and appredteeresource and its
cultural heritage or archaeological value/histdraamtext and setting.

Table 2: Criteria used to determine Scale of Impact
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5.1.3 The interaction of the scale of impact (Table 2) #me perceived importance

5.1.4

5.1.5

5.2

5.2.1

of the archaeological site (Table 1) produce theaat significance. This may
be calculated by using the matrix shown in Table 3:

Resource Value Scale of Impact Upon Archaeological Site
Impor . . .
(Importance) ' \santial | Moderate Slight Negligible
National Major Major Intermediate/ | Neutral
Minor
Regional/County | Major Major/ Minor Neutral
Intermediate
L ocal/Borough Intermediate | Intermediate Minor Neutral
Low Local Intermediate | Minor Minor/ Neutral
/ Minor Neutral
Negligible Neutral Neutral Neutral Neutral

Table 3: Impact Significance Matrix

The presence of up to 8m of made ground withinvilestern extent of the
Scheme Area suggests that any proposed developsnemiikely to reach any
archaeological horizons here, unless piling or dexgavations are planned.
This reduces the potential for significant archagmal remains to be affected
during the development of this area.

There is a greater potential for impacts on anya&ological remains in the
eastern section of the Scheme Area, where therkesis made ground.
However, this area may also have suffered more fsegwious damage to any
archaeological remains present, from previous cocison.

IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Given that all of the identified archaeologicalesitof interest lie within the
wider Study Area, but beyond the boundary of thiiacScheme Area, the
impact of the proposed development on these s#esonsidered to be
negligible, and the significance of impact as rautr
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6. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR ARCHAEOLOGICAL MITIGATION

6.1

6.1.1

6.2
6.2.1

INTRODUCTION

Current legislation draws a distinction betweschaeological remains of
national importance and other remains considerdaetof lesser significance.
Those perceived to be of national importance mguire preservatiom-situ,
whilst those of lesser significance may undergs@neation by record, where
high local or regional significance can be demaistt. No sites have been
identified within the Scheme Area that may be coeied as being of national
importance and therefore merit preservatiorsitu. However, the possibility
that some unknown archaeological remains sunissitu beneath the
19th/20th century made ground cannot be discouttesstems likely that any
such remains would relate largely to farming andlrland use.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL MONITORING

To further inform the archaeological potenteadtent of made ground deposits,
and likely nature of impacts from the proposed tgwment, further work may

be required. The scale and nature of any furtheiaaological investigation

would need to be agreed with the relevant caseeasffat the London Borough

of Croydon, but is likely to begin with a detailstudy of any geo-technical

data obtained from the Scheme Area to establisiprissence and depth of any
archaeological horizons across the site. Once #épthdof the archaeological

horizon is established, it will be possible to deti@e firmly whether proposed

development plans will extend into it, and if ittencluded that impacts will be
made upon the archaeological horizon then a progwarnof archaeological

mitigation may be required. Given the results otsdi from the desk-based
assessment, an archaeological watching brief mayn fan appropriate

mitigation strategy.
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7. CONCLUSION

7.1

7.1.1

7.1.2

CONCLUSION

This desk-based assessment has demonstrated eh&tuity Area is located
within an area with good potential fam-situ archaeological deposits of all
periods, although the actual Scheme Area contangecorded archaeological
remains. The location of the Scheme Area withiralley once occupied by
the Coulsdon bourne would have made it part oftarahroute way for early
populations. Within the wider Study Area, field &yas of the Late Iron Age
to Roman period have been found, a use of the ¢apéswhich may continue
into the Scheme Area, due to the light ground smiésent. The presence of
woodland within the southern section of the Scheknea until the 19th
century suggests a lack of human activity withiis tirea, whilst the northern
section of the Scheme Area is likely to have beseduas pasture or arable.
The presence of a possible green or drove roadghrthe south western part
of the site may increase the possibility of medie@rahaeological deposits on
the Scheme Area.

Any buried archaeological deposits within the westgection of the Scheme
Area will be protected by the made ground, datmbetween 1897 and 1913,
and are unlikely sustain any major impact from gneposed development.
Within the eastern extent of the Scheme Area, wtikeze is less made
ground, there is a greater potential for impactsb& made during any
construction work upon archaeological deposits.thfaur evaluation work,

initially in the form of a borehole survey may dfgrthe depths of made
ground across the Scheme Area, and whether thegedpdevelopment will

exceed these depths.
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APPENDIX 1: GAZETTEER OF SITES

OA

Ref. No

Feature Type

Description

Source

01

Scheduled
Monument

Farthing Down Anglo Saxon round barrow cemeteryO88

of probable 7th century date.

02

Building

Coulsdon Methodist Church, Grade Il
Building. Built 1911.

List 3dS|\/|R

MLO82378

03

Findspots

Late prehistoric pot and lithic implemédotnd at
Coulsdon Inner Relief Road

SMR
MLO64539,
MLO64538

04

Archaeological
Investigation

Iron Age to Roman field system identified. Possibleyr

ditched enclosure was discovered during quarry

indLO24741

in Coulsdon Woods. Originally observed in the face
of Stoats Nest Quarry in 1805, the site was
investigated in 1969 when three parallel V shaped

ditches were observed running across the slopleeg
hill. The lower ditch showed signs of a revetme

ft
nt.

Late Iron Age and Romano-British pottery was

found and the assemblage was paralleled by f

nds

from Woodplace Farm, Netherene. Several skulls

were found on the site and later Roman (fol
century) inhumations have also been recorded.

rth

05

Cemetery

Coulsdon Woods Roman cemetery, A smallpgody
eleven burials was found at Coulsdon Wood.
were orientated east-west and from nails

SMR
AMLO38395
and

fragments of wood found in the graves they appear t

have been in coffins. One burial contained a brg
AE4 of Constantius Il (c346) and the nails haverb
dated to later half of the 4th century. A number
skulls were also found on the site.

nze
ee
of

06

Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by MoLAS on the site of th6&MR

proposed A23 Coulsdon Relief Road, Lond
Borough of Croydon. Periglacial and post- glag
deposits were found in six of the trenches
significant archaeological features or finds w
discovered. This was probably due to th
positioning down slope and towards the bottom ef
valley. There was no evidence for the Croyd
Mersham & Godstone Iron Railways of 1803 that
along the north-east side of Cane Hill. The nat
chalk was observed in trench 1 (93.12 to 94.66m
and truncated in trench 7.

oMLO76206
ial

no

pre

eir

th

on,

ran

ural

DD)
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OA

Ref. No

Feature Type

Description

Source

07

Mine

Deepfield Way (general area), late prehistdtit
mine. There are reports of a number of flint mir
from Coulsdoneg in 'messrs halls lime pit g
Coulsdon' where marks of axes were visible on
side of the shaft, at the bottom was a heap
discarded animal bones.

SMR
newlL014406
A\t
the
of

08

Quarry

Marlpit Lane Quarry, Roman pit measuring 10
wide and 15 ft deep recorded in at chalk quarry
Coulsdon, in 1923. The sides of the pit were pdgs
stepped and showed pick marks. Roman pottery
animal bones were recovered.

BMR
&LO8967
ib
and

09

Archaeological
Investigation

Watching brief undertaken by MoLAS in Augu
1997 - November 1998; at the north of Farth
Down. No archaeological features were recorg
although colluvial deposits were observed in tést
excavated on kerbing on the N approach road.

StISMR
nYILO73375
ed,

pi

10

Findspot

Undated inhumation found at Lion Green Rar
Park. Skeletons possibly with grave goods. May
part of the ‘cane hill' cemetery (020337).

CSMR
LO13309

OA = Oxford Archaeology

SMR = Greater London Sites & Monuments Record

HS = Historic Sources

WS = Walkover Survey

AP = Aerial Photographs
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Site location

Figure 4: Rocque’s Map of Surrey 1762
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Site location

Figure 5: Bainbridge’s Plan of an estate belonging to Thomas Byron Esq, 1785
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Figure 6: 2nd Edition 25 OS Map 1897
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Figure 7: 3rd Edition 25 OS Map 1913
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