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Land west of Warwick Road, Banbury, Oxfordshire
Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

by Stacey Smith

Report 25/173
Introduction
This report is an assessment of the archaeological potential of a large parcel of land to the west of Warwick
Road, Banbury, Oxfordshire (Fig. 1). The project was commissioned by Ms. Rebecca Bacon of Savills, Wytham
Court, 11 West Way, Oxford, OX2 0QL on behalf of Trinity College, Broad St, Oxford OX1 3BH and
comprises the first stage of a process to determine the presence/absence, extent, character, quality and date of
any archaeological remains which may be affected by redevelopment of the area.

Planning permission is to be sought from Cherwell District Council for a residential development on the
site. This desk-based assessment will accompany the outline application in order to allow an informed decision
to be made regarding the proposal's archaeological implications. This is in accordance with the Ministry of
Housing, Communities and Local Government National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF 2025) and the

Council’s local plan policies.

Site description, location and geology

The site is located on the west side of Warwick Road, north of Banbury, in north Oxfordshire and comprises an
irregular parcel of land covering approximately 9.2ha, centred on NGR SP 4298 4299 (Fig. 1). It is bounded to
the west and north by arable land, to the east by Warwick Road and to the south by a housing development. A
site visit conducted on 16th October 2025 showed that it currently consists of arable farmland (Pls 1-4). The
underlying bedrock geology is recorded as Marlstone Rock Formation (ferruginous limestone and ironstone)
(BGS 1982) and topographically the site lies relatively flat at around 147m above Ordnance Datum (aOD),

except the narrow strip extending to the west which drops to about 133m aOD at its westernmost point.

Planning background and development proposals

Outline planning permission is to be sought from Cherwell District Council for a residential development on the
site. A detailed proposal is available in Figure 20.
The Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government’s National Planning Policy Framework as

revised in January 2025 (NPPF 2025) sets out the framework within which local planning authorities should
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consider the importance of conserving, or enhancing, aspects of the historic environment, within the planning
process. It requires an applicant for planning consent to provide, as part of any application, sufficient information
to enable the local planning authority to assess the significance of any heritage assets that may be affected by the
proposal. The Historic Environment is defined (NPPF 2025, 74) as:

‘All aspects of the environment resulting from the interaction between people and places through
time, including all surviving physical remains of past human activity, whether visible, buried or
submerged, and landscaped and planted or managed flora.’

Paragraphs 207 and 208 state that

207. In determining applications, local planning authorities should require an applicant to
describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any contribution made by their
setting. The level of detail should be proportionate to the assets” importance and no more than is
sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on their significance. As a minimum
the relevant historic environment record should have been consulted and the heritage assets
assessed using appropriate expertise where necessary. Where a site on which development is
proposed includes, or has the potential to include, heritage assets with archaeological interest, local
planning authorities should require developers to submit an appropriate desk-based assessment
and, where necessary, a field evaluation.

208. Local planning authorities should identify and assess the particular significance of any
heritage asset that may be affected by a proposal (including by development affecting the setting
of a heritage asset) taking account of the available evidence and any necessary expertise. They
should take this into account when considering the impact of a proposal on a heritage asset, to
avoid or minimise conflict between the heritage asset’s conservation and any aspect of the
proposal.’

A ‘heritage asset’ is defined (NPPF 2025, 73) as

‘A building, monument, site, place, area or landscape identified as having a degree of significance
meriting consideration in planning decisions, because of its heritage interest. It includes designated
heritage assets and assets identified by the local planning authority (including local listing).’

‘Designated heritage asset’ includes (NPPF 2025, 72) any

‘World Heritage Site, Scheduled Monument, Listed Building, Protected Wreck Site, Registered
Park and Garden, Registered Battlefield or Conservation Area designated under the relevant
legislation.’

‘Archaeological interest’ is glossed (NPPF 2025, 71) as follows:

‘There will be archaeological interest in a heritage asset if it holds, or potentially holds, evidence
of past human activity worthy of expert investigation at some point.’

Specific guidance on assessing significance and the impact of a proposal is contained in paragraphs 210 to 216:

¢210. In determining planning applications, local planning authorities should take account of:
‘a) the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and putting
them to viable uses consistent with their conservation;
‘b) the positive contribution that conservation of heritage assets can make to sustainable
communities including their economic vitality; and
‘c) the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character and
distinctiveness.’



‘212. When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of a designated
heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s conservation (and the more important the
asset, the greater the weight should be). This is irrespective of whether any potential harm amounts
to substantial harm, total loss or less than substantial harm to its significance.
213. Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage asset (from its alteration or
destruction, or from development within its setting), should require clear and convincing
justification. Substantial harm to or loss of:
‘a) grade II listed buildings, or grade II registered parks or gardens, should be exceptional;
‘b) assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments, protected wreck sites,
registered battlefields, grade I and II* listed buildings, grade I and II* registered parks and
gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly exceptional .

Footnote 75 extends the application of this provision considerably:

‘Non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest, which are demonstrably of equivalent
significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the policies for designated
heritage assets.’

‘214. Where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm to (or total loss of significance
of) a designated heritage asset, local planning authorities should refuse consent, unless it can be
demonstrated that the substantial harm or total loss is necessary to achieve substantial public
benefits that outweigh that harm or loss, or all of the following apply:

‘a) the nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site; and

‘b) no viable use of the heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term through

appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation; and

‘c) conservation by grant-funding or some form of not for profit, charitable or public

ownership is demonstrably not possible; and

‘d) the harm or loss is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back into use.
215. Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the significance of a
designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal
including, where appropriate, securing its optimum viable use.
216. The effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated heritage asset should be
taken into account in determining the application. In weighing applications that directly or
indirectly affect non-designated heritage assets, a balanced judgement will be required having
regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage asset.’

Paragraph 218 requires local planning authorities to ensure that any loss of heritage assets advances
understanding, but stresses that advancing understanding is not by itself sufficient reason to permit the loss of
significance:

218. Local planning authorities should require developers to record and advance understanding of
the significance of any heritage assets to be lost (wholly or in part) in a manner proportionate to
their importance and the impact, and to make this evidence (and any archive generated) publicly
accessible’®. However, the ability to record evidence of our past should not be a factor in deciding
whether such loss should be permitted.’

Footnote 76 ‘Copies of evidence should be deposited with the relevant historic environment record, and
any archives with a local museum or other public depository’

In determining the potential heritage impact of development proposals, ‘significance’ of an asset is defined
(NPPF 2025, 78) as:

‘The value of a heritage asset to this and future generations because of its heritage interest. The
interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic. Significance derives not only from
a heritage asset’s physical presence, but also from its setting. For World Heritage Sites, the
cultural value described within each site’s Statement of Outstanding Universal Value forms part of
its significance.’



while ‘setting’ is defined (NPPF 2025, 78) as:

‘The surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not fixed and may change
as the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative
contribution to the significance of an asset, may affect the ability to appreciate that significance or
may be neutral.’

The Cherwell Local Plan 2011 - 2031 (Part 1), Partial Review — Oxford’s Unmet Housing Need (CDC 2020)
notes that objectives set out in the Local Plan of 2015 ‘remain relevant’, among them SO15, which highlights the
objective:

“To protect and enhance the historic and natural environment and Cherwell’s core assets, including
protecting and enhancing cultural heritage assets and archaeology....’

In the 2015 Local Plan policy ESD 15, ‘The Character of the Built and Historic Environment’, states that new
development proposals should:

‘Contribute positively to an area’s character and identity by creating or reinforcing local
distinctiveness and respecting local topography and landscape features, including skylines, valley
floors, significant trees, historic boundaries, landmarks, features or views, in particular within
designated landscapes, within the Cherwell Valley and within conservation areas and their setting
‘Conserve, sustain and enhance designated and non designated ‘heritage assets’ (as defined in the
NPPF) including buildings, features, archaeology, conservation areas and their settings, and ensure
new development is sensitively sited and integrated in accordance with advice in the NPPF and
NPPG. Proposals for development that affect non-designated heritage assets will be considered
taking account of the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage asset as set out
in the NPPF and NPPG. Regeneration proposals that make sensitive use of heritage assets,
particularly where these bring redundant or under used buildings or areas, especially any on
English Heritage’s At Risk Register, into appropriate use will be encouraged.

‘Include information on heritage assets sufficient to assess the potential impact of the proposal on
their significance. Where archaeological potential is identified this should include an appropriate
desk based assessment and, where necessary, a field evaluation.

‘Respect the traditional pattern of routes, spaces, blocks, plots, enclosures and the form, scale and
massing of buildings. Development should be designed to integrate with existing streets and public
spaces, and buildings configured to create clearly defined active public frontages.’

The proposal site does not lie within a conservation area.

Methodology

The assessment of the site was carried out by the examination of pre-existing information from a number of
sources recommended by the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists’ paper Standards in British Archaeology
covering desk-based studies (CIfA 2020). These sources include historic and modern maps, the Oxfordshire

Historic Environment Record, geological maps and any relevant publications or reports.



Archaeological background

General background

Banbury probably owes its origin to the location of a crossing point of the River Cherwell. It has been suggested
that on the west side of the river Banbury Lane on the ridge between Northampton and Banbury may have had
prehistoric antecedents whilst the ‘Saltway’ passing south of the town was a route probably in use by the Saxo-
Norman period (VCH 1972). Although there is a dearth of Palaeolithic worked stone from the Banbury area
itself there have been significant finds of the Lower phase from gravel terraces low on the Cherwell valley sides
close to the confluence with the Thames (Wymer 1999, 46-7, 56). Probable Mesolithic artefacts have been
discovered about 4km south-east of the site at Nethercote, east of the Cherwell (Wymer 1977, 223). Perhaps the
most significant recent prehistoric discoveries were made during this century’s first decade, in archaeological
investigations in advance of clay extraction around 3km from the site east of the intersection between the railway
line and the M40 motorway. Thirty-five pits were dominated by large amounts of Middle Neolithic pottery and
flint but a Middle Bronze Age ditch was less productive and further evidence of Late Iron Age to Middle Roman
occupation was represented by a double-ditched enclosure and a farmstead. A short-lived Late Iron Age
settlement at Jugglers Close, a similar distance south-east of the site, appeared to be set within a field system
(Stevens 2004, 414-5). Work in advance of the Banbury Flood Alleviation Scheme, west of the M40, also
revealed extensive multi-period evidence (Simmonds 2014), with the Mesolithic, Neolithic, Middle Bronze Age
and Roman periods all well represented. Middle Bronze Age and Late Bronze Age or Early Iron Age features
have been found on the north-east side of Bloxham where a Middle to Late Iron Age farmstead may reflect an
incipient growth of settlement in the late first millennium BC (Ford 2010, 116-7). On the south-east periphery of
Banbury there is evidence for a Late Iron Age enclosure and probably a roundhouse, as well as metalworking
(Carlyle 2012, 14). Roman finds around Banbury have been sparse but the site of a substantial building is
recorded at Wickham Park and geophysical survey following a metal detectorist’s discoveries identified the plan
of an exceptionally large courtyard villa at Broughton Castle, Skm south-west of the site, implying a populated
and productive wider contemporary landscape (VCH 1972; BAJR 2018).

A sub-Roman occupation site has been recorded near the road linking the castle to the town and there is
place-name evidence for earlier Saxon settlement (VCH 1972). Late Saxon artefacts and a few discrete and
linear features have been found in and around the town (Stevens 2004, 387, 415-7). Excavations from the 1970s
onwards within the town found presumed prehistoric or Roman features, and Saxo-Norman features including a

wooden fortification predating the initial building of Banbury Castle in the first half of the 12th century which



appears to have been associated with the development of a planned town (Fasham 1983, 117; Litherland and
Nichol 1999, 2-3). There are deserted Medieval settlements in the wider area. The nearest is at Hanwell where
Henry VII’s cofferer, William Cope was permitted to build a castle in around 1498 (Chambers 1975; HE 2021).
Excavation on a site around 0.5km to the east (McNicoll-Norbury 2015) found small and large prehistoric
ring ditches, and other linear features of likely prehistoric origins along with a number of undated pits and
postholes and a late medieval/early post-medieval windmill.
Geophysics and evaluation trenching on a couple of sites in the area, however, have revealed little more

than ridge and furrow or land divisions (Beaverstock 2021; 2022; Attard 2022; Foster 2022).

Oxfordshire Historic Environment Record

A search was made on the Oxfordshire Historic Environment Record (HER) on 24th September 2025 for a
radius of 1km around the proposal site. This revealed 68 entries from 27 locations within the search radius.
These are summarized as Appendix 1 and their locations are plotted on Figure 1. There are no Scheduled
Monuments within the search area.

Prehistoric

There were 3 non-specific prehistoric entries in the HER search. Ring ditches (one large and one small) at
Duke’s Meadow Drive [Fig. 1: 1], are very poorly dated but likely to be prehistoric. An excavation at Hanwell
Castle provided evidence for 15 phases of use, of which the first, although undated, might be late prehistoric [2],
and a geophysical survey at Broken Furrow found anomalies indicating prehistoric or Roman enclosures [3].

Palaeolithic/Mesolithic

There were no entries relating to the Palaeolithic or Mesolithic periods within the HER search radius.

Neolithic

Two Neolithic entries within the HER are for late Neolithic pottery [4] and evidence of Neolithic activity found

in excavations at Drayton Lodge Farm [5] just south of the proposal site.

Bronze Age

Two entries correspond to the Bronze Age: roundhouses found during the same evaluation [4], and occupation

and a ring ditch at Hanwell fields [6].

Iron Age

The Iron Age makes up nine entries: at Duke’s Meadow Drive an evaluation found Iron Age ditches and features
[1], an evaluation at Broken Furrow found enclosures [3]. Investigations at Drayton Lodge Farm [4 and 5] found

Iron Age (or probably Iron Age) features including enclosures, a trackway ditches, pits, and burials. An



evaluation and excavation at Hanwell fields also found Iron Age activity [6]. Aerial photography found features
relating to an Iron Age or Roman settlement [8], geophysical survey and evaluation at land immediately across
Warwick Road from the site found Iron Age occupation [9]. The final entry for this section is for further Iron
Age occupation found Hanwell Solar Farm based on geophysical survey and an evaluation [10].

Roman

Roman evidence is also widespread across the area in the HER search. The first phase of evidence from
excavation at Hanwell Castle was either late prehistoric or Roman [2]. Roman occupation was also noted at
Broken Furrow [3]. Roman features suggesting a very similar site to the Iron Age evidence were also found at
Drayton Lodge farm [4, 5], and Hanwell Fields [6]. A possible Iron Age/Roman settlement is suggested via
aerial photography [8], as well as occupation evidence one the land east of Warwick Road [9], and Hanwell
Solar Farm including a trackway, extensive enclosures, and burials [10]. Finds from the early 19th century (or
earlier) of Roman pottery, coins, pewter dishes and skeletal remains, with subsequent reports of a tessellated
pavement (mosaic), and what sound like walls possibly including an oven or kiln, all suggest a Roman villa
covering an extensive area at the ‘town grounds’ [11], to the north of the site. Roman coins have been found
within the area [12, 14], and the purported lines of two Roman roads [7, 13] pass either side of the proposal site,
meeting to its north, although neither has been confirmed on the ground in this vicinity, and neither looks
especially convincing.

Saxon

Immediately to the south of this site, investigations at Drayton Lodge Farm have revealed a sunken-featured
building (Grubenhaus) [4] and other evidence of Anglo-Saxon settlement [5].

Medieval

The 11 entries for the Medieval period were: a Late Medieval/Early Post-medieval windmill [1], St Peters
church, a great hall and fishponds at Hanwell Castle [2], medieval features at Drayton Lodge Farm [5] and
Hanwell fields [6], medieval to post-medieval field boundaries [8], the site of a water mill recorded from the
13th century [16], a second possibly medieval water mill inferred from the character of other landscape features
[17]. Several features are known or inferred from aerial photographs: a medieval or post-medieval hollow [18],
and a medieval or post-medieval building platform and boundary bank [19], a probable Medieval/Post-medieval
settlement [20] and a possible Medieval shrunken village [15].

Post-medieval

This period makes up the majority of the HER search and begins with a potential windmill at Duke’s Meadow

Drive [1]; a large assortment of Post-medieval features at Hanwell Castle including the Tudor castle, a Tudor



culvert, a Victorian ditch, Hanwell Castle park, chest tombs, headstones, gate piers, and cottages [2]. Post-
medieval pits and other features were found at Broken Furrow [3], ditches with Post-medieval pottery [4], a
fishpond at Drayton Lodge Farm [5], Post-medieval artefacts at Hanwell fields [7], and field boundaries [8, 9].
The aforementioned, Medieval water mill (or at least a mill on the same site) was still working into the 19th
century [16], while the second (inferred) mill [17] could just as easily be post-medieval; as could the hollow,
building platform, boundary bank and possible settlements known as earthworks on aerial photographs [15, 18—
20]. Also from this period are Heath farmhouse [20] and the Wroxton and Banbury mineral railway [21],

probable quarries/extraction pits [22—24], and the final entry relates to field boundaries [25].

Modern, undated, negative

There were 5 modern entries: Modern features found at Duke’s Meadow Drive [1], probable quarries/extraction
pits [22-24], and a WWII anti-aircraft battery [26]. Undated features make up 5 entries with 2 magnetometry
studies at Duke’s Meadow Drive [1] and Hanwell fields [6]; and 2 geophysical surveys at Drayton Lodge Farm

[5] and Warwick Road [9]. An undated lynchet [17] makes up the final entry of this section.

Portable Antiquities Scheme

A search of the Portable Antiquities Scheme database for grid Reference square SP4242 on 10th October 2025

produced no results.

Cartographic and documentary sources

Historically the site has been within Hanwell parish. The earliest surviving record of the Oxfordshire Hanwell is
in Domesday Book as Hanewege. There is agreement that ‘Han’ is from a Saxon personal name, Hana but the
toponymic second syllable might refer merely to a road (Ekwall 1960, 217) or to a “Way (and stream)’ (Mills
1998, 164). The manor comprised 5 hides which had been retained from before the Norman invasion by
Leofwine, a servant of the king from whom he held it. There were 14 acres of meadow and land for 8 ploughs
with 22 householders having 7 ploughs. Three ploughs and 6 slaves were in demesne. The value of the land had
increased from 100s to £7 over the preceding two decades (Williams and Martin 2002, 442). As is typical,
spellings of the placename varied, with the Book of Fees recording it as Haneweie in 1220, Hanewey in 1246
and between the two in 1236 as Haneuell, a version which anticipates the modern form and which may have
been influenced by the presence of the ‘never failing’ spring around which the settlement developed (Ekwall

1960, 216; VCH 1969). It is thought that during the 12th century the manor had passed to the Vernon family,
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which held other Oxfordshire estates, and branches of this family retained it until 1415, when it was conveyed to
the courtier and politician Thomas, son of Geoffrey Chaucer. By the end of the 15th century, it had passed into
the Cope family which retained it until the late 18th century (VCH 1969).

Medieval tax records for tenants suggest that the village economy was generally modest but by the early
16th century some individuals and their families were profiting, and by 1572 the prosperity of five farmers was
such that their tax was assessed alongside the lord. During the 16th and 17th centuries arable regimes were
dominant but by the 18th century there was a trend towards more balanced agriculture and from around 1788 a
progressive farmer, Thomas Wyatt, was exploring more intensive methods of production through complimentary
maintenance of livestock and cultivated land (VCH 1969). During this period Hanwell was a largely self-
sufficient settlement sustained by its own craft and trades people but by the later 19th century imports brought
agricultural depression which combined with increasing mechanisation led increasingly to inhabitants seeking
employment in Banbury (VCH 1969).

The town had peripheral involvement in Medieval power-struggles but was more acutely involved in the
English Civil War where the Parliamentarian sympathies in the town were at odds with those of the Royalist
garrison of the castle which finally surrendered in 1646 after three years of occupation and intermittent siege
(VCH 1972). In the 18th century Banbury became a local centre for the weaving industry, with additional
infrastructure provided by the opening by the Coventry to Banbury section of the Oxford Canal in 1778, but it
was not immune from a national wave of food riots in 1800 nor from the Swing riots associated with agricultural
workers 30 years later. However, relative prosperity began to return with the coming of the railway in 1850

(VCH 1972).

In 1904 Hanwell Fields or Bismore Hall was one of six tenant farms in the parish and one of the three
larger holdings of between 240 and 300 acres compared with the smaller holdings of between 110 and 160 acres.

At that time all the land remained the property of the lord of the manor, the Sackville-Wests (VCH 1969).

A range of Ordnance Survey and other historical maps of the area were consulted online in order to
ascertain what activity had been taking place throughout the site’s later history and whether this may have
affected any possible archaeological deposits within the proposal area (see Appendix 2).

The earliest surviving map is Saxton’s county map of 1574 which shows Harwell as a middle-sized
settlement set between two watercourses, both unnamed but the one to the east flowing into the Cherwell at

Banbury (Fig. 3). Similar attributes are represented in Speed’s map of 1611 which marks Hanwell within the



Bloxham Hundred Boundary which forms an untidy arc from north to south around the west side of the Banbury
Hundred (Fig. 4). Plot’s map of 1677 appears to mark Hanwell as a parish with a manor set in enclosed grounds
(Fig. 5). Morden’s map of 1695 (Fig. 6) adds significant roads in the north of the county, none of which are
north of Banbury. Hanwell is a rare example of a settlement represented by two discrete but similar structures
one of which is partially enclosed. In sharp contrast Van der Aa’s map of 1715 fails even to name the symbol
which may represent Hanwell (Fig. 7). The name is resurrected on Seller’s map of 1733 with the settlement
shown on the west side of a major road between Banbury and Coventry (Fig. 8).

Kitchen’s map of 1750 shows the road well to the east of the settlement and indeed of the tributary to the
Cherwell. The parish is shown to the west of an area labelled ‘Hanwell Place & Park’ (Fig. 9). The location of
the site may best be judged by its position relative to the hundred boundary between Drayton and Hanwell. The
marking of fields on Davis’ map of 1797, of the tributary to the Cherwell and of the boundary between Banbury
and Hanwell, as well as a clear representation of the roads structuring Hanwell village and linking them to the
road between Banbury and Warmington, allow a closer approximation of the site’s location (Fig. 10).

The 1811 Preliminary Ordnance Survey (OS) map (Fig. 11) is the first to show the area of the site in detail,
as being located within an area of large fields between Hanwell and Drayton, west of the road today known as
Warwick Road. Bryant’s map of 1824 (not illustrated) offers no greater detail of the proposal site. Enclosure was
in progress in 1768 when Charles Cope, who owned the whole parish, arranged to pay the rector a fixed sum in
place of the tithe, an agreement ratified in the Inclosure Act of 1783 (VCH 1969). As a consequence, there is
neither an inclosure nor a tithe map of the parish.

The earliest map to locate the site accurately, therefore, is the First Edition Ordnance Survey (OS) map of
1881 (Fig. 12) which shows the proposal site much as it is seen today, except that the westernmost portions lie in
two fields instead of all being a single field. The site remains undeveloped and unchanged on subsequent OS
maps including the maps from 1892 (not illustrated), 1899 (Fig. 13), 1900 (not illustrated), 1920 (Fig. 14), 1923
(not illustrated), 1938 (Fig. 15), 1955 (not illustrated), 1968 (Fig. 16), 1980 (not illustrated) until the 1994 OS

map (Fig. 17) which shows part of the western site boundary has now been removed.

Geotechnical test pits

A search of Borehole data from the British Geological Survey produced 1 borehole survey within the proposal

site (Ref: SP44SW2 https://api.bgs.ac.uk/sobi-scans/v1/borehole/scans/items/332202). The test pit recorded

changes at depths of 0.3m and 0.6m likely representing topsoil and subsoil depths, though no stratigraphic

descriptions are given. Beyond 1.5m it is likely that natural geology has been reached which is described as
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‘VERY WEAK to WEAK brown silty fine-grained SANDSTONE. Cementing is variable, the stratum ranging

from uncemented sand to fairly well cemented rock’.

Listed buildings

All listed Buildings within the 1km HER search are ¢.600m north-east of the proposal site in Hanwell, the
closest being Grade I Church of St Peter and associated Grade II group of four 17" century headstones, a group
of five chest tombs and a chest tomb dated 1676. Hanwell Castle, the left and right gate piers, and No. 6 Main
Street also make up the remaining listed buildings. Historic England describes the Church of St Peter as;

‘HANWELL CHURCH LANE SP4343 (South side) 24/77 Church of St. Peter 08/12/55
‘GV 1

‘Church. Almost entirely rebuilt in the C14. North and south doorways of C13. Tracery in window
in south aisle dates from the C13 and is probably re-sited. Clerestory added in late Cl14/early C15
and new roof constructed. Late C18 repairs. Ironstone ashlar. Stone slate roof laid to diminishing
courses. Chancel, nave, north and south aisles, south parch, west tower. 5-window range. Chancel,
2-light Decorated windows and a blocked window. 5-light east window with intersecting tracery.
Small 4-centred arched doorway on north now blocked. pointed arched hood moulds. Lively frieze
of monsters and humans or a combination of both c.1340 by the north Oxfordshire group of
masons (see churches at Horley, Adderbury, Bloxham). Nave has three 2-light Perpendicular
clerestory windows on both north and south. North aisle. Three 4-light C16 windows and C13 east
and west windows have flowing or reticulated tracery. South aisle has a 3-light Decorated west
window, a 3-light geometrical east window and windows with; Intersecting tracery to left and right
of porch. South porch. Gabled, Diagonal buttress. C13 doorway. Plank and batten door with inner
door. Stone ledge seats. 2 blocked windows. Tower of 2 stages with cranailated parapet. Higher
stair tower with slit windows. 2-light Perpendicular windows. Chancel. All windows have slender
jamb shafts. Vault made under the chancel in 1776 and floor raised to the level of the Decorated
piscina and sedilia. 3-bay butt-purlin, tie beam roof. Altar rails of 1686. 3-bay north and south
nave arcades. On the north the capitals have crenellated cresting, on the south there are figures of
minstrels playing musical instruments. (Similar carvings at Adderbury, Bloxham and Drayton).
North aisle roof renewed. South aisle roof restored retaining original tiebeams. South aisle. Piscina
and credence table. In the south-cast corner a stone angle fireplace with chimney vent in the form
in a pinnacle with gabled crocketed openings. North aisle. Stone carved rerados and Decorated
piscina. 2 small square recesses. Tub shaped font of ¢.1200 with a final. intersecting arcading.
Wooden Jacobean cover with 4 scrolls supporting a finial Alabaster tomb effigy to William Cope
and wife in chancel wall. Memorials to Jonathan Cope d1765, Mary d.1753, Jonathan d.1763.
Cartouche commorating Charles Cope 1781. Hatchment in south aisle and wall memorial to Harris
family member. North aisle has marble wall memorial to Reverand Thomas Gill d.1771 South
aisle. Tomb effigy Brass to Fitzherbert Potter, DD; 1749. Ironstone chest tomb commorates
George Ashwell, d.1693. Balusters at corners and decorated with cornucopia. Recess in chancel
has funeral helms of the Cope family. Creed and the Lord's Prayer painted on the wall in the south
aisle. Clock of 1671. Door to bell tower of plank and nail construction with strap hinges.
(Buildings of England; Oxfordshire: 1874, p631; VCH; Oxfordshire; Vol IX, pp120-2; Jnl Brit.
Arch. Assoc. XXVII (1921); pp129-152, photographs in NMR)’.

The various groups of headstones and chest tombs at the Church of St Peter are described as:

‘HANWELL CHURCH LANE SP4343 (South side) 24/79 Group of four C17 headstones approx.
10m SE of south aisle. Church of St. Peter

‘GV II Group of four C17 headstones in row. Headstone on right end dated 1659. Classical style.
Shouldered heads. Panels bearing illegible inscription.’
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‘HANWELL CHURCH LANE SP4343 (South side) 24/80 Group of 5 chest tombs between 10-
18m of chancel. Church of St. Peter

‘GVII

‘Group of 5 chest tombs. Ironstone. Plain chamfered ledger slabs, a) approximately 10 metres
south of chancel. Dated 1795. b) approximately 15 metres south of chancel. Dated 1735. c)
approximately 16 metres south of chancel. Dtated 1766. d) approxomately 18 metres south of
chancel. Dated 1765. e) approximately 18 metres south-west of chancel. Dated 1828.

‘HANWELL CHURCH LANE SP4343 (Sou+h side) 24/78 Chest tomb dated 1676 to Mrs.
Elizabeth Hidd approx. 15m SW of porch, Church of St. Peter

‘GV 1L

‘Chest tomb. Dated 1676 and 1682. Ironstone. Mrs Elizabeth Hidd. Simple with 2 oval panels
bearing inscription. lioulded+ chamfered ledge slab.’

Historic England describes Hanwell Castle as:
‘GV II*

‘Country house, now 3 dwellings. Former great house of which only the south-west tower and south
range remains of a 2-storey house built round a courtyard with main entrance on west. Begun ¢.1498 for
William Cope, cofferer to Henry VII. Mostly demolished in C18. East wing and restorations ¢.1903. Left
part. Complex range incorporating C15, C19 and C20 builds. Squared coursed ironstone. Steeply pitched
stone slate roof laid to diminishing courses. Stone and brick ridge stacks. Double depth plan. 2 storeys. 2-
window range. Entrance porch has plank door and 4-centred wood head. Front has C20 windows with
wood lintels. Rear has Tudor windows some renewed. Central part: long rectangular south range. Diaper
patterned blue and red brick. Limestone dressings. Steeply pitched stone slate roof laid to diminishing
courses. Brick ridge and end stacks. 2 storeys. S-window range. Gabled porch has entrance with 4-centred
doorway. Ground floor has C20 windows with wood lintels. First floor has 2- 3- and 4-light C15/C16
windows, some with King mullions and an oriel window. Tower on right. Red brick with diaper patterns
in blue brick and ironstone quoins. 3 storeys. 2 corner turrets. Crenellated parapets. South side has 4-light
C15/C16 windows that are on ground floor transomed.

‘Interior not inspected but south range is noted as having 2 large kitchen fireplaces placed back to back;
plain moulded stone doorways; late marble fireplaces. Tower noted as having contemporary stone
fireplaces on upper floors and newel stair in north-west turret. James I visited in 1605, 1612, and 1624
Leland records the castle as a very pleasant and gallant house in c.1540. The earliest example of C15
brickwork in north Oxfordshire. The C20 addition on east is not of special architectural interest.
Photography and plans in NMR. Interior not inspected’

Historic England also lists the house’s left and right gate piers separately, as follows:

‘GVII
‘Tall square pier surmounted by a moulded and chamfered cornice and ball finial. One of 2 gatepiers at

the former main entrance to Hanwell Castle.’

‘GV 1L
‘Tall square pier surmounted by a moulded and chamfered cornice and ball finial. One of 2 gatepiers at

the fromer main entrance to Hanwell Castle.’

The listing describes No. 6 Main Street as follows:

‘Coursed ironstone rubble. Steeply pitched thatched roof. 3 brick ridge and end stacks 3-unit plan.
Single storey plus attic on left. 2 storeys plus attic on right. 2 entrances have plank doors, wood lintels
and C20 trellis porches. Between the iiDilrs [sic] a S-iigh+ [sic] metal casement iqJith [sic] wood lintel:
First floor on right has a 2-light casement with wood lintel, 3 eyebrow dormer have 2-and 3-light
casements with wrought iron casement fasteners. Interior: stop-chamfered beam, inglenook fireplace
with stopchamfered brassumer.” [The Oxfordshire HER entry contains the same garbled text.]
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However, due to the distance and screening by modern developments and tree lines, it is unlikely the proposed

development of this parcel of land will affect the listed buildings or their settings.

Registered Parks and Gardens; Registered Battlefields

There are no registered parks and gardens or registered battlefields within close proximity of the site.

Historic Hedgerows

There may be hedgerows along the site’s boundaries that could qualify as ‘important’ as defined by Schedule 1
of the Hedgerows Regulations 1997. The preliminary Ordnance Survey map of 1811 (Fig. 11) shows the
proposal site’s eastern and southern boundaries have changed little if at all since, although the case of the
northern boundary is less clear as it is not certainly in place until the 1882 map. Early Ordnance Survey maps
clearly indicate the northern boundary as a hedgerow but there are only a couple of trees along the south and east
sides and these may not have been hedged. If any in-sifu hedge lines along these boundaries are indeed classified

as historically ‘important’, consent would be required to break through, remove or alter these hedgerows.

Aerial Photographs

A search was made on the Historic England Archive’s database of aerial photographs on 21st October 2025. This
revealed 36 vertical prints from 22 sorties flown between 21st February 1945 and 24th June 2009 (Appendix 3).
The site lies within an area for which the aerial photographic record was comprehensively studied as part of the
South-east Warwickshire and Cotswolds Higher Stewardship Target Area project to record LiDAR and air
photographs completed in 2013 and incorporated into the HER, as noted above. This showed nothing within the
proposal site. A search on the Historic England Archive’s database of aerial photographs showed no new
photographs have been taken since this survey. No photographic collections have therefore been consulted

specifically for this study. Available online sources such as Google Earth show no features on historic imagery.

LiDAR

Lidar data tile SP44sw was downloaded from the Environment Agency website (EA 2025) and added to a
Geographical Information System programme, QGIS. The tile gave complete coverage of the site.

Terrain analysis was carried out in QGIS using the ‘hillshade’ function. Virtual shade plot files with a
vertical angle of 15° from the earth’s surface were created at every 45° from azimuth 0° to 315° with vertical
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settings varying from z=1 to z=3 (Fig. 18). Hillshade analysis showed a number of possible field boundaries
(Fig. 19: green) within the proposal site boundary on NNW-SSE alignments, one matching the boundary seen on
all maps prior to the late 20th century. However, nothing else of note was observed. Outside of the proposal site,
additional possible field boundaries (Green) can be seen surrounding the site, as well as agricultural ridge and

furrow (Blue) and a number of likely quarries (Pink) north-west of the proposal site.

Discussion

There are no known heritage assets on the site or in a position to be affected by its development. It remains
therefore to establish if there may be potential for previously unknown heritage assets, that is, below-ground
archaeological remains.

In considering the archaeological potential of the study area, various factors must be taken into account,
including previously recorded archaeological sites, previous land-use and disturbance and future land-use
including the proposed development.

Archaeological investigations in the surrounding area have shown a range of sites and stray finds from the
Neolithic onwards, with sites such as those at Drayton Lodge, immediately south of the proposal site, which
contained finds and features dating from the Neolithic through to the Anglo-Saxon period, with a concentration
of Iron Age and Saxon occupation. Likely Roman sites are also recorded from the air in many places although
not firmly dated. Therefore, the proposal site can be considered to have moderate to high potential for finds and
features dating from the prehistoric (particularly Iron Age) through to Saxon periods, and the size of the site
would increase the chance of remains of almost any period being present simply by chance. LIDAR analysis
shows a possible field boundary on the site that predates available mapping of the area.

Cartographic and documentary evidence show that the proposal site and much of the surrounding area has
never been developed. Agricultural use of the site would be unlikely to have led to much disturbance below
topsoil level, so that any archaeological features that might have ever been present will have the potential to have
survived relatively intact. It may be assumed that works will have the potential to damage or destroy
archaeological remains, if present, in areas of ground reduction, excavations for foundations, basements,
drainage, service trenches, landscaping, etc.

It will be necessary to provide further information about the potential of the site from field observations in
order to draw up a scheme to mitigate the impact of development on any below-ground archaeological deposits if

necessary. This investigation might include both non-invasive (geophysics) and invasive (trenching) elements, a
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combination which has proven effective on nearby sites. Schemes for this evaluation will need to be drawn up
and approved by the archaeological advisers to the District and implemented by a competent archaeological

contractor. It could be implemented by a suitably worded condition applied to any consent gained.
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APPENDIX 1: Historic Environment Records within a 1 km search radius of the development site

No HER Ref

1 MOX2683
EO0X6025
MOX2689
EOX6019
MOX2803
EOX5869

2 EO0X6221
EOX5876
MOX4185
MOX4184
MOX4186
MO0X2408
EOX7479
MOX4228
EOX2277
EO0X2924
EO0X3256
EOX3257
EOX3455
EOX5906
MOX1358
MOX1378
MOX1449
MOX1471

3 EOX6878
MOX2788
EOX6984
EOX7568
MOX2855

4 MOX2705
MOX2845

5 EOX7389
EOX7390
EOX7437
EOX6214
EO0X6963
MOX2700
MOX4187
EOX6159

6 MOX2669
EOX5636
EOX6397
EOX6026
MOX1221
EOX910
EOX906

7 MOX28032

8 MOX2454
MOX2846

9 MOX2844
EOX7383
MOX2844
EOX7377

10 EOX7399
EOX7971

Grid Ref (SP)
4382 4266
4385 4270
4380 4260
4378 4264

4364 4360
4361 4359
4363 4360
4383 4365
4357 4357
4364 4361
4365 4360
437435
4357 4360
43569 43630
43664 43625
4356 4361
4364 4359
43563 43554
43570 43624
43571 43619
43578 43561
43587 43563
43479 43695
4351 4268
4351 4269

4304 4274

4310 4257
4309 4271
4304 4274
4329 4256
4317 4258
4312 4254
4311 4256

4354 4284
4356 4279
437 425
436 424

4183 3149
4310 4426

43454310

4334 4437
4337 4439

Type

Excavation
Evaluation
Geophysical Survey

Evaluation
Excavation

Listed building
Documentary

Park

Watching Brief
Geophysical survey
Building survey

Geophysical survey
Evaluation
Excavation

Geophysical survey
Evaluation
Excavation

Excavation
Evaluation
Geophysical survey
Earthwork
Building

Geophysical Survey
Excavation
Evaluation
Watching brief

Road
Photographic
Geophysical Survey

Evaluation
Geophysical survey
Cartographic

Geophysical survey
Evaluation

Period
Prehistoric
Iron Age
Modern
Medieval

Post Medieval
Undated

Prehistoric
Roman
Medieval
Post-Medieval

Prehistoric
Iron Age
Roman

Post Medieval
Undated

Neolithic
Bronze Age
Iron Age
Roman
Anglo-Saxon
Post Medieval

Neolithic

Iron Age
Roman
Anglo-Saxon
Medieval
Post Medieval
Undated

Bronze Age
Iron Age
Roman
Medieval
Post-medieval
Undated

Roman

Iron Age
Roman
Medieval

Post Medieval

Iron Age
Roman

Post Medieval
Undated

Iron Age
Roman

Comment

Duke's Meadow Drive. A geophysical survey identified
several anomalies including a field system and group of
ring ditches. Evaluation and excavation revealed the
presence of an Iron Age ditch and other features, a
small and large prehistoric ring ditch, a late
medieval/early post-medieval windmill and other linear
features

St Peter's Church, Church Lane. Grade I listed.
Hanwell Castle, Main Street, Country house, now three
dwellings (listed grade II*). Medieval or Post Medieval
Fishponds.  Magnetometry  Survey, evaluation,
excavation and Watching Brief at Hanwell Castle
revealed evidence for a medieval great hall, a possible
Tudor culvert, Victorian ditch and boundary hedge.
Hanwell Castle Park - Described by Plot in 17th
century, including a number of elaborate features.
Building Assessment on Hanwell Castle, South Wing,
recorded a fireplace, a southern extension to the Tudor
Wing. Two Gate piers (listed). Chest Tomb dated 1676
to Mrs Elizabeth Hidd (listed). Four 17th century
headstones (listed). Five Chest Tombs (listed). No 6
Main Street - 2 cottages, now 1 house. Datestone 1749
(listed).

Land at Broken Furrow, magnetometer survey
identified late Prehistoric to Roman enclosures and
ridge and furrow ploughing. Evaluation and Excavation
revealed intense activity during the early to mid-1st
century AD including ditches, enclosures, a droveway,
pits and postholes, along with post-medieval pit and
undated features.

Evaluation confirmed features found in geophysical
survey. Large multiple ditch enclosure of possible
defensive function. Neolithic, Roman, Anglo-Saxon
pottery found. Also Bronze Age and Iron Age
roundhouses. Excavation revealed post-medieval
ditches and a post alignment which corresponds to a
boundary on historic map.

Drayton Lodge Farm geophysical anomalies consistent
with multi-period features. Evaluation confirmed the
presence of Iron Age to Roman features such as
roundhouses, pit clusters, rectilinear field systems and
enclosures. Evidence at the site dates from roughly the
Neolithic period to the Anglo Saxon, with the bulk and
most significant evidence dating to the Anglo-Saxon
period. Post Medieval Fishpond. Drayton Lodge, a late
18th-century house.-

Hanwell Fields gradiometer survey suggested multi-
period linear, curvilinear (Bronze Age ring ditch) and
circular features. Trial trenches largely confirmed ridge
and furrow sealed most trenches and most features
were undated; mostly Post Medieval artefacts.

Roman Road from Wootton to Hanwell

Aerial photograph and geophysical survey confirmed
features of a possible Iron Age or Roman settlement.
Medieval to Post-Medieval features include field
boundaries and other features. Evaluation results
correlated with the geophysical survey

Land east of Warwick Road, geophysical survey
revealed anomalies likely to indicate settlement.
Evaluation trenches contained archaeological features
which suggested Iron Age/ Roman agricultural
enclosure systems. A linear anomaly is likely a former
field boundary on OS Map dated 1888-1913.
Geophysical Survey at Hanwell Solar Farm revealed a
large Iron Age to Roman settlement: a farmstead linked
by trackways, rectilinear and circular enclosures,
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No HER Ref Grid Ref (SP) Type Period Comment
boundary ditches. Evaluation confirmed 2nd-4th
centuries AD a trackway, enclosures and burials.

11 MOX4170 42854372 Documentary Roman Remains recorded in early 19th century (or earlier?) of
a villa and other buildings covering some 10 acres in 2
fields called 'the Town Grounds";

12 MOX4174 4257 4347 Findspot Roman Roman Silver Coin hoard and pot

13 MOX4831 4750 3222 Road Roman Prehistoric track and Roman road (Portway) Margary
161a

14 MOX28030 4355 4354 Findspot Roman Roman coin found in the 19th century.

15 MOX2803 4351 4346 Photographic Medieval Possible medieval or post-medieval shrunken village

Post-medieval visible as earthworks on aerial photographs
16 MOX4161 42334324 Documentary Medieval Site of Moor Mill — no standing structures remaining
17 MOX4224 4290 4215 Earthwork Medieval Site of possible watermill, dog-leg in canalized stream,
MOX4225 4294 4223 Post-medieval footpath on a prominent dam, traces of a pond above
Undated Undated Lynchet (S of Drayton Lodge)
18 MOX2454 4217 4319 Photographic Medieval Probable medieval or post-medieval hollow way visible
Post-medieval as an earthwork on aerial photographs
19 MOX2454 42334334 Photographic Medieval Medieval or post-medieval building platform and
Post-medieval boundary bank visible on aerial photographs
20 MOX2803 4344 4383 Photographic Medieval Probable Medieval to Post-Medieval Settlement visible
MOX1474 43505 43788 Building Post-medieval as earthworks on aerial photographs. Heath Farmhouse,
Main Steet 17%century with 18%and 20%century
alterations, locally listed.
21 MOX2452 427 422 Documentary Post Medieval Wroxton and Banbury Mineral Railway opened in
Photographic 1880 and closed in 1980; associated ironstone pit

22 MOX27122 4240 4254 Railway Post Medieval Dismantled Railway (Branch of GWR from Wroxton
to Banbury)

25 MOX2455 4281 4418 Photographic Post Medieval Post-medieval or 20"century quarry visible on aerial

Modern photographs.
23 MOX2455 4372 4321 Photographic Post Medieval Pair of post-medieval or 20"century quarries visible on
Modern aerial photographs
24 MOX2803 4297 4197 Photographic Post Medieval Post-medieval to 20th century quarries visible on aerial
Modern photographs
25 MOX2849 4338 4231 Evaluation Post Medieval Evaluation on Land off Warwick Road revealed field
EOX7449 boundaries of probably post-medieval date and also a
truncated ditch or holloway
26 MOX2467 42078 42910 Photographic Modern WWII Heavy Anti-Aircraft battery
Documentary

Listed Buildings Grade II unless stated.
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APPENDIX 2: Historic and modern maps consulted

1574 Saxton’s map of Oxfordshire (Fig. 3)

1611 Speed’s map of Oxfordshire (Fig. 4)

1677 Plot’s map of Oxfordshire (Fig. 5)

1695 Morden’s map of Oxfordshire (Fig. 6)

1715 Van der Aa’s map of Oxfordshire (Fig. 7)
1733 Seller’s map of Oxfordshire (Fig. 8)

1750 Kitchen’s map of Oxfordshire (Fig. 9)

1797 Davis’s map of Oxfordshire (Fig. 10)

1811 Preliminary Ordnance Survey map (Fig. 11)
1824 Bryant’s map of Oxfordshire (Not illustrated)
1881 Ordnance Survey First Edition (Fig. 12)

1892 Ordnance Survey Second Edition (Not illustrated)
1899 Ordnance Survey Third Edition (Fig. 13)
1900 Ordnance Survey (Not illustrated)

1920 Ordnance Survey (Fig. 14)

1923 Ordnance Survey (Not illustrated)

1938 Ordnance Survey (Fig. 15)

1955 Ordnance Survey (Not illustrated)

1968 Ordnance Survey (Fig. 16)

1980 Ordnance Survey (Not illustrated)

1994 Ordnance Survey (Fig. 17)

2001 Ordnance Survey (Not illustrated)

2010 Ordnance Survey (Not illustrated)

2022 Ordnance Survey (Not illustrated)

2025 Ordnance Survey — Explorer digital edition at 1:25,000 (Fig. 1)
2025 Proposal Site Location Plan (Fig. 2)
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APPENDIX 3: Aerial Photographs (not consulted)

Vertical

No Sortie number

1 RAF/106G/UK/1345

2 RAF/106G/UK/1345

3 RAF/CPE/UK/1960

4 RAF/CPE/UK/1994

5 RAF/541/143

6 RAF/541/143

7 FSL/6125

8 RAF/82/1006

9 RAF/542/16

10 RAF/58/1567

11 RAF/58/1567

12 RAF/58/1567

13 RAF/106G/UK/1361

14 RAF/106G/UK/1361

15 RAF/106G/UK/1361

16 MAL/65037

17 RAF/8/0TU/D1600/HAV
18 RAF/8/0TU/D1600/HAV
19 RAF/8/0TU/D1600/HAV
20 RAF/8/0TU/D1600/HAV
21 0S/70311

22 0S/68233

23 0S/68233

24 0S/89392

25 0S/89392

26 08/90215

27 0S/93289B

28 0S/93289B

29 0S/93291

30 0S/89081

31 0S/98112

32 0S/98126

33 0S/98126

34 0S/98126

35 0S/04979

36 0S/09044

Frame number
5203
5204
3085
1014
3031
3032
24027
274
105
89
57
58
3336
4295
4296
114
6003
6004
6012
6013
229
168
190
16
17
11
203
204
95
169
73
140
141
142
575
59

Grid ref (SP)

427 436
434 435
431 437
429 435
430 437
424 435
429 429
419 426
429 426
430433
432 425
426 425
431425
433 427
426 427
430 434
432 427
425 428
432 430
425 432
425 429
425 429
436 427
430 426
431432
425431
431 434
431 426
434 429
434 428
424 430
434 434
434 429
434 424
430 427
429 425
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Date

01 APR 1946
01 APR 1946
09 APR 1947
13 APR 1947
24 AUG 1948
24 AUG 1948
1961

31 AUG 1954
27 AUG 1954
21 SEP 1954
21 SEP 1954
21 SEP 1954
03 APR 1946
03 APR 1946
03 APR 1946
05 MAY 1965
21 FEB 1945
21 FEB 1945
21 FEB 1945
21 FEB 1945
07 SEP 1970
01 JUL 1968
01 JUL 1968
20 JUL 1989
20 JUL 1989
25 JUL 1990
13 AUG 1993
13 AUG 1993
14 AUG 1993
16 APR 1989
25 JUL 1998
05 AUG 1998
05 AUG 1998
05 AUG 1998
23 APR 2004
24 JUN 2009

Comment
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Figure 4. Speed's map of Oxfordshire, 1611.
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Figure 5. Plot's map of Oxfordshire, 1677.
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Figure 6. Morden's map of Oxfordshire, 1695.
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Figure 7. Van der Aa's map of Oxfordshire, 1715.
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Figure 8. Seller's map of Oxfordshire, 1733.
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Figure 9. Kitchen's map of Oxfordshire, 1750.
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Figure 10. Davis's map of Oxfordshire, 1797.
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Figure 11. Preliminary Ordnance Survey map, 1811.
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Figure 12. First Edition Ordnance Survey map, 1881.
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Figure 13. Second Edition Ordnance Survey map, 1899.
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Figure 14. Ordnance Survey map, 1920.
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Figure 15. Ordnance Survey map, 1938.




" o |
. ROMAN BUILDING)
: o =S | (Site of) Allotment
« | G aridens

4T

£n Y

el

*

1

JsMuor Mill

{ Dhissest| |

- b X
o || Spring

.5 ~
Ve N,

‘i" Spring

Dhrayton <7<
| Lodgos

I

M7 Aldotmeits | Y

.bur_k a"mxé 5 School 1
=y e |

g AR A \/ g}{ﬂ? -

\ @ o 1 3 oy R
v | by @ :11 B V \ éﬂ Q‘;ayton
& st A ela Vel ¥ P LT

Land West of Warwick Road, Banbury, Oxfordshire
Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

Figure 16. Ordnance Survey map, 1968.

WBO 25/

THAMES VALLEY

ARCHAEQLOCICAL

S E R V




ranwen

Land West of Warwick Road, Banbury, Oxfordshire
Archaeological Desk-based Assessment

Figure 17. Ordnance Survey map, 1994.
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Figure 18. Lidar DTM, multi-direction hillshade
visualisation. Azimuths 0°, 45° and 90°, vertical angle 15°.
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Figure 19. Lidar Interpretation.
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Plate 1. Proposal site from the north-east corner,
looking south-west.

.

Plate 2. Proposal site from the north-west corner

looking south-east.

Plate 3. Proposal site from the south-west corner
looking north-east.
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Plate 4. Proposal site from the south-easr corner

looking north-west.
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Plates 1 - 4.
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TIME CHART
Calendar Years
Modern AD 1901
Victorian AD 1837
Post Medieval AD 1500
Medieval AD 1066
Saxon AD 410
Roman AD 43
AD 1/1 BC
Iron Age: Late 100 BC
Iron Age: Middle 400 BC
Iron Age: Early 750 BC
Bronze Age: Late 1300 BC
Bronze Age: Middle 1700 BC
Bronze Age: Early 2100 BC
Neolithic: Late | ... 3300 BC
Neolithic: Barly 4300 BC
Mesolithic: Late ... . 6000 BC
Mesolithic: Early ... 10000 BC
Palaeolithic: Upper ... 30000 BC
Palaeolithic: Middle .........cooooiiiiiiiiii 70000 BC
Palaeolithic: LOWer ... 2,000,000 BC
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Thames Valley Archaeological Services Ltd,
47-49 De Beauvoir Road,
Reading RG1 SNR

Tel: 0118 9260552
Email: tvas@tvas.co.uk
Web: www.tvas.co.uk

Offices in:
Brighton, Taunton, Stoke-on-Trent, Wellingborough
and Ennis (Ireland)




