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Introduction 
This section reports the findings of an archaeological and cultural heritage constraints review of three Relief 
Road route options at Arborfield Cross, south of Wokingham (see Figure B-1). The first option, Option A 
commences from Eversley Road, just south of Harts Close and runs northwest to join Swallowfield Road, just 
west of Chamberlain’s Farm. It then continues north to join the A327 Reading Road, approximately 240m east 
of Walden Avenue. In addition to Option A there is an alternative northern ending, Option A1, which extends 
from the point Option A crosses Swallowfield Road, skirting the western edge of Aborfield Cross. 

Option B, follows a similar though more southerly route, commencing at Eversley Road / Langley Common 
Road roundabout, running northwest through Arborfield Court to join Swallowfield Road at Greensward Lane. 
The route then follows Greensward Lane north to join the A327 Reading Road. In addition to Option B there is 
an alternative northern ending, Option B1, which extends from the southern extent of Pound Copse on 
Greensward Lane and joins Reading Road to the west of Bridge Farm.  

Option C, is the longest route, again commencing at Eversley Road, just west of Sheerlands Road and running 
northwest past Parson’s Farm and through sections of Great Copse to join Swallowfield Road (approximately 
460m east of Nutler’s Lane). The route then continues north, crossing the River Loddon to join Arborfield Road, 
just south of Shinfield. 

Given the relative proximity of the Options to each other, and particularly Options A, B, and Options A1 and B1, 
they share some of the same baseline. Where the baseline is the same for all Options, they are herein 
collectively termed ‘the Site’. Where there are differences, they will be referred to as Option A / Option A1, 
Option B / Option B1 and Option C, respectively.  

The technical note has been prepared based on: 

 A desk based review of existing information relating to the Historic Environment, available in the public 
domain; 

 A review of available background historic environment research pertinent to providing a basis of 
appreciating the importance of the Historic Environment Record (HER) data; and 

 A review of the current legislative and planning policy regime pertinent in determining the protections and 
interest in particular asset types. 

The desk based review of existing information including aerial photographs and ordnance survey maps was 
undertaken in order to determine existing historic landscape features, historic landscape character, and 
potentially sensitive archaeological or built heritage receptors within or surrounding the Site.   

The study area for the purposes of this assessment has been generally defined as a 1 km radius from the 
centre of the Site for statutory designated site searches, and 500 m radius search area for listed buildings (due 
to their more contained setting). 

The report is broadly based on the methodology for site assessment found in the following best practice 
guidance documents: 

 Institute for Archaeologists (IfA) Standards and Guidance for Desk Based Assessment 2012; 

 IfA Standards and guidance for Archaeological Advice 2012; 

 English Heritage The Setting of Heritage Assets (2011); and  

 English Heritage Seeing the History in the View: A method for assessing heritage significance within views 
(2011) 
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Desk Study 

Potential Change to Historic Environment Assets 
Consideration of historic environment assets encompasses both direct impact (in terms of loss or truncation of 
assets) as well as in-direct impact (in terms of change to the setting of assets). The definition of the significance 
of impact is largely down to professional judgement given that a small disturbance of a highly important historic 
asset (such as a Scheduled Ancient Monument (SAM) or Grade I Listed Building) may result in a significant 
impact, and conversely a large impact upon a historic asset of low importance could be considered an impact of 
low order. 

The below table (Table 1: Risk Matrix) illustrates the decision making process which would be applied upon 
detailed consideration of a particular historic environment asset. Under prevailing planning policy at a national 
level, the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), the ‘red’ and ‘amber’ sectors would require some level 
of technical support in the form of appropriate cultural heritage mitigation. 

Table 2 defines the criteria used to determine the magnitude of change assets are potentially subjected to. 

Developments which would significantly impact upon an asset of national importance would be highly unlikely 
to receive planning approval even with support. As the scale moves down the grading criteria, planning 
permission will become increasingly likely with reduced levels of historic environment technical support. 

Table 1: Risk Matrix 

Asset 
Importance 

Magnitude 
of Change 

Major Medium Minor Negligible  

High (National): 

Includes Scheduled 
Ancient Monuments, 
Grade I Listed Buildings, 
Grade II* Listed Buildings 
Grade II Listed Buildings 

Development 
highly unlikely to 
be achieved 

Development 
unlikely to be 
achieved without 
substantial 
mitigation 

Development could 
proceed with 
sufficient mitigation 

Minimal/no 
mitigation 
required 

Medium (Regional): 

Includes Areas of 
Archaeological 
Importance, Conservation 
Areas, Registered Parks 
and Gardens, non - 
designated sites of 
moderate importance  

Development 
unlikely to be 
achieved without 
substantial 
mitigation 

Development 
could proceed 
with sufficient 
mitigation 

Development could 
proceed with low level 
mitigation 

Minimal/no 
mitigation 
required 

Low (Local): 

Includes Locally Listed 
structures, non - 
designated sites of low 
importance 

Development 
could proceed 
with sufficient 
mitigation 

Development 
could proceed 
with low level 
mitigation 

Development could 
proceed with low level 
mitigation 

Minimal/no 
mitigation 
required 

Negligible Minimal/no 
mitigation required 

Minimal/no 
mitigation required 

Minimal/no mitigation 
required 

Minimal/no 
mitigation 
required 

 
Table 2: Criteria Used to Determine Magnitude of Change  
Scale Magnitude of Change 

High Highly significant loss of archaeological material (>60% by area) or loss of specific areas of material 
which contribute directly to the understanding of the asset concerned; or Circumstance within which 
it is not possible to determine the precise level of change in this way. Significant change to or loss of 
character of a built heritage asset (or change/loss of any scale which severely affects the 
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Scale Magnitude of Change 

character). This can be both direct and indirect. 

Medium Moderate loss of archaeological material (>40% by area) or loss of small specific areas of material 
which contribute to the understanding of the asset concerned. 

Change to or loss of character of a built heritage asset (or change/loss of any scale which affects 
the character to the extent to which the contribution of the area is reduced). This can be both direct 
and indirect. 

Low Loss of archaeological material (>10% by area).  

Change to or loss of character of a built heritage asset from an indirect source. 

Negligible No change. 

 
Known Historic Environment Baseline 
During the medieval period the area that is now known as Arborfield is believed to have formed part of the 
manor of Sonning, held by the Bishop of Salisbury and comprised of the manor of Arborfield, formally located to 
the southwest of Hall Farm, near the ruins of St. Bartholomew’s Church. It is not until the 13th century when 
Arborfield is granted subinfeudation from the manor of Sonning and Gilbert Bullock is recorded as holding the 
Lordship of Arborfield (Ditchfield & Page 1923). In 1589 after several generations of Bullocks as Lords, 
Arborfield and the associated farm at Barkham was sold to Edmund Standen and in 1603 the Jacobean Manor 
House of Arborfield was built by Edward Standen. By the mid-18th century the manor house had been sold to 
the Reeves family and subsequently changed hands several times until the manor house was demolished in 
the 1950s. 

Located near the site of the manor house stood the Saxon period church that was originally a chapel of 
Sonning, In about 1220, records show that the chapel was described as ’wooden chapel of Edburgefeld’ 
dedicated to St. Bartholomew and was in a rather ruinous state with the churchyard over-run with cattle. It 
wasn’t until 1252 when the church was rebuilt of chalk and flint with a wooden tower at the western end. This 
tower contained 5 of the bells that are currently used in the current St. Bartholomew’s Church. By 1862 the 
church had fallen into disrepair and it was decided that a new church should be built closer to the settlement of 
Aborfield Cross. Some of the building material including a stained glass window was taken from the old church 
and incorporated into the new church and in the 1930’s several of the monuments were also relocated 
(Ditchfield & Page 1923). 

The Berkshire Historic Environment Record (BHER) provides additional information in relation to specific 
historic environment assets which are along or in close proximity to the potential route options . This enables an 
informed judgement as to what assets might be subject to change. 

Listed Buildings 
Although none of the proposed routes will directly impact upon any listed buildings, their significance is 
contributed to by their setting. According to English Heritage’s Conservation Principles, Policies and Guidance 
(2008) new development should, ‘aspire to a quality of design and execution which may be valued both now 
and in the future. This neither implies nor precludes working in traditional or new ways, but should respect the 
significance of a place in its setting’. 

There are two Listed Buildings located within 100m of the centre line of Option A and A1 (, see Figure B-1, 
Table 3). There are no Listed Buildings within 100m of Option B, Option B1 or Option C. All concerned Listed 
Buildings are Grade II.  
Table 3: Listed buildings within 100 m of Option A and Option A1 



 

 

 

Arborfield Relief Road Route Options Appraisal – 
Archaeology and Cultural Heritage Technical 
Note 

  

  4  

Name  Address Grade Distance from Route 
Yew Tree Cottage Swallowfield Road II 41m to SW of Option A 
Chamberlains Farmhouse Swallowfield Road II 96m to NE of Option 

A/A1 

Conservation Areas 
There are no conservation areas located within the 100m study areas of Option A, Option A1, Option B, Option 
B1 and Option C, however there is one conservation area located 130m to the east of Option A1: 

 Arborfield Cross Conservation Area. 

Registered Parks and Gardens 
There are no Registered Parks or Gardens located within the 100m study areas of Options A, Option A1, 
Option B, Option B1 and Option C. However there are two located within 1km of Option C as follows: 

 Farley Hall Registered Park or Garden, Grade II, lying approximately 665m to the southwest of Option C; 
and 

 Swallowfield Park Registered Park or Garden, Grade II, lying approximately 8100m to the southwest of 
Option C. 

Scheduled Monuments 
There are no Scheduled Monuments (SAMs) located within the 100m study areas of Option A, Option A1, 
Option B, and Option B1. There is one SAM located within the 100m study area of Option C as outlined below: 

 Moated site at Kenney's Farm, located approximately 25m to the west of Option C.  
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Summary of Historic Environment Constraints 
Construction Phase 
The construction activities involved as part of the proposed improvements have the potential to disturb buried 
soil horizons within which archaeological assets might survive. Based on the results of the review of baseline 
evidence, the typical sources of effects (in the absence of mitigation) upon the main classes of archaeological 
assets can be characterised as follows in Table 4. 

Table 4: Archaeological Effect Summary 

Asset Type Location/Scale Main Period Main Impacting 
Construction Process 

Surface/Near 
surface remains 

undetermined/ 
localised 

Potential for Prehistoric onwards, 
focus on Medieval and Post 
Medieval. 

All construction activities for all 
route options. 

Buried remains.  undetermined/ 
localised 

Potential for Prehistoric onwards, 
focus on Medieval and Post 
Medieval. 

All construction activities for all 
route options. 

Artefacts/ecofacts. undetermined/ 
localised 

Potential for Prehistoric onwards, 
focus on Medieval and Post 
Medieval. 

All construction activities for all 
route options. 

 

During construction, potential effects on above ground heritage assets are likely to comprise negative 
temporary impacts on the settings of assets. The impacts on setting are likely to be partly ameliorated by the 
current shielding effects of the street trees, vegetation and parks within the immediate environs. 

The period and scale of these effects are outlined in Table 5 below. 

Table 5: Archaeological and Built Heritage: Period and Scale of Effect 

Option Potential Receptor Key Sensitivity Variation of 
contribution 

Outcome 

Option A & 
Option A1 

Yew Tree Cottage Change of setting Introduction of new road 
scheme  

Reduction of 
setting horizon 
from current 

Option A & 
Option A1 

Chamberlains 
Farmhouse 

Change of setting Introduction of new road 
scheme 

Reduction of 
setting horizon 
from current 

Option B & 
Option B1 

No archaeological or 
built heritage assets 
fall within the study 
area 

NA NA NA 

Option C Moated site at 
Kenney's Farm 

Change of setting Introduction of new road 
scheme 

Reduction of 
setting horizon 
from current 

 

With respect to buried archaeological deposits, it is considered that the proposed improvements have limited 
potential to result in the impact and loss of archaeological assets due to the extent of development of 
infrastructure. 
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These are not considered, at present, to be of over-riding importance to result in the need to substantially alter 
the principle construction.  

A suitable programme of investigation and mitigation (as defined by the NPPF) is considered sufficient to allow 
the works to proceed. 

Operational Phase  
It is anticipated that the proposed improvements will improve the traffic management system in the wider 
Arborfield area and this will subsequently have beneficial effects on the built heritage assets within the area. 
However, in future the roads within the area are likely to see an increase in traffic generated by future proposed 
developments in the area. 

Operational effects: 

 Sections of road widening may resulting in change to the setting of nearby assets; and 

 Existing road section experiencing an increase in traffic in the future. 

It is considered that the Listed Buildings and SAM which would be subject to change in relation to the works 
could be mitigated against through the replanting of lost vegetation or trees and therefore would not be 
influenced by the predicted increase in future traffic within the area. However it must be taken into 
consideration that the introduction of new screening such as vegetation can in itself affect the setting of nearby 
assets. 

Recommendations 
The following recommendations are provided for consideration which may help to reduce the magnitude of any 
adverse effects on cultural heritage receptors:  

 A suitable programme of investigation and mitigation (as defined by the NPPF) is considered sufficient to 
allow the works to proceed. 

 The built heritage assets are not considered to be in locations whereby the existing setting would be 
permanently harmed by construction processes. Typically, construction can proceed through measured and 
proportionate controls on traffic routes. 

It is unlikely that the following receptors will be significantly affected by any of the options: 

 Arborfield Park Conservation Area; and 

 Setting of listed buildings over 500m from the Site.  

Other designated areas over 1km from the Site are unlikely to be significantly impacted upon by any of the 
route options due to intervening built form, topography; vegetation and distance from the Site.  

As the wider landscape is generally gently undulating with good tree cover, the routes of the Options are not 
likely to be very visible from heritage assets in the wider landscape, being generally well screened with 
hedgerows and trees. Due to its proximity, there will potentially be views of Option C from the Site of the SAM 
(moated site at Kenny’s Farm), located 65m to the southwest. 
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