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Executive Summary 

Portsmouth Water has commissioned Atkins Ltd (Atkins), a member of the SNC Lavalin Group, to 
produce a heritage assessment for proposed improvements at Farlington Water Treatment Works 
(WTW). The following works are proposed at Farlington WTW: 

• A new building to provide Dissolved Air Flotation (DAF) treatment plant for HTR water only, 
complete with pH correction and coagulant chemical dosing facilities; 

• Replacement of the media in the existing Farlington rapid gravity filters with Granulated 
Activated Carbon (GAC) media1, and associated refurbishment / plant upgrade works; 

• Sludge holding tank, adjacent to the proposed building;  

• Vehicle access from Gillman Road to a service/delivery yard adjacent to the proposed 
building to empty the sludge tank and to allow direct access to the floor level of the building; 

• Potential above-ground water pipeline from the existing site inlet overflow into an 
underground reservoir to the south of the proposed building;  

• Underground water pipelines, chambers and connections between the new treatment 
building and existing treatment facilities; and 

• Temporary contractors’ compound, parking area and a construction materials storage area 
within the WTW site. 

 
It is proposed that the new DAF plant and chemical dosing and storage assets are housed in a new 
building on the existing Farlington WTW site in order to assimilate with the existing treatment assets 
on site. The proposed location for the construction of the building is within an existing concrete basin 
(the former Slow Sand Filter (SSF) basin). 

The assessment found that there are no designated heritage assets within the Scheme. There are no 
World Heritage Sites, Registered Parks and Gardens or Registered Battlefields in the 500m Study 
Area. In the Study Area, there are nine designated heritage assets, these comprise Fort Purbrook, 
which is a Scheduled Monument (1001824) and Grade II* Listed Building (1387127), and a further 
eight Grade II listed buildings. There is moderate potential for archaeological remains associated with 
the Iron Age period, however archaeological remains in the location of the proposed building have 
most likely been severely truncated by subsequent redevelopment in the 20th century and therefore 
there is considered to be low survival potential. 

The proposals will not affect how the wider historic landscape is understood or appreciated, or the 
specific industrial and military assets, which are defined within the landscape. In relation to the setting 
of Fort Purbrook, setting is not only formed by visual relationships but also other factors such as 
historical associations. Although the proposed building would be a new element within the view from 
the Scheduled Monument, the existing 20th century development added considerably to the street 
scene and visual relationship of the fort to its surroundings, and the new building would be embedded 
within these 20th century elements both visually and spatially. 

It is therefore considered that there will not be  loss of the significance to any of the heritage assets 
identified. This equates to minimal (considerably less than substantial) harm. No further mitigation is 
therefore recommended. 

 

  

 
1 GAC media is a black grainy sand-like substance. Pesticides and organic compounds bind to its surface so are removed 

from the onward flowing water. 
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1. Introduction 

1.1. Origins and Proposals 
Portsmouth Water has commissioned Atkins Ltd (Atkins), a member of the SNC Lavalin Group, to 
produce a heritage assessment for the proposed improvements at Farlington WTW. The proposed 
improvements at Farlington WTW are required to improve the efficient treatment of water supplies 
and to support the operation of the proposed Havant Thicket Reservoir and associated pipeline, which 
will be located to the east of the A3(M) within Havant Borough and East Hampshire District. 

It is proposed that the new DAF plant and chemical dosing and storage facilities are housed in a new 
building on the existing Farlington WTW site in order to assimilate with the existing treatment assets 
on site. The proposed location for the construction of the building is within an existing concrete basin 
(the former SSF basin).  

1.2. Aims and Objectives 
The purpose of this heritage assessment is to determine the significance of any heritage assets 
affected by the development (henceforth the “Scheme”) and assess the impact of the Scheme on this 
significance. The objectives of this report are to: 

• Identify the presence of known heritage assets, both designated and non-designated, and identify 
the potential for unknown archaeological remains that may be impacted by the Scheme; 

• Assess the significance of any assets identified; 

• Assess the likely impact on the significance of identified heritage assets from the Scheme; and 

• Provide recommendations for an appropriate mitigation strategy, where appropriate, aimed at 
avoiding or reducing the impact of the Scheme upon the significance of heritage assets. 

1.3. Limitations 
A site visit was planned, however due to the COVID-19 outbreak, all non-essential travel was banned, 
and social distancing was enforced. Consequently, this assessment has been undertaken through 
desk-based research only.  

1.4. Methodology-Study Area and Sources 
In order to assess the significance of heritage assets, the Scheme was placed into its archaeological 

and historic context, through collecting data within a 500m study area. The principal source in this 

case is the Hampshire Historic Environment Record (HER), which provides information on non-

designated heritage assets (monuments), and previous archaeological investigations (events).  

Information on statutorily designated assets was obtained from the National Heritage List for England 

(NHLE) digital dataset. The local authority website was consulted to identify any conservation areas. 

The following additional sources were also examined: 

• British Geological Survey (BGS): Online digital solid and superficial geological data and historic 
borehole records  

• Documentary sources: Published histories, site reports, and monographs  

• Online resources: Web-published material, including local planning authority planning policies, 
aerial photography. 

The locations of known heritage assets within the study area are shown in the figures in Appendix B. 
All distances quoted will be to the nearest 5 metres. 
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1.5. Assessing Significance and Potential 

1.5.1. Assessing significance 
The significance of a heritage asset lies in its value to current and future generations due to its 
heritage interest, be it archaeological, architectural, artistic, or historic. The determination of the 
significance of an asset, whether it is designated or non-designated, is based on one or more of its 
values as outlined in Historic England’s Conservation Principles, policies and guidance2. The four 
principal values are: 
 

• Evidential value: the potential of the physical remains to yield evidence of past human activity. 
This might take into account date; rarity; state of preservation; diversity/complexity; contribution 
to published priorities; supporting documentation; collective value and comparative potential; 

• Aesthetic value: this derives from the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual 
stimulation from the heritage asset, taking into account what other people have said or written; 

• Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be connected 
through a heritage asset to the present, such a connection often being illustrative or associative; 
and 

• Communal value: this derives from the meanings of a heritage asset for the people who know 
about it, or for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory; communal values are 
closely bound up with historical, particularly associative, and aesthetic values, along with 
educational, social or economic values. 

Where known heritage assets are identified, the heritage significance of such assets is partly 
determined by reference to existing designations where available and partly through professional 
judgement. For previously unidentified sites where no designation has been assigned, an estimate 
has been made of the likely historic, artistic or archaeological importance of that resource based on 
professional knowledge and judgement. Examples of the significance of designated and non-
designated assets are outlined in Table 1 below. 

Table 1-1 - Assessing the Significance of Heritage Assets  

Significance Description Example 

Very High Internationally important or 
significant heritage assets. 

World Heritage Sites, or buildings 
recognised as being of international 
importance. 

High Nationally important heritage 
assets generally recognised 
through designation as being of 
exceptional interest and value. 

Grade I and II* Listed Buildings, Grade I 
and II* Registered Parks and Gardens, 
Scheduled Monuments, Protected Wreck 
Sites, Registered Historic Battlefields, 
Conservation Areas with notable 
concentrations of heritage assets and 
non-designated assets of national or 
international importance. 

Medium Nationally or regionally important 
heritage assets recognised as 
being of special interest, generally 
designated. 

Grade II Listed Buildings, Grade II 
Registered Parks and Gardens, 
Conservation Areas and non-designated 
assets of regional or national importance, 
including archaeological remains, which 
relate to regional research objectives or 
can provide important information relating 
to particular historic events or trends that 
are of importance to the region. 

 
2 English Heritage, 2008 Conservation principles, policies and guidance (Swindon: Historic England) 
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Significance Description Example 

Low Assets that are of interest at a 
local level primarily for the 
contribution to the local historic 
environment. 

Non-designated heritage assets such as 
locally Listed Buildings, non-designated 
archaeological sites, non-designated 
historic parks and gardens etc. Can also 
include degraded designated assets that 
no longer warrant designation. 

Negligible Elements of the historic 
environment which are of 
insufficient significance to merit 
consideration in planning 
decisions and hence be classed 
as heritage assets. 

Non-designated features with very limited 
or no historic interest. Can also include 
highly degraded designated assets that 
no longer warrant designation. 

Unknown The importance of an asset has not been ascertained. 

 
Adjustments to the classification are occasionally made, where appropriate; for some types of finds 
or sites where there is no consistent value and the importance may vary from local to national. Levels 
of importance for any such areas are generally assigned on an individual basis, based on professional 
judgement and advice. 

1.5.2. Assessing Buried Archaeological Potential 
Buried archaeological evidence is often an unknown quantity which can be difficult to fully identify 
during a desk-based assessment. The assessed potential is based on available evidence, but the 
physical nature and extent of any archaeological resource surviving within the Scheme cannot be 
confirmed without detailed information on the below ground deposits and/or results of on-site 
fieldwork, typically through non-intrusive (e.g. geophysical, LiDAR), and intrusive (archaeological, 
geoarchaeological evaluation) survey. 
A site’s archaeological potential is identified using professional judgement and knowledge. A site’s 
baseline potential is compared to the level of existing impact upon it, from modern and historic 
developments. The potential for surviving archaeological evidence of past activity within the Scheme 
boundary is expressed in the report as being: 
 

• High: The available evidence suggests a high likelihood for past activity within the Scheme 
boundary and a strong potential for archaeological evidence to survive intact or reasonably 
intact;  

• Medium: The available evidence suggests a reasonable likelihood for past activity within the 
Scheme and consequently there is a potential that archaeological evidence could survive;  

• Low: The available evidence suggests archaeological evidence of activity is unlikely to 
survive within the Scheme, although some minor land-use may have occurred; and  

• Uncertain: Insufficient information to assess. 

1.5.3. Setting 
All heritage assets, both designated and non-designated have a setting. The setting of a heritage 
asset is more than its curtilage, it encompasses the wider environment in which the asset is 
experienced. Historic England’s guidelines on the setting of heritage assets3 states that a thorough 
assessment of setting needs to be considered that is proportionate to the significance of the heritage 
asset under consideration. The setting of a heritage asset does not just include views to or from the 
asset, but also wider views and spatial relationships, as well as elements external to the asset that 
contribute to significance, such as noise, dust, and vibration etc. 

 

 
3 Historic England, 2017, The setting of heritage assets. Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 
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2. Relevant Legislation, Policy & 
Guidance  

2.1. Legislation 

2.1.1. Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 
Under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended), the Secretary of 
State (Department of Digital, Culture, Media and Sport - DDCMS) can schedule any site which 
appears to be of national importance because of its historic, architectural, traditional, artistic or 
archaeological interest.  It is a criminal offence to damage a scheduled monument. Additional controls 
are placed upon works affecting scheduled monuments and areas of archaeological importance 
under the Act. The consent of the Secretary of State (DCMS), as advised by Historic England, is 
required for certain works affecting Scheduled Monuments. The Act also makes provision for 
designating Archaeological Priority Areas. These areas are not a heritage asset designation, but 
denote areas where archaeology is likely to be present. 

2.1.2. Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 
In England, under Section 1 of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990, the 
Secretary of State is required to compile lists of buildings of special architectural or historic interest, 
on advice from Historic England. Works affecting Listed Buildings are subject to additional planning 
controls. Under the Act, planning authorities are instructed to have special regard to the desirability 
of preserving a Listed Building, its setting, or any features of special architectural or historic interest 
which it possesses (Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act s.66(1)). Designation as 
a Listed Building confers additional controls over demolition, alteration and extension through the 
requirement for Listed Building Consent to be obtained before undertaking works under such 
circumstances. The Act also covers the designation and control of works in conservation areas. 

2.2. National Policy 
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), published in March 2012 and updated in February 
2019, provides the Government’s national planning policy on the conservation of the historic 
environment, supported by Planning Practice Guidance 2014 (see below). This report aims to address 
relevant policy within the NPPF in Section 16 ‘Conserving and enhancing the historic environment’ 
and includes an assessment of significance of the heritage assets and their setting that may be 
affected by the proposed works, in compliance with paragraphs 189-202. The following paragraphs, 
as set out in the NPPF, include key provisions considered to be of particular importance in relation to 
this desk-based assessment: 

Paragraph 185 – Plans should set out a positive strategy for the conservation and enjoyment of the 
historic environment, including heritage assets most at risk through neglect, decay or other threats. 
This strategy should take into account:  

a) the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets, and putting them 
to viable uses consistent with their conservation;  

b) the wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits that conservation of the historic 
environment can bring;  

c) the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character and 
distinctiveness; and 

 d) opportunities to draw on the contribution made by the historic environment to the character of a 
place. 

Paragraph 192 – In determining 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 
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c) the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character and 
distinctiveness. 

Paragraph 193 – “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.” 

Paragraph 194 – “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 Listing 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* Listing Buildings, grade I and II* registered parks and gardens, and World 
Heritage Sites, should be wholly exceptional4. 

Paragraph 195 – “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.” 

Paragraph 196 – “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.” 

Paragraph 197 – “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 affect 
directly or indirectly affect non-designated heritage assets, a balanced judgment will be required 
having regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage asset.” 

Paragraph 199 – “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.” 

Section 16 of the NPPF is presented in full in Appendix B. 

2.3. Local Planning Policy 
The Portsmouth City Council5 Core Strategy (the ‘Portsmouth Plan’) was adopted on 24 January 
2012. It sets the planning framework for local communities until 2027. There is one policy which 
relates to the historic environment: 

2.3.1. The Portsmouth Plan 
PCS23 Design and Conservation 

All new development must be well designed and, in particular, respect the character of the city. The 
following will be sought in new development:  

• Excellent architectural quality in new buildings and changes to existing buildings; 

• Delight and innovation 

 
4 National Planning Policy Framework (2018). “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.” 56. 
5 Portsmouth City Council (2012) The Portsmouth City Council Core Strategy (the ‘Portsmouth Plan’) 
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• Public and private spaces that are clearly defined, as well as being safe, vibrant and attractive 

• Development that relates well to the geography and history of Portsmouth, particularly the 
city’s conservation areas (see map 26), listed buildings, locally listed buildings and scheduled 
ancient monuments  

• Protection and enhancement of the city’s historic townscape and its cultural and natural 
heritage, in particular its links to the sea  

• Appropriate scale, density, layout, appearance and materials in relation to the particular 
context  

• Protection and enhancement of the city’s important views and settings of key buildings across 
the sea, harbours and from Portsdown Hill  

• Creation of new views and juxtapositions that add to the variety and texture of a setting  

• Flexibility to respond to future changes in use, lifestyle and demography  

• Promotion and encouragement of public art  

• Car parking and cycle storage should be secure, well designed, integral to the scheme and 
convenient to users  

• Active street frontages in town centre uses 

• Consideration of how to reduce crime through design  

• Accessibility to all users  

• Protection of amenity and the provision of a good standard of living environment for 
neighbouring and local occupiers as well as future residents and users of the development. 

2.4. Professional Guidance 
This assessment has been prepared in accordance with current best practice and guidance. Of 
particular relevance are:  

Standards and guidance for historic environment desk-based assessment (Chartered Institute 
for Archaeologists, 2014a): The Chartered Institute for Archaeologists’ (CIfA) guidance aims to 
define good practice principles for the production of desk-based assessments and also aligns itself 
with CIfA’s code of conduct6. The document is regarded as a standard only, and therefore avoids a 
prescriptive level of detail. The standard of this guidance has not been met if an assessment should 
fail to determine the nature, extent and significance of the historic environment within a specified area.  

The Setting of Heritage Assets Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 
(Historic England, revised 2017): This advice note sets out guidance against the backdrop of the 
National Planning Policy Framework and the related guidance provided in the Planning Practice 
Guide. Furthermore, the guidance provides advice on understanding setting and how it may 
contribute to the significance of heritage assets, as well as a suggested methodology for assessing 
impacts on setting 7.  

Managing significance in decision-taking in the historic environment, Historic Environment Good 
Practice Advice in Planning Note 2 (Historic England, 2015): This advice note provides information 
on good practice to assist in implementing historic environment policy in the NPPF and PPG and 
contains guidance on assessing the significance of heritage assets by using appropriate expertise 8.   

 

  

 
6 Chartered Institute for Archaeologists, 2014b, Code of Conduct  (CIfA, Reading) 
7 Historic England, 2017, The Setting of Heritage Assets. Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 
(Second Edition). Swindon  
8 Historic England. 2015. Managing Significance in Decision-Taking in the Historic Environment Historic Environment Good 
Practice Advice in Planning: 2. Swindon 
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3. Site Location, Geology and 
Topography 

A site’s location, topography, and geology can provide indication of its suitability for past human 
activity. Topography and geology can provide information on whether ground levels have been raised 
or terraced away and can contribute to our understanding of the archaeological survival potential of 
a site. 

3.1. Site Location 
Farlington WTW (also referred to as “the Site”, see Figure 3-1 below) is located at the north eastern 
extent of the administrative boundary of Portsmouth City Council, approximately 4.5 miles north-east 
of Portsmouth city centre. The primary access to the WTW is provided via a barrier entry from Gillman 
Road, with a secondary access, also from Gillman Road, further to the south. The WTW is bordered 
by Portsdown Hill Road (B2177), Portsmouth Golf Course to the north of the B2177 and residential 
areas to the east and south. The boundary with Havant Borough Council lies just north of the B2177. 
Farlington WTW treats spring water pumped from Bedhampton and Havant springs. The WTW 
provides a cumulative flow to four adjacent service reservoirs, two of which are located at either side 
(west and east) of Farlington WTW.  

The Farlington WTW property area is approximately 1,500m2 and comprises existing treatment 
equipment housed within a series of buildings, a concrete basin within a brick boundary wall (a former 
SSF), a bulk fuel tank located on a reinforced concrete slab and several underground reservoirs and 
pipework. 

 

Figure 3-1 - Map of Site Location 
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3.2. Geology and Topography 
The Site gently slopes north to south, with the water treatment buildings and facilities set within the 
gradient of the Site, interspersed with open areas of grassland. 

According to the BGS, the data indicates that the underlying bedrock is made of the Newhaven Chalk 
Formation. Sedimentary Bedrock formed approximately 72 to 86 million years ago in the Cretaceous 
Period.   This is part of the White Chalk Subgroup. Sedimentary Bedrock formed approximately 66 to 
100 million years ago in the Cretaceous Period. Local environment was previously dominated by 
warm chalk seas. 
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4. Historic Environment Baseline 

The Study Area falls within an Area of High Archaeological Potential (AHAP) and an Area of 
Archaeological Potential (AAP) as designated by the Historic Rural Settlement Project9. The study 
suggests high potential for archaeological remains associated with the parish church and Old Rectory 
group within their grounds on the north side of Havant Road. This area includes a truncated trackway 
on the west side of the churchyard. 

4.1. Designated Heritage Assets 
There are no designated heritage assets within the Scheme boundary. There are no World Heritage 
Sites, Registered Park and Gardens or Registered Battlefields in the Study Area. Outside the Study 
Area lies Bevis’ Grave long Barrow and Medieval Cemetery, Portsdown Hill Road. No impacts are 
predicted on this asset as a result of the Scheme and it has therefore been scoped out for the 
purposes of this report. There are a number of designated heritage assets within the Study Area, 
comprising the Fort Purbrook Scheduled Monument (1001824) and Grade II* Listed Building 
(1387127), and a further eight Grade II listed buildings, as set out in Table 4-1: 

Table 4-1 - Summary of designated heritage assets within the Study Area 

NHLE Number  Name  Designation Distance from 
Scheme boundary 

1001824 Fort Purbrook Scheduled Monument 300m northwest 

1387127 Fort Purbrook that part in 
Portsmouth Church Parish 

Grade II* Listed Building 300m northwest 

1333212 The Old Rectory Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333219 Milestone, East of Junction with 
Rectory Avenue 

Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333215 Bridges and Faulkner Monument Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333217 Knight Monument Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333218 Prince Monument  Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333214 Church of St Andrew  Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333213 Boundary Stone Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333216 Grig and Swale Monument  Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

 

4.2. Non-designated Heritage Assets  
There are no non-designated heritage assets within the Scheme. There are 11 non-designated 
heritage assets within the Study Area with a further seven findspots comprising of prehistoric pottery 
sherds. The non-designated heritage assets are set out in Table 4-2: 

Table 4-2 - Summary of the non-designated heritage assets within the Study Area 

HER Number Site Name Period Distance 

23176 Field System Iron Age  60m north 

41192 Farlington Medieval 365m south 

41695 Underground Royal Observer 
Corps Monitoring Post 

Modern 365m north 

23271 Iron Age Pit and Ditch Iron Age  300m north 

 
9 Accessed via: https://documents.hants.gov.uk/landscape/historic-

settlement/FarlingtonHistoricRuralSettlementpublication.pdf (27/04/2020) 

https://documents.hants.gov.uk/landscape/historic-settlement/FarlingtonHistoricRuralSettlementpublication.pdf
https://documents.hants.gov.uk/landscape/historic-settlement/FarlingtonHistoricRuralSettlementpublication.pdf
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23323 Roman Pit Roman 90m north 

38756 Camp Down Post Medieval 435m northeast 

23262 Site of Farlington Redoubt Modern 220m northeast 

23267 Prehistoric Pit Iron Age 80m north 

26732 Defensive Ditch Associated with 
Fort Purbrook 

Modern 380m northwest 

61144 Remain of Lane Post Medieval 235m south 

65065 WWII Spigot Mortar Gun 
Emplacement 

Modern 475m southeast 

 

4.3. Previous Archaeological Investigations 
There have been no previous archaeological investigations within the Scheme extent. There have 
been three archaeological investigations within the Study Area, which yielded archaeological remains, 
these comprise: 

Table 4-3 - Summary of previous archaeological investigations within the Study Area 

Name  Summary Type Year 

Fort Purbrook 
Defences 

Trial trenches dug to locate the 
possible barrow found a 19th Century 
ditch, part of the defences around Fort 
Purbrook. 

Excavation 1969 

Prehistoric Pit A pit was sectioned by a mechanical 
digger during pipe-laying in 1965. It 
was at least 5ft (1.5m) in diameter and 
was backfilled shortly after digging 
with chalk debris and many flints. Iron 
age pottery sherds, faunal remains 
and a flint hammerstone were 
retrieved from the pit. 

Excavation 1965 

Early Bronze Age 
Pottery 

Six sherds of early-middle bronze age 
pottery were found during the 
excavation of soil to make reservoir 
filter beds south of Farlington 
Redoubt. The finds are now with 
Portsmouth City Museum. 

Excavation 1979 

 

4.4. Archaeological and Historic Background 

4.4.1. Prehistoric Periods 

4.4.1.1. Palaeolithic Period (800,000 – c. 12, 000 BC) 

This period was characterised by the development of stone tool technologies. It spans the end of the 
Pleistocene geological epoch and marks the emergence of modern humans from earlier hominid 
species by the Upper Palaeolithic period (c. 40,000 – c.10,000 BC.). By the end of the Palaeolithic, 
the ice retreated for the last time as the climate got warmer and drier, and woodlands expanded.    

The landscape in general would have changed considerably during the period as successive periods 
of glaciation and interglacial periods progressed. During warmer interglacials, hunter gatherer 
communities crossed the land mass which then connected Britain to continental Europe.  The 
landscape around the Langstone Harbour and Portsea Island would have been shaped during this 
time and changing sea levels in this area would have resulted in landscape characterised by rivers 
running south through deep ravines into the Solent across a low-lying plain. Erosion has removed 
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much of the Palaeolithic land surfaces and finds are typically residual. Although there is no evidence 
of this period within the Study Area, in the wider environs a number of flint scrapers were recovered 
from Long Island10.  

4.4.1.2. Mesolithic Period (c. 10,000 – c. 4,000 B.C) 

The arrival of microlithic technologies marks this period, many of which were fixed onto spears and 
harpoons required for hunting. Mesolithic people followed a seasonal pattern of occupation depending 
on food source management. Activity would have likely been focused close to rivers, for predictable 
resources, such as hunting and fishing. The landscape changed corresponding with a period of rising 
sea levels and landward inundation as the post-glacial ice sheet melted.  

Early Mesolithic activity within Hampshire is focused almost entirely to the east in the Greensand 
landscapes around Oakhanger, Petersfield Heath, Sleaford Heath, Selborne, Trottsford and Kingsley; 
evidence for activity in the Chalk lands is sparse. By the Late Mesolithic, smaller dispersed camps 
and activity are evident over a wider part of the Hampshire landscape and flint scatters are 
widespread, both on and off the chalkland11.  There is no evidence of this period within the Study 
Area. 

4.4.1.3. Neolithic Period (4,000 – c. 2,500 B.C) 

The arrival of farming from continental Europe marks the beginning of the Neolithic period. This period 
witnessed extensive forest clearances to make way for crops and animal herds. There was also, 
however, a continuation of hunter/gather activities. The Early Neolithic is comparable to the Mesolithic 
in terms of stone tool technologies, however this period saw the development of monumental features 
including long barrows and causewayed enclosures. The Middle Neolithic is marked by the earliest 
evidence of stone circles and individual burials. However, the Late Neolithic period blends into the 
Early Bronze Age with the widespread introduction of individual and satellite burials within round 
barrows, as well as the development of cursus monuments aligned on rivers and often associated 
with earlier barrows. 

Evidence of Neolithic activity in Hampshire is extensive, the data indicates that all landscape types 
were utilised and exploited, including the coastal areas.  Neolithic remains have been found in many 
locations on Portsea Island and on the islands and mud flats in both Portsmouth and Chichester 
Harbour12 where material was collected entirely from eroded cliffs or mudflats and only one sherd 
now survives. Traces of a burial were also recognised. These low-lying areas would also have been 
suitable for settlement and farming, providing dry land with close access to the intertidal resources of 
Langstone Harbour and ready access to the coast. Neolithic settlement in Hampshire seems to have 
strongly favoured the chalk downlands. There is no evidence of the period within the Study Area, but 
it is likely that there may have been some occupation around the Study Area with emphasis of 
occupation on the chalk continuing into Bronze Age13. 

4.4.1.4. Bronze Age (2,000 – 700 B.C) 

The Bronze Age is characterised by the introduction of metal technologies. This period saw an 
increase in economic and cultural communications with mainland Europe, bringing new burial rites, 
people, objects and technology. The climate began to deteriorate; where once the weather was warm 
and dry it became much wetter, driving the population away from easily defended sites in the hills 
and into the fertile valleys. Ore sources, such as tin and copper which were both used as components 
for bronze smelting, became more important as bronze gradually replaced stone as the main material 
for tools. The period sees the increase in visibility of settlement sites and associated field systems 
within the archaeological record across much of Britain.  

In Hampshire during this period, with rising sea levels, the wetland area of Langstone Harbour 
became increasingly subject to tidal inundations along the broad river valleys and saw the growth of 
saltmarsh environments, which may have been exploited for salt production as early as the Bronze 

 
10 Draper, J.C., 1961. Upper Palaeolithic type flints from Long Island, Langstone Harbour, Portsmouth. In Proc Hampshire 

Fld Club Archaeol Soc (Vol. 22, pp. 105-6). 
11Hey.G, 2010. Solent Thames Research Framework Resource Assessment: Upper Palaeolithic and Mesolithic Period. 

Oxford Archaeology. 
12 Bradley, R. and Hooper, B.A.R.I., 1975. Recent discoveries from Portsmouth and Langstone Harbours: Mesolithic to Iron 

Age. Proceedings of the Hampshire Field Club, 30, pp.17-27. 
13 Gardiner, J. and Archaeology, W., 2006. Resource Assessment The Neolithic and Bronze Age in Hampshire. Oxford 

Archaeology.  
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Age, although at present the earliest evidence for this dates to the Iron Age14. Field and linear 
divisions become more prominent and important linear ditches, or ranch boundaries, appear at this 
time. Trackways and rectilinear enclosures were also created but contemporary settlements were 
apparently rare and unenclosed15. Round barrows also become much more conspicuous features on 
the landscape during this period, and sometimes developed into entire cemeteries. 

Evidence from this period comes in the form of Early Bronze Age pottery (23280) sherds found during 
the creation of a reservoir filter bed 45m directly east of the Site. 

4.4.1.5. Iron Age (c. 700BC – AD 43) 
The Iron Age period is characterised by the adoption of iron working techniques, which reached Britain 
from mainland Europe. Settlement areas and associated agricultural land division become more 
extensive. Generally, people continued to live in small villages and farmsteads with communities run 
by an individual or small group. Due to the iron technology, tipped ploughs made farming more 
efficient and agricultural production increased. The Iron Age also saw the wider use and the further 
development of hillforts, possibly for the defence of intermittently occupied settlement and storage 
areas. These began to be built in the late Bronze Age, around 1000 BC, but became much larger and 
more elaborate throughout the Iron Age. The intensification of farming supported the beginnings of 
European trade and urban populations in the Later Iron Age, for example at the Hampshire Iron Age 
oppidum which preceded the Roman town of Calleva Atrebatum (1011957) approximately 45km north 
from the Site.  

Hillforts were established in lowland Britain and the chalk landscape is studded with these sites, such 
as Old Winchester Hill, and Beacon Hill (20.5 km to the north-west of the Site). There is substantial 
evidence within the Study Area to suggest that occupational activity was occurring around and close 
to the Site, this comes in the form of Iron Age and ditch cut by a pipeline trench in 1969 approximately 
300m north of the Site.  Other evidence comes in the form of isolated findspots such as Iron Age 
pottery (23282) approximately 465m northeast of the Site.  

4.5. Romano-British Period (AD 43- AD 410) 
The British landscape changed rapidly after the arrival of the Romans in AD4316. A new road network 
was established, connecting the major settlements and forts located throughout the landscape17. 
Many former Oppida (a fortified Iron Age trading centre) became regional administrative centres, and 
the new roads saw expansion of rural agricultural settlements, centred on farms or villas with larger 
market type settlements often located where roads crossed rivers. 

Roman influence on the landscape of Hampshire included urbanisation, population growth, and the 
extension of agriculture into more marginal areas. A principal site of Roman activity in the area was 
the late 3rd century Saxon shore fort at Portchester (Portus Adurni; 1229190), 5km to the west of the 
Site, which controlled the sheltered Portsmouth Harbour, a communication link with the continent at 
this time. The fortress was part of a defensive line of similar ‘Saxon shore forts’ designed to ward off 
foreign invaders, which stretched from the Wash to the Solent18. 

There is evidence of this period within the Study Area, which is limited to a Roman Pit (23323) found 
approximately 70m north of the Site.  A Roman bronze coin of Claudius (23270) was found in the 
spoil from a pipeline trench dug in 1965 approximately 70m north of the Site. Evidence like this could 
be indicative of temporary occupation nearby.  

4.6. Anglo-Saxon Period (AD 410 – 1066) 
There seems to have been a period of decline with the departure of the Roman administration in 
Britain in the 5th Century. Population and general urban decline were seen in the context of 
successive settlement of northern Germanic peoples and the establishment of the Anglo-Saxon 
Kingdoms by the 7th century, which in turn became divided into manors and parishes. The reshaping 

 
14 Accessed via: http://www.hantsfieldclub.org.uk/hampshire-archaeology-report-2010.pdf (28/04/2020) 
15 Hey, G. and Hind, J., 2014. Solent-Thames Research Framework for the Historic Environment 
Resource Assessments and Research Agendas. 
16 Allen M, Lodwick L, Brindle T, Fulford M, Smith A, 2017 The Rural Settlement of Roman Britain, Britannia Monograph 30. 
17 Margary I, 1967, Roman Roads in Britain 
18 Breeze, A., 2004. Portus Adurni and Portchester, Hampshire. Studia Celtica, 38, pp.180-183. 

http://www.hantsfieldclub.org.uk/hampshire-archaeology-report-2010.pdf
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of the political geography of the country also saw the transition from pagan practices to Christianity 
as the dominant religion.  

Early Saxon cemeteries and a range of settlements have been found on the chalk hills such as at 
Charlton (1021292) 5.4km to the north-east where evidence of over 60 buildings has been found. By 
the 5th century, settlement nucleation was taking place in the valleys, and the higher ground left for 
stock pasture or arable19.  After the Roman administration abandoned Portus Adurni (1229190) it 
became an Anglo-Saxon high-status residence with great hall and tower. Later the Roman gateways 
were rebuilt as well.  There is evidence to suggest that Portsmouth Harbour sites like Emsworth and 
Rowner were engaged in salt-making20. 

Approximately 310m south from the Site lies the church of St. Andrew, dating from the 14th century, 
along Havant Road, although the relatively narrow nave of the church are proportions indicative of a 
Saxon origin. 

4.7. Late Medieval Period (1066 -1520) 
Farlington was originally a royal manor, lands which were leased out by the king to various tenants. 
On his death in 1312 John de Berewyk is said to have held the manor of Robert le Ewer, who was 
probably the tenant-in-chief. Farlington was first documented in AD 1186 as Ferungaton21.  

Hampshire’s landscape was heavily influenced by the extent of royal and ecclesiastical ownership 
and around a quarter of Hampshire’s land was church-owned. There are still many chases (private 
land for hunting) and deer-parks which date to the medieval period, as well as a range of medieval 
fish ponds in former royal forest areas (Forest of Bere)22. To the north of the Site is the wooded 
country of Purbrook and Waterlooville, which once formed part of the Forest of Bere.  During this 
period a high proportion of the county was Royal Forest, though this principally meant that it was 
subject to Forest Law. Nevertheless, substantial areas of heathland and woodland formed parts of 
the area designated as Royal Forest and much of the character of the New Forest has resulted from 
the survival of the special status that this imposed23. 

4.8. Post Medieval Period (1520-1901) 
Farlington was a small rural community for the majority of its existence. In 1831, the parish included 
the villages of Purbrook, Portsdown, Stakes Hill or Frendstaple, and part of Waterlooville called 'Wait 
Lane End' on the north side of Portsdown Hill, and the hamlet of Drayton. 

Fort Purbrook, (1387127) approximately 450m north from the Site, is indicated for the first time on 
Ordnance Survey maps of the area from the early 20th century. Fort Purbrook was the brainchild of 
Henry John Temple, 3rd Viscount Palmerston, who served two periods as 'First Lord of the Treasury' 
of England, in 1861 and 1865. During his first tenure a French intervention in Italy caused an invasion 
scare. The main threat was perceived to be from Napoleon III of France. Palmerston responded by 
setting up The Royal Commission on the Defence of the United Kingdom, reporting in 1860. Its 
recommendations were a building programme, referred to as The Palmerston Forts.  The fort was 
built 1862 to 1876, occupying the east end of the defensive line on Portsdown Hill, built on a seven-
sided trace. Because of its position on the flank of the hill it was constructed to protect the north-
eastern approaches. However, it was considered vulnerable to the northeast and east which led to 
the construction of two outposts to the fort, Crookhorn and Farlington redoubts.  The northern part of 
Farlington was thickly wooded until the early part of the 20th century being associated with Forest of 
Bere.24 

Despite its possible Saxon origins, the church of St Andrew’s is almost entirely modern, the chancel 
having been rebuilt by Street in 1872, and the nave in 1875. The lower part of the west wall of the 
nave retains some old masonry, the jambs of the west window, a single lancet, being probably of 

 
19 Hinton, D.A., 1981. Hampshire's Anglo-Saxon origins. The Archaeology of Hampshire, Hants Field Club Archaeol Soc 

Monogr, 1, pp.56-65. 
20 Ibid 
21 Accessed via: https://documents.hants.gov.uk/landscape/historic-

settlement/FarlingtonHistoricRuralSettlementpublication.pdf (28/04/2020) 
22 Pile, J., 1989. Aspects of the Forest of Bere from the Late Iron Age to the Middle Ages. Proc Hampsh Field Club Archaeol 

Soc, 45. 
23 Fairclough, G., Lambrick, G. and Hopkins, D., 2002. Historic landscape characterisation in England and a Hampshire 

case study. Europe’s Cultural Landscape: archaeologists and the management of change, pp.69-83. 
24 Accessed on: https://www.british-history.ac.uk/vch/hants/vol3/pp148-151 (24/04/2020) 

https://documents.hants.gov.uk/landscape/historic-settlement/FarlingtonHistoricRuralSettlementpublication.pdf
https://documents.hants.gov.uk/landscape/historic-settlement/FarlingtonHistoricRuralSettlementpublication.pdf
https://www.british-history.ac.uk/vch/hants/vol3/pp148-151
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thirteenth-century date, with a dwarf buttress. According to historic map analysis, the Site was within 
an agricultural field from 1892. An old quarry is located north of the Site based on the 1st Edition OS 
map. 

4.9. Modern Period (1901-present) 
In the last century general processes of industrialisation, and the expansion of trade have also had a 
major impact on the character of the county. It was in this period that large scale urbanisation took 
place, expanding from key, longstanding centres of defence and trade at Portsmouth. 

Farlington Redoubt supported the eastern side of Fort Purbrook looking over Bedhampton. There 
was a connecting tunnel from Fort Purbrook to where the gunners lived. The Redoubt survived until 
after World War II but the fort was demolished in the 1970s. During World War I Fort Purbrook was 
armed with an 18-pounder heavy anti-aircraft gun. It was later used as a siege artillery barracks; the 
Army withdrew in 1925. The fort returned to active use during World War II as a civil defence and 
ambulance centre. From 1947 to 1968 the site was then used as a navigational school for the Navy. 
Since 1981 it has been in use as an activity centre25. 

By the time of the Ordnance Survey 6” mile map of 1931–32 (not reproduced) residential development 
is shown to focus on Havant Road, which runs east to west in the vicinity of Portsdown Hill. Significant 
urban development is also shown to the west and south of the Study Area. The Site focuses largely 
on the roadside and the area beyond remains largely rural and open. 

 

 

  

 
25 Accessed via: https://www.pastscape.org.uk/hob.aspx?hob_id=238454 (29/04/2020) 

https://www.pastscape.org.uk/hob.aspx?hob_id=238454
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5. Assessment of Significance and 
Potential 

The following sections assess the value of those heritage assets which may be impacted upon by the 
Scheme proposals as currently known. Due to a lack of previous archaeological investigation within 
the Site, the significance of any such archaeological remains from other periods could not be 
accurately assessed on the basis of the available evidence. 

5.1. Assessment of Archaeological Potential 
Based on the assessment, there is moderate potential for archaeological remains associated with the 
Iron Age period and low potential for archaeology from other periods. However archaeological 
remains have most likely been severely truncated by subsequent redevelopment in the 20th century 
and therefore is considered to have low survival potential. 

5.2. Assessment of Significance 
The following presents a summary of the known and potential heritage assets within the Site and 
Study Area.  The listed buildings on Havant Road (1333212, 1333213, 1333214, 1333215, 1333216, 
1333217, 1333218 and 1333219) are screened from the Site by modern suburban development and 
are therefore scoped out from further assessment.  The AAP/AAHPs on Havant Road have been 
scoped out of further assessment, as they are located over 200m from the Site and will not experience 
any physical impact as a result of the proposals.  A number of heritage assets have also been scoped 
out as they are considered to have negligible heritage value, these include prehistoric pits and 
remains of a lane. 

5.2.1. Fort Purbrook (1387127; 1001824) 
The fort formed part of a ring of forts known as ‘Palmerston’s Follies’ which were built c. 1860 to 
protect Portsmouth, its dockyard and harbour from French invasion. Five of the six forts positioned 
along the ridge of Portsdown Hill survive; additional forts were also located in Gosport and the Solent. 
Its high elevation would make it a prominent feature within the landscape, although the forts were 
designed to sit relatively low in the landscape to protect them from artillery fire. 

The building itself has historic value. It was built as a result of the findings of an 1859 Royal 
Commission, as part of a series of fortifications designed to defend Portsmouth and its dockyard. The 
building survives as a fairly unique and largely intact building that exemplifies Victorian defensive 
architecture. It is open occasionally for craft fairs and is home to an activity centre which offers (but 
is not limited to) archery, rifle shooting and indoor rock-climbing adding to its communal value.  

The setting derives its significance from its historical associations with the other Portsdown Forts (Fort 
Southwick, Fort Widley, Fort Nelson, Fort Fareham, and Fort Wallington) and its panoramic views 
onto Portsmouth Harbour. The original building, due to its size and slightly elevated position, would 
have been a dramatic and prominent, although low lying feature when looking north from the Site. 
The setting of the heritage asset makes a major contribution to the significance of the asset. However, 
the site itself and its existing structures and surrounding development generally detract from its 
significance, as the land would have been relatively undeveloped in the mid-19th century. 
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6. Potential Impacts 

Based on the current understanding of the Site, it is possible to identify if potential impacts to known 
and potentially unknown heritage assets may occur. Such potential impacts may be direct impacts in 
terms of disturbance of buried archaeological remains, for example, or direct impacts, in terms of 
settings impacts on heritage assets and historic landscape. Impacts may arise from temporary 
enabling works associated with the construction and operational impacts from the longer-term 
permanent Site.  Settings of heritage assets may also be temporarily or permanently impacted due 
to the construction of new structures or from changes to existing features and/or cumulative 
alterations to the landscape over time.   

There are no designated assets within the Site boundary and none within the Study Area which will 
be directly impacted by the Site’s proposals.  

6.1.1. Impacts on Fort Purbrook 
No impact is predicted on the significance of Fort Purbrook.  

The Scheme will not affect how the wider historic landscape is properly understood or appreciated, 
or specific industrial and military assets, which are defined within the landscape. In relation to the 
setting of Fort Purbrook, its setting is not only formed by visual relationships but also other factors 
such as historical associations. Although the building would be a new element within the view from 
the Scheduled Monument, it will be embedded within the already existing 20th century development 
which plays a detracting role in its setting. It would not additionally detract from the contribution of the 
fort’s setting to its significance.  

It is therefore considered that there will not be an appreciable loss to the significance of any of the 
heritage assets identified, which equates to less than substantial harm. 
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7. Conclusion and Recommendations 

7.1. Summary 
There are no designated heritage assets within the Scheme. There are no World Heritage Sites, 
Conservation Areas, Registered Parks and Gardens or Registered Battlefields in the Study Area. 
Within the Study Area, there are ten designated heritage assets, comprising Fort Purbrook, which is 
a Scheduled Monument (1001824) and Grade II* Listed Building (1387127), and a further eight Grade 
II listed buildings. There is moderate potential for archaeological remains associated with the Iron 
Age period, however archaeological remains have most likely been severely truncated by subsequent 
redevelopment in the 20th century and therefore is considered to have low survival potential. 

The Site will not affect how the wider historic landscape and specific industrial and military assets are 
understood or appreciated. In relation to the setting of Fort Purbrook, its setting is not only formed by 
visual relationships but also other factors such as historical associations. Although the building would 
be a new element within the view from the Scheduled Monument, the building would appear as part 
of the existing 20th century development and there would be no change to the contribution of the Fort’s 
setting to its significance.  There will not be an appreciable loss to the significance of any of the 
heritage assets identified, which equates to less than substantial harm. 

The public benefits delivered by improvements in water supply considerably outweigh the minimal 
harm to heritage significance. 

7.2. Recommendations  
Given the limited impacts, no further works are recommended, as mitigation is not needed.
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Appendix A. Gazetteers 

A.1. Designated Heritage Assets 
NHLE Number  Name  Designation Distance 

1001824 Fort Purbrook Scheduled Monument 300m northwest 

1387127 Fort Purbrook that part in 
Portsmouth Church Parish 

Grade II* Listed Building 300m northwest 

1333212 The Old Rectory Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333219 Milestone, East of Junction with 
Rectory Avenue 

Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333215 Bridges and Faulkner Monument Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333217 Knight Monument Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333218 Prince Monument  Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333214 Church of St Andrew  Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333213 Boundary Stone Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

1333216 Grig and Swale Monument  Grade II Listed Building 310m south 

A.2 Non-Designated Heritage Assets 
HER Number Site Name Description Period 

23176 Field System Field system (800 BC-42 AD) Iron Age  

41192 Farlington First documented in AD 1186 as 
FERUNGATON (farmstead on 
place of bracken). 

Medieval 

41695 Underground Royal 
Observer Corps 
Monitoring Post 

Underground Royal Observer 
Corps Monitoring Post. 

Modern 

23271 Iron Age Pit And 
Ditch 

Iron age pit and ditch cut by a 
pipeline trench in 1969. 

Iron Age  

23276 Fort Purbrook, 
Portsdown 

Artillery fort (1801 AD-1900 AD) Post Medieval 

23323 Roman Pit A gas pipeline trench sectioned a 
roman pit at this location in 1965. 

Roman 

38756 Camp Down 1) Site of Admiralty Semaphore on 
Camp Down, Portsdown. 

Post Medieval 

23262 Site Of Farlington 
Redoubt 

A small earthwork standing east of 
Fort Purbrook 

Modern 

23267 Prehistoric Pit  A pit was sectioned by a 
mechanical digger during pipe-
laying in 1965. It was at least 5ft 
(1.5m) in diameter and was 
backfield shortly after digging with 
chalk debris and many flints. Iron 
age pottery sherds, faunal remains 
and a flint hamm 

Iron Age 
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26732 Defensive Ditch 
Associated With 
Fort Purbrook 

Excavations to examine a group of 
3 tumuli on historic mapping found 
a defensive ditch associated with 
Fort Purbrook but no evidence of 
the tumuli. 

Modern 

61144 Remain Of Lane Remains of a lane shown on the 
Farlington Tithe map (1838) 

Post Medieval 

65065 WWII Spigot Mortar 
Gun Emplacement 

Site of WWII spigot mortar gun 
emplacement 

Modern 

A.3 Findspots  
HER Number Site Name Description Period 

23270 Roman 
Bronze Coin 

A roman bronze coin of Claudius 
was found in the spoil from a 
pipeline trench dug in 1965. 

Roman 

23282 Iron Age 
Pottery 

Numerous iron age body sherds 
were found at this location in 1975. 
The sherds are now in Portsmouth 
City Museum Acc. No 75/22. 

Iron Age  

23283 Burnt Flint 
Pot Boilers 

Burnt flint `pot boilers' were found in 
this area as well as iron age pottery, 
oyster shells and 2 beads. 

Iron Age 

23284 Iron Age 
Pottery and 
Oyster Shells 

Oyster shells were found along with 
iron age pottery and pot boilers in 
1975. 

Iron Age 

23285 White 
Ceramic 
Beads 

(1) Two white, possibly ceramic 
beads, were found with iron age 
pottery (A) and burnt flint (B) in 
1975. The finds are in Portsmouth 
City Museum. 

Iron Age 

23280 Early Bronze 
Age Pottery 

(1) Six sherds of early-middle 
bronze age pottery were found 
during the excavation of soil to make 
reservoir filter beds south of 
Farlington Redoubt. The finds are 
now with Portsmouth City Museum 
Acc No. 993/1979. 

Bronze Age  
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