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Non-Technical Summary
In September 2016 Heritage Planning Services Ltd was commissioned by St. Martin’s Housing
Association (the client) via Morris Architects (the agent) to undertake an archaeological Desk Based
Assessment (DBA) on Field 402, Grande Route de Faldouet, St Martin, Jersey (the Project Site).
Modern structures in the form of a family air raid shelter and bus shed are still standing on the site
and may be considered of social or local historical value. In addition, the Project Site has the potential
to preserve Medieval to Post Medieval buried archaeology to the north of the plot, although this may
be truncated. Lastly, there is potential for earlier deposits to be preserved.
The proposed development comprising 20 affordable houses with associated landscaping and
services has the potential to have significant impact on any previously unidentified archaeology and
known standing structures. Therefore, it is suggested that the proposed development area be
subject to a trench evaluation to investigate the potential for buried features, layers or deposits.
This may be supplemented by building recording appropriate to the importance of the surviving
structures, in the event that planning permission is granted, in order that they may be replaced by
a permanent record.
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1.

Introduction
Background
In September 2016 Heritage Planning Services Ltd was commissioned by St. Martin’s Housing
Association (the client) via Morris Architects (the agent) to undertake an archaeological Desk Based
Assessment (DBA) on land at Field 402, Grande Route de Faldouet, St Martin, Jersey (hereafter
referred to as the Project Site). Permission is being sought for the construction of 20 affordable
houses with associated landscaping and services.
The DBA has been undertaken in response to the archaeology section of the Supplementary Planning

Guidance: development brief Field 402 (States of Jersey 2016: 12), which stipulates the need for a
DBA to be submitted to address the potential archaeological interest of the site.
The objective of this DBA was to identify the nature, extent and significance of any archaeological
resource within the Project Site and its environs (the Study Area), to identify the potential for
previously unrecorded heritage assets to occur on the Project Site and to assess the impact that any
development might have upon these assets.
This document has been compiled by Sam Driscoll BA (Hons), MA, MCIfA and is completed under
HPS project reference HPS-139/16.

Site Location and Description
The Project Site is located in the northeast of Jersey, in the Parish to St Martin. The site is located
south of the Grande Route de Faldouet, 330m SSE of St Martin’s Church and within an agricultural
landscape.
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Figure 1: General location of the Project Site

Geologically the Project Site is defined by Bouley Rhyolite Formation, sealed by Loess deposits. A
watercourse rises 195m to the north-east, and flows north-east to meet a main tributary which
drains into St Catherine’s bay. The proposed development area is situated 280m aJD.
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Figure 2: Detailed location of the Project Site outlined in red

Results of the Site Visit
A visit to the site was undertaken on the 13th September 2016. Full access to the site was allowed,
but the northern portion of the plot was heavily overgrown and access was prohibited. The site is
currently defined by grassland to the south, a belt of woodland to the north and a dwelling to the
northwest and is set adjacent to housing to the east and north, agricultural fields to the west and
La Longue Rue to the south.
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Photo 1 South-east facing view of the Project Site.

Photo 2 North-east facing view of Project Site.
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Field 402 is a rhomboid shaped field of approximately 5000 sq metres. The southern two thirds of
the field are fallow grassland. The northern third is overgrown through years of non-use, such that
now there is a well-established copse of Sycamore trees probably seeded from the adjoining western
banked field boundary, which has well established sycamores along its length.
There are a number of built features on the Project Site, notably the former bus depot, a disused
tennis court and an air raid shelter built in 1939, by the then owner Edward Slade Jr, for his family
and employees. All of these occupy the northern third of the plot.

Photo 3 South-west facing restricted view of bus shed.

The rest of the plot is grassland with no features of note. In the past, part was used as a family
allotment and the rest was rented to various local farmers.
There is evidence of extensive landscaping of field 402 and the northern end is approximately 2m
lower than the southern end, but the southern two thirds appear level.
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3.

Legislative Framework and Planning Policy
This assessment is undertaken within the legislative and planning framework of the Planning and
Building (Jersey) Law 2002, the Jersey Island Plan 2011 (Policies HE1-HE5) and Supplementary
Planning Guidance Planning Policy Note 1: Archaeology and Planning (January 2008).

Island Plan 2011
Policy HE 1 Protecting Listed Buildings and Places of the Island Plan 2011 states:
There will be a presumption in favour of the preservation of the architectural and historic
character and integrity of Listed buildings and places, and their settings. Proposals which
do not preserve or enhance the special or particular interest of a Listed building or place
and their settings will not be approved.
Permission will not be granted for:
1. the total or partial demolition of a Listed building;
2. the removal of historic fabric, which might include roofing materials, elevational
treatments (such as render or stucco) and their replacement with modern alternatives;
3. the addition of external items, such as satellite dishes, antennae, signs, solar panels
and roof lights, which would adversely affect the special interest or character of a
Listed building or place, and its setting;
4. extensions, alterations and changes which would adversely affect the architectural or
historic interest or character of a Listed building or place, and its setting.

In those exceptional cases where there is a loss of the historic fabric of a Listed building or
place, the Minister will ensure that the recording of that fabric to be lost is undertaken, as
appropriate. Applications for proposals affecting Listed buildings and places which do not
provide sufficient information and detail to enable the likely impact of proposals to be
considered, understood and evaluated, will be refused.

Policy HE 5 Preservation of archaeological resources of the Island Plan 2011 states:
The Minister for Planning and Environment will require an archaeological evaluation to be
carried out, to be provided and paid for by the developer, for works which may affect
archaeological resources: this information will be required as an integral part of an
application. The form of the evaluation will be dependent upon the nature of the
archaeological resource and the development proposal and may involve more than one
Heritage Planning Services Ltd
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phase of evaluation and investigation depending upon the outcome of initial investigations
and the significance and nature of the archaeology.
Planning applications for development proposals which do not provide sufficient information
to enable the value of archaeological remains and the likely impact of the proposed
development to be determined, will be refused.
There will be a presumption in favour of the physical preservation in situ of archaeological
resources and their settings.
Development which would involve significant alteration or cause damage, or which would
have a significant impact on archaeological resources and the setting of visible
archaeological resources, will only be permitted where the Minister for Planning and
Environment is satisfied that the intrinsic importance of the resource is outweighed by other
material considerations, including the need for and community benefit of the development.
Where it is determined that the physical preservation of archaeological resources in situ is
not justified, the Minister will ensure, through the use of planning obligation agreements
and/or planning conditions, that appropriate provision for; the excavation and recording of
the resources; the publication of the findings; and in some cases, the treatment and
deposition of finds, is made and funded by the developer.

Policy GD 1 General development considerations states:
Development proposals will not be permitted unless the following criteria are met such that
the proposed development;
1. contributes towards a more sustainable form and pattern of development in the Island
in accord with the Island Plan strategic Policy SP 1 'Spatial strategy'; Policy SP 2
'Efficient use of resources'; and Policy SP 3 'Sequential approach to development';
and in particular it;
2. will not replace a building that is capable of being repaired or refurbished ('Demolition
and replacement of buildings');
3. where possible makes efficient use of construction and demolition materials to avoid
generation of waste and to ensure the efficient use of resources (Policy WM 1 'Waste
minimisation and new development');
4. encourages energy efficiency through building design, materials, layout and
orientation (Policy SP 2 'Efficient use of resources');
5. is adequately serviced and includes the provision of satisfactory mains drainage
(Policy LWM 2 'Foul sewerage facilities') and other service infrastructure;
Heritage Planning Services Ltd
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6. improves facilities for the storage and collection of refuse, including recyclables (in
accord with WM5).
7. does not seriously harm the Island's natural and historic environment, in accord with
Policy SP 4 'Protecting the natural and historic environment', and in particular;
8. will not have an unreasonable impact on the character of the coast and countryside
(Policy NE 6 'Coastal National Park'; Policy NE 7 'Green Zone' and Policy NE 5 'Marine
Zone'), biodiversity (Policy NE 1 'Conservation and enhancement of biological
diversity'), archaeological remains (Policy HE 5 'Preservation of archaeological
resources') or heritage assets (Policy HE 1 'Protecting Listed buildings and places')
and includes where appropriate measures for the enhancement of such features and
the landscaping of the site;
9. will not have an unreasonable impact on important open space; natural or built
features, including Policy NE 4 'Trees, woodland and boundary features'; and
Proposal 3 'Wildlife corridor designation';
10. will not unreasonably affect the character and amenity of the area, having specific
regard to the character of the coast and countryside (Coastal National Park and Green
Zone) and the built environment.

The Archaeology and Planning SPG (2008) states:
The key to informed and reasonable planning decisions is for consideration to be given
early, before formal planning applications are made, to the question of whether
archaeological remains exist on a site where development is planned and the implications
for the development proposal (Archaeology and Planning 2008: 4).
Where important archaeological remains and their settings, whether formally protected or
not, are affected by proposed development there should be a presumption in favour of their
physical preservation (Archaeology and Planning 2008: 4).
Where significant archaeological remains, whether listed as SSIs or not, and their settings,
are affected by proposed development there should be a presumption in favour of their
physical preservation in situ ie, a presumption against proposals which would involve
significant alteration or cause damage, or which would have a significant impact on the
setting of visible remains (Archaeology and Planning 2008: 9).
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The Supplementary Planning Guidance: development brief Field 402 states:
It is expected that any planning application made for the site should provide a Desk Based
Assessment to address potential archaeological interest within the site.

Heritage Planning Services Ltd
9

4.

Aims
The aim of this Desk-Based Assessment is to:


Identify the presence of designated and non-designated cultural heritage assets within the
Study Area;



Identify the potential of the Project Site to include archaeological deposits and to determine,
where possible, their condition and likely level of survival;



Provide an assessment of the known or predicted heritage assets considering their
archaeological, historic, architectural and artistic interests;



Define the potential development impact to the archaeological resource;



Assess the significance of the non-designated assets that formed the basis for refusal of
planning permission.

5.

Methodology
In order to ensure that the proposed development fulfils the obligations of the policies outlined
above, this DBA has been undertaken in accordance with the template Brief for an Archaeological
Desk-Based Assessment v3, produced by the States of Jersey and Oxford Archaeology, which states
that the aim of the DBA is to:


Identify the potential of the Project Site to include archaeological deposits and to determine,
where possible, their condition and likely level of survival;



Define the scope and nature of the proposed development and any impact on the
archaeological resource;



Help identify any health and safety concerns (e.g. soil contamination).

This Desk-Based Assessment has also been undertaken in accordance with the CIfA Standard and
Guidance for historic environment desk-based assessment (revised Dec 2014), which states that a
DBA ‘will determine, as far as is reasonably possible from existing records, the nature, extent and

significance of the historic environment within a specified area’ and that in ‘development context
desk-based assessment will establish the impact of the proposed development on the significance
of the historic environment (or will identify the need for further evaluation to do so), and will enable
reasoned proposals and decisions to be made whether to mitigate, offset or accept without further
intervention that impact’ (CIfA 2014: 4).
Heritage Planning Services Ltd
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The DBA involved consultation of available archaeological and historical information from
documentary, cartographic and historic environment record sources, within a 1000m radius of the
Project Site. This is the Study Area.
The aim was to produce a document that not only considered the potential for archaeological
remains on the Project Site, but to also put these into their historical and archaeological context.

Data Collation
The DBA involved consultation of available archaeological and historical information from
documentary, cartographic, photographic and historic environment record sources.
The primary repositories for information consulted comprised:

Société Jersiaise Coutanche Library
 Historic maps and documents;


Register Sites of Special Interest and Buildings of Local Interest;



Annual Bulletin of the Société Jersiaise;



Books and articles on the archaeology and history of Jersey.

Heritage Planning Services
 Jersey HER database of archaeological sites in the Channel Islands (derived from Paul
Driscoll’s PhD thesis);


Library of published sources.

Jersey Archive
 Aerial photographs.
Prehistoric Jersey (prehistoricjersey.net)
 Database of prehistoric sites.
States of Jersey
 Department of the Environment Register of Buildings and Sites of Architectural,
Archaeological and Historical Importance, and the Schedule of Areas of Archaeological
Potential.
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6.

Archaeological and Historical Baseline Survey
Introduction
The information presented here is derived from the sources listed above. The archaeological sites
included in the discussion below can be found in the Heritage Asset Register (Appendix 1) and
graphically in Figure 3.

Figure 3: Non-designated assets in the Study Area (HPS MON ID)

Previous Archaeological Investigations
There are no known archaeological investigations to have occurred in the Study Area that we are
aware of. However, unreported activity or activity associated with planning, but not yet in the public
domain may have been carried out.

Heritage Planning Services Ltd
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Prehistoric
Whilst there are two Dolmens recorded in the parish, these are located beyond the Study Area.
There are no Prehistoric assets recorded within the Study Area or on the Project Site.

Gallo-Roman
There are no Roman assets recorded within the Study Area or on the Project Site.

Early Medieval
It is possible that St Martin’s Parish Church dates to the Early Medieval period or not long after the
annexation of the Channel Islands by William Longsword, but it is not until the Medieval period that
it is referenced in documentary evidence.

Medieval
St Martin’s Parish Church (HPS Mon ID 1 Figure 3) is first mentioned in AD 1042, when William Duke
of Normandy (prior to becoming William the Conqueror) granted it to the Abbey of Cerisy near
Countances (Island Wiki: St Martin’s Parish Church). That it is referred to as St Martin the Old and
already held lands by AD 1042, suggests it had an earlier origin. It is located c.330m NNE of the
Project Site.
The site of the Chapelle de Sire Augustin Baudins was identified in the Jersey Placenames book
c.250m ENE of the Project Site. There is little historic background to this site, but Sire Augustin
Baudins occurs as a prominent name in the roll of insular clergy (Island Wiki: Baudins) and the
building may have served as a baptistery (Island Wiki: Handois Manor). His name occurs with
historic documents dated to AD 1496 (Island Wiki: History of the Baudins Family) as a priest.
These are the only two heritage assets within the study area. Whilst the Chapelle de Sire Augustin
Baudins is closest, there is no suggestion that it or its ground extended to the Project Site. If it was
a baptistery then it probably acted as an isolated site within the landscape, subsidiary to the larger
parish church.

Heritage Planning Services Ltd
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Post-Medieval (AD 1540 – AD 1900)
A “mound” is recorded in the Jersey Placenames book and on the Schedule of Sites of Archaeological
Interest (HPS Mon ID 2 Figure 3). It is located c.950m SE of the Project Site and is thought to be
a 17th century folly (ibid).

Modern/20th Century
Field 402, also known as Jardin d'Ahier (a prominent Jersey surname and therefore likely implying
ownership by an Ahier in the past), was purchased by the Slade family in 1933 for the purpose of
erecting a garage for their bus service Slade's, which was based in St Martin (Blackstone & Le
Quesne, 1999: 76-79). The land was considered suitable as it was opposite the family home, 'La
Hasse'. Whilst Jardin d'Ahier has survived as the field name into the Modern period, the translation
of Jardin, meaning garden (flower, fruit or vegetable) or orchard implies an association with a
dwelling.
The Slade bus company ran until 1946, when it was bought out by Jersey Buses. The bus depot
occupies the north western corner of the plot, but the structure itself is unsafe.
Also on the land is a disused tennis court and an air raid shelter built in 1939 by the then owner
Edward Slade Jr, for his family and employees. All these occupy the northern third of the plot.

7.

Historic Development of the Project Site
The Project Site is situated within a historic landscape, most likely expanding from the region of St
Martin’s Parish church, which is believed to occupy the location of the Medieval church. The earliest
cartographic resource which shows the site with any clarity illustrates piecemeal enclosure of land
which respects the road layout to the north and south of the Project Site (Figure 4). The enclosure
can therefore be said to have occurred after the establishment of these routes. As we can see from
the evidence that this pattern was firmly established by the second half the 18th century, it is logical
to suggest that the road pattern, which is still preserved today was established by the early part of
the century and may have an earlier origin.
Map regression has identified that two buildings stood on the northern part of the Project Site in
1795, as they are clearly shown on the Richmond Map (surveyed in the 1780’s). To the rear of the
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plot appears to be an orchard, and this may relate to the fieldname Jardin d'Ahier as discussed
above.

Figure 4: Richmond Map 1795 showing two buildings at north of plot

The structures are not shown on the later Godfray Map of 1849 (Figure 5), which states that every
house is shown. However, whether the map shows all agricultural or industrial buildings is unclear
and therefore if these buildings were not dwellings, they may well have been omitted.

Heritage Planning Services Ltd
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Figure 5 Godfray Map 18491 with Project Site outlined in red.

The buildings are also not depicted on the 1943 Ordnance Survey map, although the bus depot
constructed in 1933 is clearly shown (Figure 6). This is still standing to the northwest corner of the
Project Site. The buildings depicted on the site in the late 18th century appear to have been
demolished by this date.

This map of the Island of Jersey Divided into Parishes and Vingtaine and showing all the roads and lanes also every
house with the name of the proprietor except in the towns and villages.
1
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Figure 6 1943 Ordnance Survey with field names Project Site outlined in red

In the latter part of the 18th century there were few buildings in the surrounding landscape, but
those that did exist centred around the church and flanked the road network. By 1849, there had
been an increase in dwellings, particularly to the north of Route de Faldouet. This number had
increased again by the early-mid 20th century and further dispersed housing development had
occurred particularly to the east and northeast of the Project Site during the 20th century, as shown
by successive historic maps and aerial photographs.
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Figure 7 1943 Aerial Photograph with Project Site outlined in red
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Figure 8 1973 Aerial Photograph with Project Site outlined in red
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8.

Discussion
Due to a lack of fieldwork having been carried out in the Study Area, the archaeological potential
for the Project Site must be summarized form the historical data. The cartographic resources suggest
that the layout of the Project Site is defined by Post Medieval enclosure, which appears to respect
the layout of the flanking roads, and from this we can surmise that the proposed development area
preserves an 18th century agricultural landscape, with a road layout that may have an earlier origin.
By the late 18th century there are two buildings established to the north of the plot and therefore
the potential for the Project Site to preserve Post Medieval archaeology is considered medium. The
construction of the bus depot and observations during the site visit suggest that this portion of the
proposed development area may have been truncated, potentially removing any trace of the earlier
foundations.
Following this phase, an air raid shelter constructed on the site represents Modern activity on the
plot. This was a domestic defence and may be considered worthy of replacement by record in order
to add to the corpus of information on the impact of WWII on the Parish and island as a whole. The
structure may have social or historical importance; however, it is not considered to be of such
significance as to be worthy of preservation in situ. Likewise, the bus depot may be regarded as
having social importance and therefore may also be considered for replacement by record.
With regards to the earlier history of the Project Site and the potential for Prehistoric remains, it is
considered that the proximity to the main road and the evidence of development in this region in
the 18th century, raises the potential for the structures noted on the early map to have earlier origins
and evidence of Medieval activity cannot be ruled out to the north of the site. Although the afore
mentioned truncation must be taken into account.
The potential for Prehistoric activity has to be considered low, when taking into account the available
evidence, however Loess deposits across the site have the potential to seal earlier land surfaces and
evidence of activity.
It is therefore concluded that the Project Site has the potential to preserve Medieval to Post Medieval
buried archaeology to the north of the plot, although this may be truncated. Modern structures of
social and local historical value are preserved and still standing on the site and there is potential for
earlier deposits to be preserved.
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9.

Impact Assessment
The proposed development comprising 20 affordable houses with associated landscaping and
services has the potential to have significant impact on any previously unidentified archaeology and
known standing structures. Therefore, it is suggested that the proposed development area be
subject to a trench evaluation to investigate the potential for buried features, layers or deposits.
This may be supplemented by building recording appropriate to the importance of the surviving
structures, in the event that planning permission is granted, in order that they may be replaced by
a permanent record.
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Appendix 1: Project Gazetteer

AArc_ID Site Name
1
Site of
Chapelle de
Sire Augustin
Baudins
2
Mound

Description
Site of 15/16th century chapel or
Baptistery established by Sire
Augustin Baudins

Designation
None

Sources
HPS Jersey HER;
Stevens et al
1986; Island Wiki

Possible site of a 17th century folly

None

HPS Jersey HER;
States of Jersey
(AS 75)
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Appendix 2: Abbreviations and Terminology

ARCHAEOLOGY
Taken to mean the study of past human societies through their material remains from prehistoric times to
the modern era. It is also used in this report as a means of describing physical remains (e.g. there is likely
to be preservation of archaeology).
DBA
Desk Based Assessment.
aJD
Above Jersey Datum; used to express a given height above mean sea level.
PROJECT SITE
The area of the proposed development site. This may include heritage assets and boundaries that will not
be directly affected by development, but which by virtue of their proximity to the actual ground disturbance
are important elements of the historic environment and which must be included in any assessment.
SEA LEVEL
Heights are to the nearest metre above sea level.
STUDY AREA
Area around the Project Site whose Historic Environment is assessed to understand the nature of the site.
The Study Area for this DBA is 1000m from the centre of the Project Site.
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Appendix 3: General chronological table (for the purposes of this DBA)

Period

Date

Prehistoric

250000 – 100/56 BC

Information

Generalised period from the earliest human
activity in the island to the official conquest
of Gaul by the Romans.

Palaeolithic

250000 - 10000 BC

Defined by a number of key sites showing
Neanderthal and Early Human activity, for
example La Cote de St Brelade. Mobile
groups, ephemeral habitation evidence,
stone tool technology.

Mesolithic

10000 – 5000 BC

Period of major transformation in the
European environment and landscape after
the end of the last Ice Age and the beginning
of the Holocene. Mobile hunter-gatherer
communities, sophisticated tool technology
and some semi-permanent settlement with
evidence for the exploitation of the coastal
zones of the islands. Example at Lihou
Priory on Guernsey.

Neolithic

5000 – 2400 BC

The Channel Islands saw an earlier
transition to the Neolithic than in Britain.
Emergence of monumental architecture, first
(potentially) with menhirs later by
chambered tombs and subsequently gallery
graves. Development of complex society,
more sedentary lifestyles and more clearly
defined symbolic behaviour.

Chalcolithic/Beaker

2400 – 1800 BC

phase

Earliest introduction of copper to western
Europe. Expansion of the pan-European
Beaker phenomenon, including prestigious
material culture and individual burials. Bell
Beakers found throughout the archipelago
including local emulations called Jersey
Bowls. Cist-in-Circle monuments.
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Bronze Age

1800 – 800 BC

The Introduction of Bronze as a material,
used by the elite at first and later available to
the populace more widely. Barrows/tumuli
for the dead in the early stages replaced by
a lack of monuments and the preponderance
toward hoard deposition. Large quantities of
bronze metalwork found throughout the
islands and in Jersey in particular.

Iron Age

800 – 100/56 BC

Little change to domestic life in the islands.
Return of monumental architecture in the
form of promontory forts (at Câtel Rozel,
Fremont etc) in the earlier periods, followed
by warrior and horse burials in the Middle to
Later stages (Guernsey only).

Gallo-Roman

100/56 BC – 400 AD

Used to describe a fusion of indigenous late
Iron Age traditions in France and the
Channel Islands with Roman culture.
Represented by the identification of GalloRoman ceramics and roofing material
recently excavated at Grouville Parish
Church, confirming the first evidence of
Gallo-Roman occupation in Jersey.

Early Medieval

400 – 973 AD

Represents the time from the end of the
Roman period c.400 AD to the annexation of
the Channel Islands as a region of
Normandy under William Longsword in 973.

Medieval

973 – 1600 AD

Norman and post-Norman phases of
Channel Island life. The islands remained
loyal to the English crown despite the loss of
territories in NW France under King John.
Period of fortification building throughout the
archipelago and in Jersey at Mont Orgueil
and later at Elizabeth Castle. 1600 AD is an
arbitrary date, but enables the separation of
periods with more intensive industries.
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Post-Medieval

1600 – 1900 AD

Period of rapid change in Jersey including the
growing urbanisation of St Helier, the
involvement of the island in the English Civil
War and the Napoleonic Wars.

Industrial

activity did not impact the island as it did
Britain and the rest of Europe.
Modern

1900 – 1950 AD

Radical alterations to the landscape during
WWI and particularly WWII.

Extensive

defensive fortifications across the Channel
Islands and forming part of Hitler’s Atlantic
wall.
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