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Figure 1:  General location (Scale 1:25,000) 

Site
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Summary
In February 2008 ASC Ltd carried out an archaeological evaluation of land to the rear of 
Church Farm, High Street, Pinner, prior to the construction of a new housing development.  
Three trial trenches were excavated, which contained a number of ditches and pits dating to 
the 18th, 19th and 20th centuries. A small finds assemblage of the same dates was also present.  
No earlier features or artefacts were observed and it is unlikely that significant 
archaeological remains are present on the site. 

1. Introduction 
1.1 In February 2008 Archaeological Services and Consultancy Ltd (ASC) carried out an 

evaluation at land to the rear of Church Farm, High Street, Pinner, Harrow.  The 
project was commissioned by Henry Homes Plc, and was carried out according to an 
advice letter (Stabler 2006) prepared on behalf of the local planning authority (LPA), 
the London Borough of Harrow, by their archaeological advisor (AA), the Greater 
London Archaeological Advisory Service, and a project design prepared by ASC 
(Barclay 2008).  The relevant planning application reference is P/1253/04/CFU. 

1.2 Planning Background

This evaluation was required under the terms of Planning Policy Guidance Note 16
(PPG16), as a condition of planning permission for the development of the site. 

1.3 Archaeological Services & Consultancy Ltd

Archaeological Services & Consultancy Ltd (ASC) is an independent archaeological 
practice providing a full range of archaeological services including consultancy, field 
evaluation, mitigation and post-excavation studies, historic building recording and 
analysis.  ASC is recognised as a Registered Archaeological Organisation by the 
Institute of Field Archaeologists, in recognition of its high standards and working 
practices.

1.4 Management
The project was carried out under the overall direction of David Fell MA MIFA.  David 
is an experienced archaeologist with extensive fieldwork and post-excavation 
experience, and also of historical research and building recording.  David holds a first 
degree from the University of York, and a master’s degree from Birmingham 
University.  He has held a range of supervisory appointments since 1990, including 
Milton Keynes Archaeology Unit, Bucks County Archaeology Service, Beds County 
Archaeology Service, Archaeological Project Services, Hertfordshire Archaeological 
Trust and the Museum of London Archaeology Service.
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1.5 The Site

1.5.1 Location & Description
The site is located in the village of Pinner, in the London Borough of Harrow, 
and is centred on Ordnance Survey National grid Reference TQ 1232 8970 
(Figure 1).  It lies close to the centre of the village c. 95m northwest of the 
parish church (Figure 2). The south side of the site fronts on to an area of grass 
and private residences are present on all other sides. 

1.5.2 Geology & Topography 
The site is in an urban area and the natural soils have not been surveyed (Soil 
Survey, 1983, U).  The underlying geology is likely to be London Clay (BGS, 
Sheet 51N02W).  The site lies at an elevation of 70m AOD. 

1.5.3 Proposed Development
The proposal is for the construction of five houses, with associated gardens 
and driveways (Figure 3). 
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Figure 2:  Site plan (Scale 1:1250) 
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Figure 3:  Proposed development  (not to scale) 



Church Farm, Pinner Archaeological Evaluation 
1031/PHS

© ASC Ltd 2008  Page 8

2. Aims and Methods 
2.1 Aims

As described in the project design (Section 3), the aims of the evaluation were: 

�� To gather sufficient information to generate a reliable predictive model of the 
extent, character, date, state of preservation and depth of burial of any 
archaeological remains (and associated paleo-environmental deposits) within the 
site.

2.2 Standards

The work conformed to the project design, to the relevant sections of the Institute of 
Field Archaeologists’ Code of Conduct (IFA 2000) and Standard & Guidance Notes 
(IFA 2001) and to the relevant sections of ASC’s own Operations Manual. 

2.3 Methods

The work was carried out according to the requirements of an advice letter from 
GLAAS (Stabler 2007), which required: 

�� Excavation of three 15m trial trenches (Figure 4) 

2.4 Constraints

The trench layout, as specified in figure 4 of the project design (Barclay 2008), was 
modified in order to avoid a number of buildings and trees. In addition, access to a 
road leading to the northeast side of the site had to be maintained. No other constraints 
were encountered. 
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3. Archaeological and Historical Background 
3.1 The following section provides a summary of the readily available archaeological and 

historical background to the development site and its environs.  The site lies within an 
area of archaeological and historical interest, and has the potential to reveal evidence 
of a range of periods. 

This section has been compiled with information from a desk-based assessment 
prepared for this project (Semmelmann & Rouse 2006). 

3.2 Prehistoric (before 600BC) 
Although there are three entries in the Historic Environment Record (HER) for 
prehistoric features and finds, including a barrow (HER 16982) 650m NE of the site, 
none are known from Church Farm. 

3.3 Iron Age (600BC-AD43) 
The Iron Age in Pinner is represented by some pottery fragments unearthed in 
Waxwell Lane  (HER 20381) approximately 500m NW of the site and Grim’s Ditch, 
approximately 1km to the northwest. 

3.4 Roman (AD43-c.450) 
Roman coins, pottery and brick and stonework have been found at Waxwell, Bury 
Pond (Barrow Point) Hill, and Pinner Road in Pinner (VCH 1971). 

3.5 Saxon   (c.450-1066) 
The manor of Harrow encompassed the present day town of Pinner in the Saxon 
period and the Domesday Survey of 1086 records that Earl Leofwine held the lands 
during the time of King Edward (Williams & Martin 2002, 358). There is only a little 
archaeological evidence for Saxon activity within the town including some pottery 
fragments, which were recovered between Church Farmhouse and Grim’s Ditch 
during an excavation on Waxwell Lane in 1973 (HER 20381). 

3.6 Medieval (1066-1500) 
The Domesday Survey (1086) records that Archbishop Lanfranc, Archbishop of 
Canterbury held 100 hides at Harrow until the Dissolution in 1545 (Williams & 
Martin 2002, 358).

By the early 14th century, Pinner was one of the largest hamlets in the parish of 
Harrow.  Church Farmhouse is first recorded in 1396 as a half hide head tenement 
known as Newers or Blakes held by Thomas Blake (Clarke 2004, 205). The present 
building was possibly initially constructed by John Bird who owned the property 
between 1506 and 1536 (ibid. 38). 

3.7 Post-Medieval (1500-1900) 
The Domesday Survey (1086) records that Archbishop Lanfranc, Archbishop of 
Canterbury held 100 hides at Harrow until the Dissolution in 1545 (Williams & 
Martin 2002, 358).

By the early 14th century, Pinner was one of the largest hamlets in the parish of 
Harrow.  Church Farmhouse is first recorded in 1396 as a half hide head tenement 
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known as Newers or Blakes held by Thomas Blake (Clarke 2004, 205). The present 
building was possibly initially constructed by John Bird who owned the property 
between 1506 and 1536 (ibid. 38). 

The Domesday Survey (1086) records that Archbishop Lanfranc, Archbishop of 
Canterbury held 100 hides at Harrow until the Dissolution in 1545 (Williams & 
Martin 2002, 358).

By the early 14th century, Pinner was one of the largest hamlets in the parish of 
Harrow.  Church Farmhouse is first recorded in 1396 as a half hide head tenement 
known as Newers or Blakes held by Thomas Blake (Clarke 2004, 205). The present 
building was possibly initially constructed by John Bird who owned the property 
between 1506 and 1536 (ibid. 38). 

3.8 Modern (1900-present) 
The population of Pinner continued to expand into modern times.  With the expansion 
of urbanisation, many of the farm buildings disappeared, although little industrial 
activity occurred. 
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Figure 4: Trench location plan (Scale 1:1250)
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4 Results 
4.1 General

This section provides a summary of the results of the fieldwork.  Full details of each 
trench, in tabular form, are provided in Appendix 1 and conclusions are provided n 
Section 5. Three trenches were excavated across the site (Figure 4), and aimed to test 
accessible areas within, or close to, the footprints of the proposed buildings. 

4.2 Natural Soils

The natural strata was a stiff, light yellowish-orange clay.  The mid greyish brown 
silty clay subsoil and dark blackish brown silty clay topsoil were only present in the 
area of Trench 3, within the garden of 45 High Street.  The ground surface in the area 
of the other two trenches, located to the rear of Church Farm, was flat rather than 
sloping as it was in the garden.

4.3 The Trial Trenches 

4.3.1 Trench 1 (Figs. 5-6: Plate 1) 

Trench 1 aimed to evaluate the northern part of the site, and was aligned east-
west.  A single ditch [107] was observed within this trench. 

The natural strata (128) comprised light yellow clay and was present at a depth 
of c.0.65m. It was exposed across the entire trench and had been cut by a 
single linear feature [107]. No subsoil layer was present in the trench. 

A northwest-southeast aligned ditch [107] was present in the centre of the 
trench. It was 0.82m wide and 0.90m deep with a steep sided profile and 
concave base.  The upper fill (108) comprised light grey silty clay with 
occasional reddish brown mottling and was 0.2m thick.  The lower fill (109) 
comprised dark blue-black silty clay with occasional orange mottling (109). 
No artefacts were present in this feature, and the ditch is undated. 

The ditch had been sealed by a layer of brownish orange silty clay (106). This 
was 0.12m thick and is interpreted as re-deposited material. It was overlain by 
a c.0.25m thick layer of crush chalk (105) which, in turn, had been sealed by a 
further deposit of brownish yellow clay (104). 

A number of spreads of obviously modern material (101), (102) were present 
below the topsoil (100). The latter was c.0.2m thick and comprised blackish 
brown silty clay. 

4.3.2 Trench 2 (Figs. 7-11: Plates 2-4) 

Trench 2 aimed to evaluate the east part of the site, and was aligned from 
northwest to southeast.  Three features dating to the 18th to 19th centuries were 
observed in this trench. 

The natural strata (129) was present throughout the trench. It comprised 
mottled yellowish brown clay and was present at a depth of c.0.35m. 
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The natural strata had been cut by a circular pit [114]. This was present 
halfway along the trench and its north edge lay beneath the north edge of the 
trench. It was 1m in diameter and was 0.2m deep with concave sides and a flat 
base. It was filled with a deposit of grey silty clay (115), which contained a 
small assemblage of obviously modern brick and tile. 

The upper 0.35m of the trench profile comprised a deposit of compacted mid 
brown gravel and sand (111), which is interpreted as a foundation layer for the 
overlying tarmac farmyard surface (110). 

The makeup layer had been cut by two modern intrusions, namely a trench 
containing a modern ceramic drain [116] and a 0.9m wide pit [112]. Both these 
features contained a small assemblage of miscellaneous 19th and 20th century 
artefacts. They are interpreted as modern intrusions and are not 
archaeologically significant. 

A layer of modern crushed brick and chalk fragments (118) was observed at 
the north end of the trench. It overlay the natural strata, at a depth of c.0.35m 
and is not archaeologically significant. 

4.4.3 Trench 3 (Figs. 12-15: Plates 5-7) 

Trench 3 aimed to evaluate the west part of the site and was aligned north-
south.  Three undated and 18th /19th century features were observed within this 
trench.

The natural strata (130) consisted of yellowish brown clay (130) was present at 
a depth of c.0.35m. It was observed throughout the length of the trench and 
had been cut by three intrusions. 

A ditch [122] was present towards the south end of the trench. It was aligned 
from east to west and was 1m wide and 0.30m deep with a concave profile. It 
was filled with a deposit of mid brown silty clay (123) but no dating evidence 
was present. 

A circular pit [124] was present to the north of Ditch [122]. It was 0.44m in 
diameter and 0.20m deep with near vertical edges and a flat base and was filled 
with a deposit of blue-grey silty clay containing contained fragments of 18th

century brick and tile. 

A third feature [126] was present c.4m from the north end of the trench. It 
extended beyond the east edge of the trench and its’ northern side was 
obscured by a block of modern concrete (120). It had a concave profile c.0.4m 
deep and was filled with an undated deposit of blackish brown silty clay. 

The upper part of the trench profile comprised subsoil and topsoil layers. The 
subsoil consisted of light brown silty clay (121) and was generally c.0.20m 
thick. A modern concrete slab had been inserted into the subsoil, and partially 
obscured underlying feature [126]. The overlying topsoil comprised blackish 
brown silty clay (119) which varied in thickness between 0.40m to 0.60m. 
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Plate 1:  Northwest facing Section of Ditch [107] (Scale = 1m) 

Plate 2:  Northwest facing Section of Pit [112] (Scale = 1m)

Plate 3:  Northwest facing Section of Pit [114] (Scale = 1m)



Church Farm, Pinner Archaeological Evaluation 
1031/PHS

© ASC Ltd 2008  Page 15

Plate 4:  West facing Section of Gully [116] (Scale = 0.4m)

Plate 5:  West facing Section of Ditch [122] (Scale = 1m)
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Plate 6:  Southeast facing Section of Pit [124] (Scale = 0.5 m)

Plate 7:  Southeast facing Section of Pit [126] (Scale = 0.5m)
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Figure 5:  Plan of Trench 1 (Scale 1:50)

Figure 6: North West facing Section of Ditch [107] (Scale 1:20)

Figure 7:  Plan of Trench 2 (Scale 1:50)
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Figure 10: Sections (Scale 1:20)
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5. Conclusions 
5.1 Three trial trenches were excavated with the aim of providing as wide a sample as 

possible of the site. They were located in accessible areas, between standing buildings 
and trees and were aligned from north to south and east to west. 

5.2 A total of seven features were observed in the trenches. Two 18th to 20th century pits 
were present in Trenches 2 and 3, and a further late 20th century pit {112] and drain 
[116] were present in Trench 2, cutting a modern make-up layer (111). Further, 
undated features, were present in Trenches 1 and 3. 

5.3 It is likely that the east part of the site, tested by Trenches 1 and 2 had been disturbed 
by the construction of the existing farm buildings and the laying out of the driveway. 
The subsoil did not survive in this area. In comparison, in the west side of the site the 
full soil profile survived and this area has probably seen less modern disturbance. 

5.4 A very limited finds assemblage was recorded, comprising a small quantity of 18th-
20th century brick and tile, pottery and a fragment from the stem of a 19th century clay 
pipe.

5.5 No prehistoric, Roman or medieval features were observed in the trenches. While the 
existence of individual, isolated archaeological features, away from the trenches, 
cannot be specifically excluded, it is unlikely that large numbers of archaeological 
features pre-dating the 18th century are present on the site.  It is unlikely that the 
proposed development will have significant impact on significant archaeological 
remains. 

5.6 Confidence Rating 

5.6.1 The fieldwork was undertaken in bright sunny weather conditions, although 
the ground was wet, due to rain the previous night. The machining was 
undertaken to a high standard and the stratigraphy was well defined and easy 
to distinguish. 

5.6.2 A high confidence rating is attached to the results of the evaluation. 
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