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ACCESS TO THE DESERTED VILLAGE SITE

AN IMPORTANT NOTE

Access to the site of the deserted church and village is alo
footpath which leaves the A4010 half a mile south of the p
Stoke Mandeville village centre. This crosses land that bel
local farms. Visitors to the sit@séezl pleasedspect the
surrounding land and ne¢toove anything from the deserted
church ruins or surrounding fields.


http://www.bucksas.org.uk/
http://www.millipedia.co.uk/
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In the path of HS2...

If you take a public footpath south fromViatodteville village,

pass to the west of the-d@titury Stoke House then cross a field,
you will come to a roughly rectangular enclosure surrounded by a
iron railing. Open the metal gate and go inside. Here you will find ¢
large untidy mound of brokemnest partly obscured by
undergrowth and in places up to nine feet high. Look carefully an
among the broken brick and flint you will find carved mouldings.

For 800 years this was the Church of St Mary the Virgin, whos
chancel dated from the 12th ceblotiyy 150 years ago it was the
parish church of Stoke Mandeville. It is still surrounded by
headstones, some standing, some fallen. The latest carries the d

15 June 1905.

The village of Stoke Mandeville was not always where it is today. |
the fieldsraund what remains of its-&@titury church you will
still see earthbanks, watercourses angp gitedi® showing

where once were buildings, mill races and fighgriags a
moat Today the original village site is deserted, in the midst of
fieldsits churchyard marked by lines of overgrown chestnut trees.
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It lies uprotectd
amongt its fields,
unnoticed by mo
who pass by.

It was céainly not
noticedin 2011by
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The site of the deserted village ¢ in the fields
to the south of Stoke Mandeville.
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the planners of the HS2-dpgkd rail line, which if built would
cross Buckinghamshire on its way from London to Birmingham
When the planners looked at the section where HS2 trains woul
sweep out of the Chilterns and west of Aylesbury, they drew a lin
on the map, the shortest line between two places.

If HS2 goes ahead as it is currently plandethe government

says it wid then what remains of the Saxon and Norman village will
be swept away by the bull dozel
gos through the old church and its quiet, deserted churchyard.

2:
The Buckinghamshire Archaeological Society
and HS2

The Buckinghamshire Archaeological Society is not a political bod
The Society has not sought, like the County Council and the Chilter
Society, to oppose the HSZpegd rail line plans on economic or

| egal grounds. But the societ
hi storic assets. One of its pr
preservation, as far as possible, of buildiegs; ebjects of

public, local, antigquarian or

Buckinghamshire has, perhaps, fewer assets than other counties
has no great industries like the Midlands and the North, no financi
centre like London, no ports like Hampshiresex. But
Buckinghamshire does have a natural and historic environment go
back thousands of y&armswhich you can still, today, read the
history of how people have lived here through the changing
centuries. These are riches indeed.

The archaeological society is not alone in believing that this herita
is an asset worth defending. Every year hundreds of thousands
people come to Buckinghamshire to enjoy its historic Chiltern
landscapes, its great houses such as Cliveden, iddsikesdsn

its medieval churches and villages. These atyg wahimahl
historic assefisand the Buckinghamshire Archaeological Society
makes no apologies for being partisan in their defence.
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3:
The effects of HS2 across Buckinghamshire

If currentplans go ahead the HSZspégd rail line will cross
Buckinghamshire from end to end, affecting the historic landscapes
the Chilterns, the Vale of Aylesbury and North Bucks villages.

The line will enter the county near Denham in thesouthd,

after crossing the valley of the River Colne, will runaniilea 7.5
tunnel under the south Chilterns. Emerging north of Amersham, it
will cross the Misbourne Valley on a viaduct to enter the Vale o
Aylesbury by running alongside the existing Chilténe Ra
between Wendover and Coombe Hill.

From there its route passes west of Stoke Mandeville, then betwe:
Hartwell House and Aylesbury to join the route of the former Great
Central line near Quainton Railway Centre. The line then passe
close to thellgiges of Twyford and Chetwode before crossing into
Oxfordshire.

The plans show that the line will cut through a range of historic site
and buildings in Buckinghamshire, including a section of the
prehistoric Grim's Ditch, sites of known Roman intkrest an
medieval farms. Many more, though not destroyed by the line itsell
will be substantially affected by the introduction of a 250mph rail
line into their historic environment.

The work of constructing HS2 is an even greater concern. The rout
itself is krvan: a strip up to 100 yards wide across the county. But
what is not yet known is the impact on the surrounding landscape
the huge construction works that will be necessary to build the line
the access roads for thampsand:
ments, equipment stores, spoil dumps, road diversions and so on.

And there are other unknowns too.

Listed buildings and scheduled archaeological sites are marked on
HS2 planning maps. These are protected by legislation, so we can
sure that theswill be taken into account by the Environmental
Impact Assessment (EIA) that is to be published by the governme
in spring 2013.
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But he deserted village site south of Stoke Mandeville is neithe
listed nor scheduled, so it is legally unprotectéds Aodthe

only historic building or site along the HS2 line that has not yet bee
officially recognised. The landscape of Buckinghamshire bears t
traces of human occupation going back nearly 10,000 years to tt
end of the | asta |fcieelAdg et h alth ed
story to tell. Across all this HS2 will plough its huge furrow.

4.
W[Péﬂ OKPV@S G2 aSSododQ

The old village site at Stoke Mandeville stands in the path of HS2. C
the rail p | dsrsimoworossiits shallpwalley dne | i
a low embankment, cutting through the corner of the church ruins
and its surrounding graveyard and obliterating the remains of variol
watercourses and millponds.

We know enough about the old village site to understand that i
played an important role in the history of Buckinghamshire. But w
d o kndwt enough to understand the ddtadause most of what

is left lies hidden under the fields and church ruins.

The few years that are left before the construction of HS2 may be tt
0l ast c thadesered village of elé Stoke Mandeville.

Stoke
Mandeville on
the first-edition
Ordnance
Survey map of
1830. The
church and old
village are to
the south of
w{i21S
with the later
village to the
north.
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5:
Old Stoke Mandeville
¢ what we know from the documents

The village we know today as Stoke Mandeville is mentioned il
Domesday Book'l si hpdpdasaodogubke
until the 13th oury, when it came into the hands of one Geoffrey
de Mandevilfe.

Domesday Book records that in 1086, the year when it was
compil ed, Stokeds Il ord of t he
Lincol n. Stoke wa s t he bi sh
Buckinghamshie also held Buckland nearby.

The great royal manor of Aylesbury was held by the king, William |
but the Domesday entry for Ayl
Lincoln holds the church of tfF
however, sy 8 when hsepplids iwerg feeded for the
church and its clefggnd for the bishop and his retinue when he
visitedd these would have come from his two nearby manors at
Stoke and Buckland.

The Domesday survey tells us that in 1086 the village @ftStoke had
|l east 24 families (0620 villeir
survey counted only -hloldied male workers, so once women,
children, the old and infirm were added there would have been
around 125 people in ddslwere The
assessed at 68 hidesd6 (roughly
21 ploughs busy; there was woodland for 30 pigs and meadow lal
equi val ent to three further 0
valued at 10 shillings.

But the village of &o§oes back further than 1086 and the
Normans. Domesday records that before the Norman conquest ¢
1066 the manor had been held by th&axmioBishop Wulfwig

of Dorchester on Thames. St oke
the survey says, andwdsth o6 wi t h t he church
Buckl and was held by Wul fwigds

Sadly there are no surviving -8aghtmn boundary charters for
Stoke, so in the absence of excavation we do not know how early t
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settlement there exisdethough tre is increasing evidence that
some parish boundaries may date back to Roman times or ew
earlier.

But we do know from Domesday Book that there is something
unusual about Stoke. The entries for most villages are restricted
survey details about the, lumat it is worth, and who holds it.
That for Stoke goes on to say:

60For the eight hundreds whic
each Freeman who has one hide or more pays one load of corn
this church. Furthermore from each Freeman one aore of corn

four pence was paid over to this church before 1066, but aftel
the coming of KidAg William it

The O6churchd is St Maryods in ¢
added to the entry Snoke

The royal connections of the estate of pydesbahurch of St

Mary seem to go back to the mid-@agla period, when
Aylesbury lay in the kingdom of Mercia. Whether royal ownership
continued under the rule of the West Saxon dynasty over a unite
kingdom of England is not demonstrable; theughghmartainly

a royal connection in 971, when the ealdorman Aelfheah bequeath
land at Aylesbury to King Edgar.

Uncertain again is when the church of St Mary was given to th
bishops of the diocese in which Aylesbury lay. Under Mercia th
bi s ho wdukl havesleedn at Leicester, but they retreated to
Dorchester on Thames when faced with the Danish settlement «
midland England in the latter half of the 9th century. But what is
certain from the Domesday Book evidence is that in 1066 the chure
of Aylebury was held by Bishop Wulfwig{Q633

The church of St Mary and the clergy serving it would have bee
supported by the revenues due in the form of tithes, burial fees ar
such like from the people living within its extensive parish, ever
when later local people may have had their ownattexmel Ao

separate stream of income would have come from the estate .

Stoke, particularly from the
0demesned | and) which accordin
360 acres.
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But how are we to ~
understand the payme s §
of corn from the Freeme | ~
of the eight surroundin |
6hundredsd? CHANCEL
corn did this levy raise 4—=
What was it worth? How b

was the corncollected? || asen

Where was it storadd s = e lr
where was it milled? - N

Might the Domesday
surveyorodos
information about the
corn levy in his entry fo| ——
Stoke imply that Stok{ roren /
was ts collection point? ‘
That Stoke was where tf
corn was storeshdthat
the corn was ground 4
Stokeds mi.l
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That the mill at Stokia plan of the original church of St Mary

may have served no mcthe Virgin made before its demolition.

than the immediate- 1¢The chancel (top) was 12th-century ¢

plough Stoke estate wasthisoriginallyi KS o0 A aK2

suggested by Keith

Bail eyds est i mshitegheré Wwas & ratiorof oBeu c |
mill for roughly every 15 plodgius; against this, we have no idea

of the actual size of the Stoke mill.

Under the Normans and over succeeding centuries this direc
connection between the bishops, Aylesbury and &toke bec
weakened.

The Angksaxon Bishop Wulfwig was removed in 1067 and
replaced by Remigius, who moved his diocesan seat from neatr
Dorchester to the more distant Lincoln. The revenues from
Aylesbury were assigned first to the chapter of the newncathedral
Lincoln, then, in the 13th century, to one of its canons. In the papa
Taxatio Ecclesiadtit291 the value of Aylesbury and its chapelries
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was given as 185 marks (nearly 624 income from them was
considerable.

A significant change forptréshioners of Aylesbury came in the
late 13th century, when the chapelries of Stoke, Bierton, Bucklan
and Quarrendon were separated from Aylesbury to create a ne\
vicarage of Bierton.

The manor of Stoke, on the other hand, remained with the bishops
Lincoln, who by the middle of the 12th century had divided it,
creating two manors, -eiibby the bishop to the families of
Mandeville and Eynsford. A document dated 1535 refers to the
cmpelry of 06Stoke Ma4Tmhe enedse | e
locations of the sites of these two manors are today uncertain, thou
one may be the house known 1t oc
be near the old church ruins.

6:
A site of national importance

The historical evidence summarised above suggests that the site
the old church and manor of Stoke Mandalite ief national
importancas we will see, this is supported by the archaeological
evidence. This national importance hinges factdire

Firstly, as an Angaxon episcopal manor the site is potentially
comparable with the important excavated sites at North Elmham i
Norfolk and Bishopstone in Sussex. So far ineastsnidtands

of England there are no comparable exitesated s

Secondly this is known to have been the site ofSaxdmglo
watermill recorded in Domesday Book, whose position may havi
been related to the processing of the large quantities of grain due
the bishop from the surrounding areas.

Thirdly, this veathe supporting estate of the royal minster church of
St Mary in Aylesbury, whose history goes back to the 7th century
and which was in the late Awton period in the top rank of
minster churches, immediately below those that were’cathedrals.
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7:
What we know from the archaeology

Although there has never been an archaeological investigation of 1
deserted village site and what remains of its church, let alone
excavation, some details can be deduced from observations both
and present. Tole parish church of St Mary the Virgin, which was
in full use until 1866 and where churchyard burials continued unti
1908, was recorded at various stages before its final demolition |
1966° Around it, various earthbanks and watercourses offer clues t
what may lie beneath the fields.

The old church ceased to serve the parish in 1866, by which time tl
village centre had migrated to its present position at the roac
junction further north, where the parish church newly built in that
year stands todaye @ not know why the village moved, but the
old site is lolying, with several watercoudsas may at some

time have proved damp and unhealthy.

The turnpike road extension from Terrick towards Aylesbury, built
just after 18Z2voided the old village by holding to the higher
ground to the wedfas it still does today in its new guise as the
A4010. The road buil dersd cho
that the village site, except for the church itselisiwadready
deserted bytheenl t he 18t h century. B
in 1824 shows the old church in theé’fields.

The old church, progressively abandoned after 1866, gradually fe
first into disrepair, then into ruin. The remaining walls and arches
became dangerous and ter® finally demolished, at the request

of the Parochial Church Council, in January 1966 by a troop of Roy
Engineers.

All that remains on the site today is the mound of broken stone, th
tops of several walls visible within it. However several items from
the old church found their way to the new: these included five bell:
from the old church tower, the-@&tiury fonthe pulpit (later

moved to Little Kimble church), the parochial church chest, the
Royal Coat of Arms and the Brudenell MoBument.

The monument is to three children of Edmund Brudenell, whose
family were lords of the manor from 1409 t& TB89marble
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figures, 16tbentury by their costume, appear to have been given a
later classical settihthough the changes must have been made
before it was moved from the old church.

The architecture tbe church itself was recorded before its final
demolition, ncluding a report by the Royal Commission on
Historical Monuments in 19M¥. Niven examined the disused
building in 1911 for the Society for the Preservation of Ancient
Buildings, and reported:

060The chancel must date idrrom |
to it, judging by the very smalt@eralar chancel arch of plain
square section... The width of chancel being 12ft, that of the arcl
is only 5ft 10in. ... The piscina [basin], and a lancet [window],
widely splayed inside, above it, are of tbent@th. There is

a priestdéds door on the south
jambs. ...

60The nave, about 38ft Xx 18ft
quite a good 14tantury arcade of three bays carried upon plain
and robust octagonal piemswétimoulded capitals. The south
doorway is also of the 14th century ... [and] the north
doorway. ..o

Ni ven also mentions O6a brick t
17th century, within the nave, the west, north and arcade walls
being utilised [topport it], and a thin arch built within the nave to
carry its eastern wall.d He ¢
works to preserve the buildimgne of which were carried®out.

The roughly rectangular churchyardaishallow valley. It is
surroundeby a low bawnkich isoday topped by an iron railing.

Even to the untutored eye it is clear that this isnadenan
landscape. From the church mound three watercourse$ are visible
one to the soutrest and two nostast. They run parallel to each
other and at right angles to the churtiiregdire fed by streams

from further up the valley, but all have been at some time divertec
and embanked. Immediaelth of the churchyard, ahidgtit

bank turns one stream through 90 degrees and ionttiagieep

the hillside. To the north another watercourse runs in a straight lint
for 500 metres, raised 10 metres above the valley floor.
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Two of these are former mill leats, which once provided the water tc
drive mills. The most recent, that to the eodb in a large
ornamental pond to the side of Stoke House. Behind the houst
among several ranges of farm buildings, a deep pit can still be se
which contains the rusting remains of an iron millwheel. It was las
used in the 1930s.

On the opposite side of the valley, 200 metres from the church site
is a scatter of buil dings wit|
(though it has had other names in its time). The modern farm is bui
on higher ground, but not far from the western leat. There is no sigl

of a mill there today.
Stoke House \

Mill House
Farm

2_ churchyard

0 200m
1 )

A plan of the deserted village site drawn in 1990 for a report done by
the County Museum on the church and churchyard.
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The third watercourse runs to the east of the church site and i
probably the oldest. Todlag simply a stre@hough a very
straight oné taking the overflow from the later leat that leads to
Stoke House Farm. It may once have served the earliest mill on tl
site. At one time it fed three rectangular ponds to the north of the
church sitavhich are visible today only as shallowypsilted
depressions in a grassy field, but within local memory one was us
as a watercress béddtey show clearly on the 1870 Ordnance
Survey map. They were clearlynmad® and may have been
fishponds or evdrefore that, a moat around a manor house or
grange.

How old are the three leats? An archaeological investigation mig
tell us. Did one of these leats turn the mill mentioned in Domesda
Book? We do not know. But one thing is certain: the presence o
three parallel leats shows how important the mill must have been t
the economy of old Stoke Mandeville, right back from the 1930s t«
the Domesday survey of 1086 and beyond.

An aerial photograph taken in 1957 shows that the churchyard star
at the centre olaager area bounded east and west by two of the
leats, to the north by the former ponds and to the south by a lov
bank. There are bridges over the leats to thestolehding up
towards Terrick and the road to Chequers and Great Missenden, al
to thenorthwe st t owar ds St oke House
village'?

The modern Ordnance Survey map even today also show
earthworks in the field immediately to th¥ &ahtugh if you

look for these today the field has been ploughed flaisand there
sign of earthworks. In 1990 a site survey and report by the Count
Museélém suggested that this was formerly the site of a moated mar
house:

Bot h of theemctowmy ydhs stl®@tt ihans
ditchesd. J S h e a bfaamoatmana ftshpend,s ¢
and says that foundations of buildings had been found during tt
widening of a stream in the field next to thé%church.

E R Matthaei, a reside@toke Mandeville, wrote in 1985at 0 i 1
the lower ground near the old church... the remains of various
buil di ngs #*&gain, thbse trates are modong@r. visible
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today, though in the 1970s more than 50 sherds of medieval potte
were collected when fields to the nortle chahchyard were
ploughed.These are now in the County Museum in Aylesbury.

8:
2 KFG 6S R2yQl 1y2¢9

The lack of an archaeological excavation or even a detailed survey
old Stoke Mandeville leaves important questions unanswered:

1 Was the 12ttentury chah of St Mary the Virgin the first on
this site? Or does the mound of rubble that it is today hide the
foundationsof an earlier building which még loack to
AngleSaxon times? t h e ¢ h ucemtunyéckancél 2vash
the first chapel on the sits twould suggest that it was
established as part of the development of the manor by the
Mandeville family. If it replaced an earlier structure, this might
be the Dbishopds chapel. On |l
establish this.

1 The church sits within burial ground: when was this
established? What can the probably large number of burials he
tell us about the population of Stoke Mandeville through the
middle ages and into modern times?

1 Did the site include a manor house, with or without a moat?
If s@ this would suggest that the chapel developed as part of ;
manorial complex. Again, the relationship of chapel to the rest o
the site could only be investigated archaeologically: by
geophysical survey in the first instance, followed by excavation
theresults justify this.

1 Where was the water mill? Or indeed mills, because this was
clearly an important site for the milling of corn for a thousand
yearsor more until the waterwheel at Stoke House fell silent
less than a hundred year3lagavhole lief the land suggests
that the site may have been selected originally to take advanta
of one or other of these streams, and that tHeaxorglo
b i s hnallprécerded in Domesday may lie somewhere close
at hand.A detailedstudy of the watercourseand their
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development over the centuries might help to refine the
guestion.

1 How were the elements of the village surveyed in Domesday
Bookd the mill, the dwellings for 24 or more families, perhaps a
barn, perhaps a manor héusset out around the church?
One hypothesis that should be tested is that the old village sit
might originate from a late ABgilon episcopal manor, with
theimportance of its mill reflecting the processing of the corn
rendered to the bishop by the Freemen of the eight hundreds
The plan of the village might answer this question.

1 Finally, when did the old village become deserted and why? We
this a gradualopess? Or the result of an epidemic resulting
perhaps from its damp,-iomg and potentially unhealthy
situation?

RIGHT: The 15th-century font, which was
moved to the new parish church in 1866.

BELOW: The abandoned church in the
early 20th century: the ivy is taking over,
but the roof has not yet collapsed.
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9:
What needs to be done

The evidence summarised here shows that this is a site of natiol
importance. HS2 should therefore -bmuted to avoid it
altogether. This should be therisity.

When the first route maps for HS2 were released in 2011, the line
passed 30 metres reaist of the church ruins. Too close for
comfort, but not necessarily destructive. Then new maps issued |
January 2012 showed that the line had beentheosedtiwest

so that it passed directly through the ruined chancel, probably th
oldest part of the chufrch.

Why the change? Ostensibly to reduce the impact on Stoke
Mandeville and Aylesbury. But it seeas filraas HS2 Limited is
concerned, Stokkandevi | | efs deserted v
map because the amended route passes right through the desel
village site without noticing it.

The problem facing old Stoke Mandeville is that its site has not be:
officially recognised. It is not @ddéstyras a scheduled ancient
monument, so is unprotected by legislation. The official HS2 route
maps mark listed buildings and scheduled mérunmhégmsre

anything not of ficially desi
Sustainabi |l i taiyo0d last year was sketchyHo® &hatc o
it called O6cul tural heritaged.

However this does not mean that the deserted village site is officia
invisible. The evidence summarised here supports the argument tr
the site is of national importance, and trehretddebe regarded

as of similar significance to
i n accordance with the gover.:
Framework, which statethat, for planning purposes, sites of
equivalent archaeological significaneehetuled monuments
shailld be treated as thalggignated.

The Historic Environment Record for Buckinghamshire, which is
mai ntained by the c¢ouhincgudes ounc
a dozen separate entries for the deserted villagehesite.

corsultation documentation on the scoping of the HS2
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Environment al | mpact Assessmen
assets are heritage assets formally identified by local authorities &
recognised through their inclusion in the Historic Environment
Recad 8 HER®.Tohe EI AG6s scoping doc
bundesignated historic and arc
be shown to be 6of séhedul abl e

Il n response to this, t he cour
workng t o bring known HER reco
deserted village and other 0Oul

HS2 to the attention of those
EIA. The Society has every confidence that the Bucks Archaeolo
Servie will ensure that the value of both designated and
undesignated heritage assets is recognised by the H3Riplanners
the signs are that this will be an uphill task, with reduced resources
a result of cuts in public spending. This pamphletdsast@mde

offer to put our shoulders to the wheel too.

The aim of this short account has been to establish the histor
i mportance of Stoke Mandtemvil |l e
it is a historic asset that should be valued, not swept away.

HS2 Isould avoid this nationally important site. An early evaluation
of its extent and significance is essential before the line of HS2
finalised and its loss becomes irrevocable. A geophysical surv
should be carried out in the fields around to discaggrath

extent of the village, whose boundary is still uncertain. Then detaile
planning will be needed to ensure that not only thedarebeself

kept clear of the deserted villagebsitalso theonstruction

c o nt ramwoeds couemdNcillargites suchagipment stores

and spoil heaps

If any section of the site cannot be avoided, then, well before an
construction starts, what remains of the church beneath the mount
of broken stone and the village beneath the fieldsrarsubd it
archaeologically investigated to discover what old Stoke Mandevil
can tell about its history, and the role it played in the history of the
county and country; to preserve what is found, wherever possible
and to record what is learned.

But with &ite as important as this, the first priority should be its
preservation intact, by moving the HS2 line.
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10:
Investigating along the route of HS2

Stoke Mandevill eds deserted vi
asset that has so far passed draiotigehe route of HS2 through
Buckinghamshire or its neighbouring counties.

During t he first hal f of 201
Consul t at i on dspeed rail tploposalH@dquestihg g |
submissions from interested and affected parties plomget!

route. In order to respond to this, members of the Buckinghamshir:
Archaeological @Bt launched the HS2 Historidmpact
Assessment project, whosesaindraw attention to the likely
impact of HS2 on the historic buildings, villaglesraiig® along

the proposed line.

Thep r 0] e s todosus enigathering evidence for the impact of
the line on the county's historic environment. Whether this evidence
would add to arguments for changes to the HS2 plan in order t
preserve histosites, or be used to enable 'resckiddefane its
construction, i$ iclear that without such evidence the historic value
of what might be lost might never be known.

The project therefore amns
1 ldentify sites, buildings and environments at risk.

T Survey key places along the route where the historical impact |
likely to be high.

1 Correct inaccuracies in the 'sustainability’ case being made &
HS2 Limited.

1 Complement the environmental assessment édiygtiumn
county's Archaeol&gyvice

1 Subntia report to the HS2 Consultation Process.

In 2011 the project completed six impact assessment reports. Four

these focused on Twyford, where the line was routadgthmpass

150 metres of the Graldgdd parish church and the Grade Il listed
fooer vicarage, St Maryds House
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The six reports were:

Chetwodeds Historic Landscapc¢
Potter Row, Great Missenden

Twyford village and old cottages

Twyfordds medieval earthwor Kk:
St Maryds House, Twyford
Portway Farm and Barn, Twyford

These reports wegneliminary studies, produced quickly in order

t o form part of t he Societyd
Consultation in July 2813ix months later, in January 2012, the
government announced that HS2 would go ahead, with a variety
minor amendmentg bo major changes to the route.

This investigation into Stoke
subject of this pamphlet, is the first survey of 2012 carried out by
members of the Societyds HS2
group. Other steys will follo#?.

E E E E EE

11:
Experience from HS1

Only one higépeed rail line has been built before in the UK: HS1,
running through Kent to link London with the Channel Tunnel. One
account of how HS1 construction handled the heritage assets tr
stood in itgath raises both hopes and concerns for what will happer
with HSZ?

With HS1, archaeologists were integrated into the design team fror
the start, working closely with the engineers. With HS2, only now,
it seems, after several years of planning lyetbengnigams and

with the detailed route already determined, are archaeologists ar
other experts being consulted for the EIA.

The account of HS1 makes the point that in Kent there was consta
pressure on heritage conservation issues from lotal authori
conservation professionals, county archaeologists and those

Engl i sh Heritage. It concl ude
essential to ensure that the protection of heritage assets was gi\
due weight in the design process and throughotiboonstruc
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With HS2, cuts in local government services at both county anc
di strict | evel s mu st rai se o
archaeologists and conservation officers will have the resources
scrutinise a design and construction process Wwhitiotvibn a

huge scale and spread out over many years.

Will the councils put extra funding in place for this work? Will the
government permit this when local government spending is cappe
at austerity levels?

On the positive side, the HS1 account trepoats 6archae
mitigationd along the |line ©o6r
research datad. Wi ll the resou
for heritage assets affected by HS2?

12:
What happens next?

INnSpring 0 12 t he government set ab:
Impact Assessment (EIA) for the future construction of the HS2 line
The EI A wil/ assess the i mpac
environmental and historic @setsdecide how this impeégit

be reduced.

The initial scoping exercise will determine what will be included in
the EIA and what will not. The evidence presented here is the ca:
for the inclusion of the Stoke Mandeville site as a heritage asset
high significance with a inmglact rating, since, as the proposals
stand, we believe the significance of the asset will be totally altere
or destroyed.

The construction of HS2 will not take place in a vacuum. As an
business leader will tell you, HS2, like any project, Wwikhoring
costs and benefits. It is important for our understanding of our
history that the complete loss of the deserted village of Stoke
Mandeville is not one of the costs.

There will be few enough benefits to be had frespeetigil

line whose traindll not stop anywhere in the county. Perhaps the
preservation and investigation
could bring Buckinghamshire one benefit at least.
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A NOTE ON SOURCES

The account given here does not set out to be academicall
comprehesive and fully referenced. Its intention is rather to draw
attention to the unfortunate conjunction of the planned route of the
HS2 highpeed rail line with the historically significant site of the
deserted village.

If the reader would like to know @iooeit the history of Stoke
Mandeville, the references and sources given here will provide
starting point. Much greater knowledge will be gained, however, if
the deserted village site can be preserved intact.

REFERENCES IN THE TEXT:

DomesdayBook: Buckinghamshire edited by John Morris
(Phillimore, Chichester 1978) section 3a.

2. William Page (editdtiztoria County History:

Buckinghamshire volume 2 (1908), page 360 (hereafter referred
to as 6VCH Buckinghamshireo).

3. Domesday Book: Buckinbamshire section 3a.

4. Records of Buckinghamshirevolume 39 (Buckinghamshire
Archaeological Society, Aylesbury 1997) page 69.

5. Records of Buckinghamshirevolume 43 (2003), page 72.

6. VCH Buckinghamshire passim.

7. Recent archaeological research throws new light on the developmen
and context of St Maryds, Ayl es
Jonedron Age Ritual, a Hillfort and Evidence for a Minster
at Aylesbury(Oxbow Books, Oxford 2012).

8. Reports of tlmeeglected church appeafeedards of
Buckinghamshire, volume 8 part 2 (1899), page$6iband
volume 10 (1911) pages; 2hd a note on its demiRecords
of Buckinghamshire volume 17 part 5 (1965) page 417.

9. Peter GullaniJaking the Road fom Princes Risborough to
Thame(Bucks Archaeological Society, Aylesbury 2006) page 9.

10. Buckinghamshire in the 1760s and 1820s: The County Maps
of Jefferys and BryantBucks Archaeological Society, Aylesbury
2000).
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11.

13.

14.

15.

16.
17.

18.

19.

20.

21,

22

24

25,

26.

27.

28.

Records of Buckinghamshirevolume 17 part 5, page 417.

Alan Dell and Richard PeGrcep k e Mandevi |l | e: Wi
more crows than folk (Phillimore, Chichester 1992) pagts 18

Dell and Pearce, pagel9.

Royal Commission on Historical Monuments:

Buckinghamshire, volune 1 (1913) pages-281

W Ni ven, O6Di sused church of St
in Records of Buckinghamshirevolume 10 part 2, pages.94

Aerial Photograph RAF F21 53/RAF/2081 (11 January 1957).
Ordnance Survey Explorer MajChiern Hills North, edition

B2 revised (Southampton 2009).

| J Stewart and A MacDoB&b#e Mandeville Old Church

(Bucks County Museum, Aylesbury 1990)3ages 2

J Sheahalhe History and Topography of Buckinghamshire

(1861) page 197.

ER Matthaegtoke Mandeville(Stoke Mandeville 1955) page 8.
Buckinghamshire Historic Environment Record, record ID
0093800001.

HS2 Feasibility StudyARUP) Drawing numbers-BRBRO7
DR-RW-03109 and HARPOO-DRRW-05009.

National PlanningPolicy Framework(2012), paragraph 139.

The Bucks HER databasdime @ivww.buckscc.gov.uk/
bcc/archaeology/Historic_environment_record.page

HS2 London to West Midlands EIA Scope and Methodology
Report, Draft Condition A (ARUP/URS 30 March 2012).
6Factors for assessing the sigrt
HS2 London to West Midlands EIA Scope and Methodology
Report (ARUP/URS) page 63, table 7.

The six survey reports may be dowrfload#BASvebsite at
www.bucksas.org.uk/hbgprojects/HS2consultationresponse.html

This page also includes a copy
Consultation.
For further information about t

activities, eMail the project coordin&is? @bucksas.org.uk
Paul Booth and othéxs,Track: TheArchaeology of High
Speed 1 Section 1 in Kef©xbow Books, Oxford 2011).
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In the path of HS2

The HS2 historical impact assessment project
by members of the
Buckinghamshire Archaeological Society

A series of survey reports on historic buildings and
archaeological sites that stand on or close to the projected
line, with assessments of the impact that the line will have.

{G alNEQa | 2dzaS3 ¢ge&F2NR
Historic Building Report by Peter Marsden and Marian Miller
REPORT NUMBER BAS/2011-01

Twyford Village Earthworks

Historic Landscape Report by Michael Farley
REPORT NUMBER BAS/2011-02

Portway Farm, Twyford

Historic Buildings Report by Sue Fox and John Brushe
REPORT NUMBER BAS/2011-03

Potter Row, Great Missenden

Historic Buildings Report by Yvonne Edwards
REPORT NUMBER BAS/ 2011-04

Chetwode

Historic Landscape Report by Karen Pepler
REPORT NUMBER BAS/2011-05

Twyford Village, Buckinghamshire

Historic Environment Appraisal by Marian Miller
REPORT NUMBER BAS/2011-06

1 These reports can all be read or downloaded, free,
FTNRY GKS {2 OmSnibackss.orguls 6 a 7
¢ where future activities relating to HS2 and
Buckinghamshire will also appear.
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http://www.bucksas.org.uk/

Buckinghamshire
Archaeological Society

MEMBERSHIP OF THE SOCIETY

Members receive the annual Records of
. dzO1 AY3AKF YAKANBE FTNBES SOSNE
Library and a range of activities including lectures, outings,
project groups, day schools and research.

Single membership £12 a year, family £16, junior £8. Contact
the Membership Secretary at BAS, County Museum, Church
Street, Aylesbury HP20 2QP

RECORDS OF BUCKINGHAMSHIRE

moowsor The Society's annual journal, Records of
e Buckinghamshirgpublishes reports of

| g archaeological excavations, historic

j y buildings, local and industrial history,
‘/ \ \ natural history and all aspects of times past
== in Bucks. It is published in May every year.

For the latest issue, send a cheque for £16
YIRS 2dzi ORI 920DFAO0F NI { 20A S
Bucks, County Museum, Church Street, Aylesbury HP20 2QP

AN ILLUSTRATED HISTORY OF EARLY BUCKINGHAMSHIRE

This book covers the history of our county from
the Ice Age to the Tudors, drawing on many
recent discoveries by archaeologists and
historians. Its seven specialist authors are all
members of the society.

To getacopy, send a cheque for £18.50 made
2dzi G2 W.dz01&a ! NOKI S
BAS, County Museum, Church Street, Aylesbury HP20 2QP




If the HS2 high-speed rail line goes ahead as
planned - and the government says. it will - then
what remains of the Saxon and Norman village of

Stoke Mandeville will be swept away by bulldozers.
Because its route goes through the old church ruins
and their quiet, deserted churchyard.

This pamphlet outlines what we know of the
original Stoke Mandeville, and what will be lost if
current plans go ahead unchanged. It sets out the

evidence that this deserted village is in fact a site of
national importance.

This is an appeal, not just for the protection of
Stoke Mandeville’s deserted village, but on behalf of
all historic buildings and sites along the route of HS2

as it crosses Buckinghamshire from end to end.

Price £2.00
Buckinghamshire BN 978-0-9558158-6
Archaeological
Society

0955181




