Heritage of Odiham: the Royal Deer Park and Odiham Palace
Introduction
Heritage is precious. Links to the past are important; once lost they cannot be re-created.
This was recognised last year by the Odiham Society when, 800 years after King John rode
from Odiham Castle to Windsor and returned after negotiating Magna Carta at Runnymede,
more than 10,000 people celebrated this local contribution to national heritage.
As well as the castle, other evidence of a royal manor, including a substantial remnant of the
Royal Deer Park, also represents tangible proof of the remarkable association of royalty with
Odiham, as recorded from before the Domesday Book of 1086.
WILL GODSON’S MAP OF ODIHAM & THE DEER PARK 1739 (FROM THE COPY IN ALL SAINTS PARISH CHURCH)
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The Royal Deer Park was largely forest until converted to agriculture in the 17th century. The
index to Godson’s map of 1739 shows a trackway – today’s Footpath 21 - between North
Warnborough and Colt Hill, dividing the park into the Great and Little Parks. These became
Lodge and Place Gate farms 200 years ago. Today, the former Little Park is still recognised as the
Royal Deer Park on the new ‘Historic Odiham’ map commissioned by the Parish Council.
Odiham Palace or Place, the long lost royal mansion where Queen Elizabeth I stayed regularly is
depicted only on Godson’s map with scant description elsewhere. It was closely related to the
Cross Barn, dendro-dated to 1532. With Odiham Place now more precisely located, The Odiham
Society is to review these historic royal associations in its twice-yearly Journal.
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Historic Odiham
This record is primarily a response to heightened local interest in the Heritage of Odiham
arising from a pending Planning Application for housing in the park; specifically in the
remnant of the former Royal Deer Park that was known as ‘The Little Park’.

The Parish Council’s
recent map of Historic
Odiham shows the
same field pattern as
Godson drew in 1739.
The Little Park of circa
100 acres was the
area between Odiham
village and the public
footpath between
North Warnborough
and Colt Hill.

Godson’s ground plan was shown to scale but not necessarily the buildings, just as in the map
above. This is likely to be the reason why Odiham Palace or Place is not widely appreciated as
having been Odiham’s most prestigious historic building other than the Castle.
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Part 1: Odiham’s Royal Deer Park
Authoritative opinion on the importance of Odiham Deer Park in history and as it is known
today is embodied in the reports of Historic England (formerly English Heritage) 2008-2012,
the Odiham Conservation Area Assessment of 2008 and a paper entitled the ‘Conservation
Area and self-guided walk’ by Derek Spruce of the Odiham Society. The park is also the subject
of a booklet, ‘Odiham’s Royal Deer Park’ by the late Sheila Millard, together with numerous
articles in the journals of the Odiham Society and the Hampshire Field Club.
Relying mainly on these texts and Godson map of 1739, the information below represents a
case for continuing recognition of Odiham’s rich heritage by local authorities, other relevant
bodies and above all by the community. The author feels in good company in believing that
re-development, however well-intentioned, would write-off 1,000 years of history at a stroke.

Historical update
The Deer Park was integral with the royal manor from the time of Edward the Confessor (104266) until sold by James I in 1603. By then, the Great and Little Parks were established on either
side of an historic trackway from North Warnborough to Colt Hill (ie. Public Footpath 21). Over
time the Great or Further Park became Lodge Farm (now with a canal of 1794 and a by-pass of
1981 running through it) while the 100 acre Little Park or ‘Town Lawn’ became Place Gate Farm.
An early Parker’s Lodge, next to the site of a former roman villa in the Great Park, was the only
park building and is today’s Lodge farmhouse. The Little Park has stayed substantially unchanged
over at least 350 years and is the ‘Odiham Deer Park’ subject to a development proposal.
Deer parks were mainly forest to provide wooded cover for the deer and add variety to the
hunt. Once royalty gave up its manorial rights after the death of Elizabeth I, the Earl of Mar
was said to have cut down 2-3000 of the best trees. If so, this may have been in line with a
trend towards conversion to agriculture (disparkment) which, in any case, would have soon
been hastened by the demands of the Civil War (1642–45 locally).
Timber from the park was of sufficient quality and quantity for use in making the engines of
medieval warfare and for the construction of Eton College in the 13th century. Most famously,
the hammer-beam roof of Westminster Hall was built of oak ‘from the King's Park at Odiham’
(Hansard 1914 re. Richard II at the end of the 14th century).
In the same way as these huge structures were first cut, assembled and marked for reassembly at or near the site where the trees were felled, it has recently come to light that
ships of Edward III’s fleet were built in the same way. Contrary to general supposition, early
shipbuilding was not only carried out in coastal shipyards, which were mainly used as a base
for fitting out and for repairs.
The Patent Rolls for May 1358 refer to an order of the King ‘to take in the county of Kent
twenty workmen for cleaving boards called shippeborde for the making of the king’s ships
called La Nawe Seynte Marie and Le Christopher in the park of Odiham co. Southampton’.
Graham Cushway, author of ‘Edward III and the War at Sea’, says that ships were assembled in
pits, often near to where the timber was cut to size, then taken to pieces again and transported
to shipyards for completion. In that way, only the timber used in construction had to be moved
and not the whole tree. Southampton had a shipyard in Edward III’s reign and, thanks to the
county having the same name, this may account for any doubts about the actual building of the
ships at Odiham. King David II of Scotland was imprisoned at Odiham Castle until late 1357,
which Dr. Cushway notes was ‘itself near the pits being dug to house the new ships..’. Such pits
would have housed ships of up to 30 to 40m. long; is there evidence yet to be discovered?
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Disparkment
The early records set out the importance of the hunt for most of the monarchs between the
time of King John – or perhaps before – and Elizabeth I. Elsewhere the role of harbingers in
her reign is discussed; they were engaged in the preparation of a viewing platform for her visit
to Odiham of 1591. This may relate to Swale House at Palace Gate Farm, which has similarities
to Queen Elizabeth’s Hunting Lodge, a National Trust property at Chingford.
Godson’s map of 1739 was made perhaps 100 years after the forests were cut down and the
land converted to agriculture. The field pattern clearly survives today in a comparison of his
map and a modern aerial view by Getmapping.com of Hartley Wintney.

WILL GODSON (1739)

GETMAPPING.COM (2009)

The comparison would be more striking had Godson not wished to colour differences between
pasture, meadow and arable land. The 1815 map below shows how today’s Footpath 21 divided
Place Gate Farm (formerly Little Park) and Lodge Farm (Great Park) some 200 years ago.

PLAN OF DOGMERSFIELD ESTATE – PLACE GATE FARM 1815 (HRO 6M50/24)
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Lodge and Palace Gate Farms
The 1815 estate plan above delineated the boundary between the two farms, both then owned
by Sir Henry Paulet St John Mildmay. Later records refer to ‘Palace Gate Farm’ rather than ‘Place’.
(LODGE FARM)

(JUDD’s FARM)

PALACE GATE FARM

FROM LAND REGISTRY RECORD OF PALACE GATE FARM: MILDMAY TO THOMAS 1920

In 1920 the outlying Odiham part of the Mildmay’s Dogmersfield estate was sold to the then
tenant-farmers, Parsons and Thomas for Lodge and Palace Gate Farms respectively, either side
of FP 21. (The sale plan also shows Judd’s Farm – now Valentine - as a separate holding).
Palace Gate Farm included the Little Park fields south of FP 21, the farmyard, Cross Barn and site
of the manor house etc. Also included was an area off Dunley’s Hill later developed for housing.
Bringing ownership up to date, the Lodge Farm sequence was Mildmay – Parsons – Janaway.
For Palace Gate Farm it was Mildmay – Thomas – Saunders, until development of the Palace
Gate area as a retirement complex, together with other residential development and offices in
1988. HDC files show that 103 acres of farmland (the former Little Park) were retained by the
Saunders family until sold to the present owner, Mr. Richard Revell of Dogmersfield in 2002.
The owner’s agents have compiled a leaflet describing the original proposal: ‘Restoring the
Historic Deer Park and Fish Ponds at Odiham’. They are the Chartered Town Planners and
Development Consultants, Messrs. Bell Cornwell of Hook. www.bell-cornwell.co.uk
END OF PART 1.
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PART 2: ‘Odiam Place’: The Capital Mansion House of Odiham
Records show that monarchs from William the Conqueror to James I held property in Odiham.
Notably, King John is credited with building the castle, while for several years of Elizabeth I’s reign
the royal manor was held by Sir Francis Walsingham who wrote letters ‘from my house at Odiham’.
This was the manor house noted by Sheila Millard as ‘The Capital Mansion House of Odiham’,
which ‘formerly stood to the east of the Cross Barn’. The architectural historian Edward Roberts
confirms from a survey of 1630 in The National Archives that it was ‘a house of many fine rooms
and ancillary buildings including a fair gatehouse of brick, a walled courtyard and a garden’. In
his opinion, such a great mansion and grounds would have occupied a very large area, in the
style of Loseley House near Guildford or The Vyne.
Does Godson show this? Unfortunately not; but his very small representation of Odiam Place is
shown in the vicinity of Palace Gate. Today this has not only gone but is largely forgotten.
(Godson’s original map is in the British Library; it is in 16 pieces, with a cut across the house).
By the time of the next detailed map of 1815, now in the Hampshire Records Office, only a
space is shown at ‘Place Gate Farm’ where the manor house might have been. Subsequently,
the Tithe Map of 1834 and Ordnance Survey maps since 1840 have shown this area vacant. OS
25” series maps as late as 1952 labelled this as ‘Supposed site of Odiham Palace’, almost as if the
house itself may be conjecture, although that cannot be the case.
CROSS BARN
WALL TO
DEER PARK
PALACE GATE
ODIAM PLACE
(Site of)
COURTYARD
/GARDEN

‘PALACE
GATE FARM’
SEPARATE
MAP SHEETS
THE OLD
VICARAGE
HIGH STREET

PALACE GATE AREA: WILL GODSON (British Library)

ODIAM PLACE (Sheets joined from Godson’s Map in BL)

Lord of the Manor
Odiham’s royal connection predated the castle of 1207, eg it was where Henry I spent Easter 1115.
Among many comparable entries, the ‘Privy Purse Expenses’ for 1531 refer to Henry VIII and Anne
Boleyn at Odiham Park. Elizabeth I knew Odiham from Royal Progresses in 1560, 1569 & 1574
when Chideock Paulet held the manor and her host was his father the Marquis of Winchester.
Walsingham then held it until it was assigned to Edward More in 1587, who also endowed the
Odiham Almshouses and was Elizabeth’s host that year and in 1591, when she also convened a
meeting of the Privy Council. This was the heyday of Elizabeth’s royal associations, when she
visited Odiham more often than Winchester, with a huge baggage-train and retinue to ensure
that when she stayed at ‘Odiam Place’, it would have been a home from home.
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On Elizabeth’s death in 1603 the title came out of royal patronage. King James assigned it to
the Earl of Mar that year, who sold it to Edward Lord Zouch by 1617-18. His son James inherited
the manor but was killed in the Civil War in 1643, at which time he held five other local manors
including Greywell and Hartley Wintney. His widow Beatrix soon remarried but, with a front
line of the war that moved back and forth between Farnham and Old Basing, the estate rents
suffered along with the town from occupation and raids until 1645.
It is recorded that the gatehouse and part of the house were pulled down in 1644. Sheila Millard
had suggested that the materials may have been used for repairs to the parish church. Soon
afterwards in 1646, Jonathan Mapleton leased Odiham Park, but not the house or ‘town lawn’;
also identified as the c.100 acres of the Little Park adjacent to the manor house.
Beatrix remarried again, but with her death in 1667 the manor was restored to James’s son,
also James. He had the reputation of a ‘big spender’ and was resident when repairs and rebuilding took place at the manor house. By 1702 he had made settlements for his housekeeper
to live there for her lifetime, implying that he lived elsewhere. Work on the house had not been
paid for when he died in 1708 and the manor was taken into Chancery. Claims of £18,500
(many millions today) were still being made against the estate in 1716 when the manor was
valued at £1,000 per annum. In 1718 ‘All that Capital Messuage or Mansion House in Odiham’
was described as ‘late in the occupation of Zouch his Assignee and Assigns...’
The last known phase of the manor house related to the purchase out of Chancery of the title
Lord of the Manor in 1736-7 by Paulet St. John - of a different family branch to Chideock Paulet who commissioned Godson’s map of 1739. He only acquired the estate in 1742 and the house
itself in 1759, after the housekeeper-tenant had died. A review of Chancery papers may help
to clarify if the house was suitable for occupation by nobility or, as seems likely, had become
derelict over the years in Chancery, making it worth little more than the land value.

Hatfield House: The Old Palace

HATFIELD: THE OLD PALACE

Godson’s map and descriptions of a brick-built, E-shaped, Mansion House at Odiham suggest
it may have been of a similar appearance to the Old Palace at Hatfield (1495), although Odiham
Place was probably much larger, with extended wings and a more prominent gatehouse.
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Odiham Place, Odiham Palace and Palace Gate
What happened to the fabric of the house is unresolved, as it is not marked on a detailed map
of 1815 or on the Tithe Map of 1843. The site was retained until 1920 by the Paulet St. John
family (after their adoption of Mildmay as the family name), when it was sold off with the
former deer park to the tenant farmers of Lodge and Palace Gate Farms.
The name ‘Palace’ would seem to be derived from the word ‘Place’. It may be that the visits of
Elizabeth on her Royal Progresses and having a private gate to the park from the manor house
at the end of the still extant avenue of lime trees led to this being known as the Palace Gate.
Otherwise, it could have been Victorian chroniclers who introduced the word ‘Palace’.
While domestic papers of Charles I in the Hampshire Record Office noted the deer park as well
stocked in 1630, the period of the Civil War (1642-51) probably marked a change to agriculture
and hence the Mapleton lease of 1646, as above. The 100 acre ‘town lawn’ or Little Park (south
of today’s Footpath 21) was perhaps excluded from this lease because of its association with the
manor house as parkland. The schedule to Godson’s map of 1739 shows a similar distinction
between the ‘heither (hither) and further Odiam Parks’, although by that time all the fields had
been given over to agriculture. In 1777 the ‘heither park’ was identified as the ‘messuage and
lands known as Plase (sic) Gate Farm’ and referenced in an agreement of 1791 whereby ‘Place
Gate Farm’ was leased to John Hewett by Sir Henry Paulet St John. [HRO: 10M69/T142].

Locating the Manor House
In Cox's Magna Britannia of 1738, there is a reference to: ‘Odiam or Odiham, a small Market Town, where was formerly a strong Castle and a Royal Palace’. In Henry I’s time (circa1115), a
royal hall in the Bury may have been a manorial residence that pre-dated the castle (Hughes
M. J. ‘The Small Towns of Hampshire’ 1976). Nonetheless, it is well-established that the Palace
Gate site relates to a re-built royal mansion house.
Another possible factor as to what happened to the house is that a number of large houses
were dismantled in the 17–18 th centuries due to the imposition of the window tax in 1695.
This was halved in 1832 and abandoned in 1851, but the damage was done. While bricking-up
the windows may have enabled the retention of smaller premises, manor houses with many
windows, such as at Odiham, were particularly vulnerable.
The situation in 1739 when Will Godson mapped the estate is likely to have reflected the
priority of the prospective owner Paulet St. John as to the potential productivity of the land.
Godson’s map presents a dilemma whatever the reason. When overlaid on a 1988 survey plan,
it offers an accurate representation of all the principal areas and boundaries – except one. The
one is for the manor house, ie his ‘Odiam Place’. While the map’s schedule matches fields and
other areas shown on the plan, the area given to the house is harder to rationalise.
Godson’s schedule in the HRO (Hampshire Records Office) shows areas in acres (4840 sq. yds),
roods (4 per acre) & perches (40 per rood). It identifies ‘Odiam Place and Courts’ as occupying
a little over half an acre, endways on to the High St. with the house widthways within it, yet its
curtilage takes up only half the width of the manorial ‘walled courtyard and a garden’ of nearly
3 acres, identified in the schedule as ‘Orchard’. This shows a gate to the deer park to the east of
a brick boundary wall (now overgrown) embodying a dovecot or perhaps a falconry.
Pictures help to locate this as the venue of the famous bare-knuckle boxing match of Humphries
v. Mendoza in 1788, reputedly for the biggest purse in the world. Then called a paddock, local
boys can be seen atop the brick wall to the Deer Park, so saving half-a-guinea for a ticket.
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Godson (1739) and the Archaeological Survey (1988)
A direct comparison of Godson’s map with an archaeological survey plan of 1988 shows
extraordinary consistency over 250 years. When the two maps are overlaid, Godson’s accuracy
becomes self-evident but the result is more confusing than in the comparison below.
WALL TO DEER PARK

FORMER WALLED
COURTYARD & GARDEN
TRENCHES
PLACE
GATE FARM
SITE OF RETIREMENT FLATS

CROSS BARN

CROSS BARN

‘ALMESHOUSE LAND’

VACANT
AREA

WILL GODSON (1739)

ARCHAEOLGICAL SURVEY (1988)

For the Archaeological Survey plan, it appears that trenches were dug where new dwellings
were planned, not to locate historic artefacts or the manor house.
Godson designates the former courtyard and garden of the manor house as an orchard, but this
was probably a planned use and not the historic role of this enclosed area. His not having shown
Odiam Place as continuing across the width of its own courtyard and garden may seem illogical.
Had it been shown as built across part of the ‘Almeshouse Land’ when that was still owned by the
manorial estate it would satisfy logic, but this land was not on the schedule for Godson’s map and
not within Paulet St. John’s remit to purchase out of Chancery.
Hence, to exclude the ‘Almeshouse Land’ from his entitlement
was perhaps the easiest option. A closer inspection of Odiam
Place as drawn supports this. The manor house has been
described as E-shaped. Conventionally it would have had
symmetrical wings at each end and a central gatehouse, as
with Hatfield’s Old Palace shown on page 3.
However, the drawing clearly shows the house as incomplete,
appearing cut off with just one wing and a gatehouse.
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A Revised Location for ‘Odiam Place’
Symmetry would only be restored with a longer house and the missing wing. This offers two
possible reasons for why only half the house was shown on the map: either it was itself in need
of restoration, or there was an ownership question over part of the land on which it was built.
Under the terms of acquisition, Paulet St. John may well have agreed not to exercise any
rights over the ‘Almeshouse Land’ and not to show the house as encroaching on it.

TERRACE?
REVISED LOCATION
OF ‘ODIAM PLACE’

REVISED LOCATION of ‘ODIAM PLACE’ (Image derived from Godson’s map in British Library)

While land areas were properly to scale on Godson, property was much more diagrammatic;
eg the Parsonage (now Priory) is correctly shown with 7 windows across its frontage, but not
with its actual depth front to back as much greater than its width.
With the location of the manor house revised as shown, it would appear as of an appropriate
size and sited more comfortably in regard to the former court and garden, here labelled as an
orchard, perhaps with a future role in mind. And while Godson did not suggest a division
where a terrace is indicated above, aerial photographs c.1930 show a change of texture for
this area, which may be explained by a different or stony composition. This would account for
a line shown on the OS 25 inch maps. (As also shown on the archaeological plan of 1988).
An alternative explanation is that the possible terrace area was the site of the manor house,
but this would deny Godson’s general accuracy and can probably be safely dismissed.
The location for Odiham Palace described above appears to satisfy most - if not all – previous
doubts about the provenance and location of Odiham’s royal manor house.
END OF PART 2.
NB: The writer is a member of SPAG (Save the Park Action Group): www.odihamdeerpark.org.uk
This digest is a personal compilation of material primarily from Odiham Society archives and the
Hampshire Record Office. Sources of information can be provided on request.
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PART 3. The Future of Odiham Deer Park
The future of the Deer Park depends on whether an entrepreneurial concept on the one hand
outweighs respect for conservation and heritage on the other. The owner’s ‘vision’ relies on
both being accommodated, but others believe this is not feasible and would serve to deny the
use of any heritage case to prevent further rounds of development in future.
Evidence setting out the owner’s proposals is to be found on the websites of his agent, Messrs.
Bell Cornwell of Hook and of Odiham Parish Council (OPC). A contrary view is expressed by the
Save the Park Action Group (SPAG).
Bell Cornwell’s publicity had set out a Draft Landscape Master Plan which may be revised
before submission of a Planning Application, although this is likely to retain a similar approach
to that put forward at meetings in public and in private with OPC.
DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL (BASED ON BELL CORNWELL PRESENTATION TO OPC 30 SEPTEMBER 2015)

‘ENABLING DEVELOPMENT’

NEW ‘PARKER’S HOUSE’

It is understood that the owner proposes to use a little-known planning provision to
facilitate his proposals for the Deer Park. This aims to secure the future conservation of a
heritage asset where related development would otherwise conflict with planning policies.
Called ‘enabling development’, the benefits must outweigh the dis-benefits of departing
from those policies, without which the conservation could not be achieved.
But as shown above, a unique feature of this heritage asset is a field pattern unchanged for
more than 300 years, with fish-ponds as the only evidence of any earlier built structures. The
Pilgrim Fathers had yet to set sail for the New World when deer were hunted here by royalty
and it draws a long bow to suggest that urbanisation with parkland houses and a small herd
of farmed fallow deer would somehow represent ‘conservation’.
The Deer Park is not to be confused with development sites outside the Conservation Area.
There is nowhere in the District or the County with a comparable heritage to this green lung at
the heart of the community. To some the Deer Park may appear ‘ordinary’, but the history and
continuity represented by such an asset are to be celebrated and not readily set aside.
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Heritage, Parliament and Local Democracy
Having been at many Odiham Parish Council meetings with this proposal or the Neighbourhood
Plan on the agenda, I know that heritage is not an issue for the members who favour development.
A division between this group and those who drew up the Neighbourhood Plan has been selfevident, as other local residents in attendance would testify. However, in commenting on any
application, OPC counts as but one respondent to the Local Planning Authority of Hart Council.
Parliament sings from a different hymn-sheet to OPC. At an All Party Group meeting on the
Historic Environment earlier this year, distinguished speakers such as the Head of the Heritage
Lottery Fund, the Director of Engagement for Historic England and the Leader of the Built
Environment group in the Lords all make the case for heritage with extraordinary enthusiasm.
One who left her mark was Baroness Andrews, who spoke to the significance of ‘The heritage of
the ordinary’. To me, that sums up the importance of the Deer Park. Yes, footpaths should be
improved and the drainage too if possible, but even Henry VIII had a problem with that!
The Neighbourhood Plan offers the possibility of the Deer Park being registered as a Local
Green Space. During an earlier phase of the plan, it had been supposed that the Localism Bill
implied that an area of circa 100 acres would not qualify for recognition. That view has now
changed, partly because of precedent and because this area of the park is not only discrete, with
established boundaries, but is recognised by Historic England as important for posterity. While
the whole former Deer Park of 547 acres did not qualify for Listing, the HE Decision Summary of
2012 advised: ‘...but (it) is recognised for its strong local impact and high historic significance’. A
further application for Listing the area of the former Little Park is pending.
As a Local Gap, it is for Hart District Council to evaluate a provision intended to ensure the
separation of the Odiham and North Warnborough settlement areas. Currently, this is a saved
policy of the Local Plan, but new provisions could mean this being devolved to the level of
Neighbourhood Plans.
Being within the Odiham Conservation Area, the area of the Deer Park that is now expected to
attract a proposal is a designated national heritage asset. In the words of English Heritage:
“Historic areas are now extensively recognised for the contribution they make to our
cultural inheritance, economic well-being and quality of life. Public support for the
conservation and enhancement of areas of architectural and historic interest is well
established. By suggesting continuity and stability, such areas provide points of reference in
a rapidly changing world: they represent the familiar and cherished local scene.”

Responding to any Planning Application
The Planning Case may be complex, involving National and Local Policies, covenant law etc.
SPAG & CPRE will be among the groups and individuals who intend to raise objections.
Please ensure that HDC knows your views too.
If and when a Planning Application has been submitted to Hart Council this could allow
ONLY 3 WEEKS in which to comment – and there is unlikely to be any other opportunity.

Hugh Sheppard
CPRE North-East Hampshire District Group and SPAG (Save the Park Action Group).
E & OE

Updated: August 2016
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