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2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

New Rides Solar Farm has been assessed in order to consider its below ground archaeological potential. 

In accordance with relevant government planning policy and guidance, a desk-based assessment has 

been undertaken to clarify the archaeological potential of the PDA and to consider possible impacts on 

surrounding (archaeological) heritage assets. 

 

In terms of relevant designated heritage assets, no nationally designated Listed Buildings, Scheduled 

Monuments, World Heritage Sites, Historic Battlefield or Historic Wreck sites lie on the PDA. This report 

does not consider indirect (setting) impact upon Listed Buildings in the Inner, or Outer Study Areas. It 

does cover Scheduled Monuments. There is one designated Scheduled Monument within the Outer Study 

Area. There are none within the Inner Study Area. This Scheduled Monument (Shurland House: early 

16th Century Great House and Associated Remains) has been considered in terms of direct and indirect 

impacts.  

 

This assessment considers the potential for archaeological remains to have been present, and for them 

to have been preserved to the present day. These are distinct factors, which both contribute to the site’s 

archaeological potential. A Map Regression exercise has identified traces of modern activity which we 

know to have taken place from documentary research. We anticipate that certain tracks were created 

in the 20th C for use in agriculture and, we believe, in association with the airfield. We also note the 

existence of a pillbox on the site and there may be other remains of a similar nature (associated with 

the airfield, RAF Eastchurch). We also note that the land has been ploughed (although is currently in use 

as pasture). These various activities will have affected sub surface remains in parts of the site. However, 

the land retains a potential to preserve remains, if any were present. 

  

This assessment also comments on what importance archaeological remains on the site may have in 

regional, period or topic specific terms. Our ability to comment is based upon what is known at this stage 

measured against the research priorities we are aware of. The PDA is considered to have the potential 

to have remains important in these ways: 

 

Period/Topic Likelihood of remains 

being present (Low, 

Medium, High) 

Importance (Low, 

Medium, High, Very High 

– See Table 1) 

Early – Middle Prehistoric (Palaeolithic – 

Mesolithic) 

Low Low 

Late Prehistoric (Neolithic, Bronze Age, Iron 

Age)  

Low Low 

Roman Low Low  

Early-Medieval Low Low 

Medieval Medium Low 

Post-Medieval High Low 

Modern – General High Low 

Modern - Military Airfield WWII (RAF 

Eastchurch) 

High Medium 



  

  
 

7 
 

The development proposals comprise the construction of a Solar Farm. Such developments involve 

excavation of topsoil for temporary haul roads and foundation bases for inverter and transformer units, 

also trenches for cable runs linking the ends of solar panel arrays. A main cable run to connect with the 

grid is also proposed. The affect of pile driven poles to hold that panels is a highly localised impact. Such 

developments have the potential to remove/impact underlying archaeological remains and the most 

frequently monitored are: 

 

• Stripping of temporary haul roads 

• Stripping needed for foundation bases for inverter and transformer units 

• Trenches for cable runs linking the ends of solar panel arrays 

• Trenches for cable runs to the grid 

 

On the basis of available evidence, it is considered that the proposed development accords with current 

legislation, the planning policies contained within the NPPF and local policies which relate to 

archaeology.
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3 INTRODUCTION AND SCOPE OF ASSESSMENT 

3.1 BACKGROUND 

3.1.1 This archaeological desk-based assessment has been prepared by Joe Abrams 

of Abrams Archaeology. The document was produced for Energiekontor. 

Documentary Research has been carried out by Joe Abrams. Graphics have 

been prepared by Izabela Jurkiewicz of Arte-Facts.  

3.1.2 The proposal for the New Rides Solar Farm would occupy land to the east and 

west of the New Rides Farmhouse and yard/barns area (Figure 1). It is centred 

at NGR TQ 99287 69944.  By way of introduction, the land is formed of 

grassland in use for pasture at the time of writing. An existing Wind Farm (New 

Rides) of four turbines already exists at the site. It is hereafter referred to as 

the Proposed Development Area (PDA) and/or the Inner Study Area. 

3.1.3 The report considers heritage assets of archaeological interest, including 

finds/findspots of artefactual (e.g. flint tools and pottery) and ecofactual 

material (e.g. plant remains and bone), and locations, features or objects 

referenced from historic documents.  Where appropriate, it refers to 

archaeological and palaeoenvironmental deposits, including sub-surface 

archaeological remains of features, buildings and structures. 

3.1.4 This data has been collected for an area comprising a 3km radius of the PDA 

boundary. We have split that data into: 

Inner Study Area/PDA – which is the proposed solar farm 

Middle Study Area – land within a 1km radius of the edges of the PDA 

Outer Study Area – land within a 3km radius of the edges of the PDA but 

excluding the Middle Study Area. 

These Areas are easily discerned by reviewing Figures 2-8 where the 

boundaries are shown. These Study Area/s have been selected on the basis of 

professional judgment, and through consultation with the Kent HER, as being 

sufficient to determine the archaeological potential of the Site, taking into 

account its location, topography, and character. 

3.1.5 In terms of relevant designated heritage assets, no nationally designated Listed 

Buildings, Scheduled Monuments, World Heritage Sites, Historic Battlefield or 

Historic Wreck sites lie within the PDA. There is a non-designated Heritage 

Asset (Pillbox MKE1115465, Figure 3) lying within the southern portion of the 

PDA.  

3.1.6 There are three Listed Buildings within the 1km (Middle Study Area). There are 

various non-designated Heritage Assets shown in the Middle Study Area 

(Figures 3-8, Appendix 1). 
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3.1.7 There are 11 Listed Buildings and one Scheduled Monument in the Outer Study 

Area (Figure 2, Appendix 1).  

3.1.8 Heritage Assets within the Inner, Middle and Outer Study Areas have been 

considered in terms of their potential to inform our understanding of 

archaeological potential on the PDA.  This report does not cover Built Heritage 

(Setting). It does cover the direct and indirect impact of the proposals upon 

Scheduled Monuments. There is only one, at Shurland House, to the north of 

the PDA (1015681 - Shurland House: early 16th century Great House and 

associated remains, Figure 2).   

3.1.9 The PDA lies within a part of Kent which has become increasingly well 

understood in archaeological terms in recent years. This growth in 

understanding has been driven by various types of development work, 

including a windfarm to the west (Prison Cluster/former Eastchurch Airfield), a 

windfarm on the PDA (New Rides) and a solar farm to the east (Old Rides 

Farm).  

3.1.10 This document draws together the available archaeological, topographic and 

land-use information in order to clarify the archaeological potential of the PDA, 

together with its likely significance, and to consider the need for design, civil 

engineering, and archaeological solutions to any constraints identified.  

3.2 GEOLOGY  

3.2.1 The British Geological Survey1 identifies the underlying solid geology across the 

Site as being London Clay Formation - Clay and Silt. Sedimentary Bedrock 

formed approximately 48 to 56 million years ago in the Palaeogene Period. 

Local environment previously dominated by deep seas. 

3.2.2 Highly localised data is available in this instance as a result of works associated 

with the windfarm (New Rides) construction. This indicates that land within the 

PDA is characterised as follows in Table 1. The data is derived from Table 3.1 in 

the Phase II Geo-Environmental Site Investigation2. 

3.3 TABLE 1 DEPOSIT CHARACTER  
 

Strata Typical Description Min 

Depth 

Max 

Depth 

Max 

Thickness 

Topsoil Dark Brown variably silty sandy gravelly 

clay with rootlets 

0m 0m 0.50m 

Made 

Ground 

Firm thinly laminated dark brown slightly 

sandy clay 

0m 0m 0.70m 

Clay Firm thinly laminated dark brown slightly 0.40m 0.50m 8.50m 

 
1 https://www.bgs.ac.uk/discoveringGeology/geologyOfBritain/viewer.html - accessed 12-01-2021 
2 REC 2013. Phase II Geo-Environmental Site Investigation. Land at New Rides, Isle of Sheppey, Kent, ME12 4AX. REC Report: 45144p2r1 

https://www.bgs.ac.uk/discoveringGeology/geologyOfBritain/viewer.html
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Strata Typical Description Min 

Depth 

Max 

Depth 

Max 

Thickness 

silty clay 

London 

Clay 

Stiff to very stiff high strength thinly 

laminated grey clay with occasional mica 

6.30m 9.00m >3.70m 

3.4 TOPOGRAPHY 

3.4.1 The topography of the PDA and surrounding land is key to understanding both 

its function in the past (in terms of land use) and also to understanding the 

Setting Assessment (Section 7.5). The northern part of the PDA (Areas 1 and 3 

on Figure 1) lies at c.20.7m AOD. The PDA slopes N-S and reaches c. 3m AOD to 

the south of the PDA (Area 2).  

3.4.2 This N-S slope reflects the location of the PDA. It is to the south of the village of 

Eastchurch (which lies at 50m AOD). The PDA is located on land which drops 

away towards the southern coast of Sheppey.  The main area of (historic) 

occupation on the Island lies to the north of the PDA.  

3.4.3 The land comprises New Rides Farm, currently comprising a windfarm, there 

are sheep and cattle on the land which can be described as pasture including 

part of an existing trackway, and immediately to the east of the Isle of Sheppey 

Prison cluster, itself located on land which was formerly RAF Eastchurch. The 

Swale Estuary lies to the south.  

3.5 SITE VISIT  

3.5.1 A site visit/walkover was undertaken on 11 Jan 2021. The photographs below 

were taken on the site visit. For ease of reference, the PDA has been split into 

Areas 1, 2 and 3. These are shown on Figure 1 and referred to below. This land 

is described as Medium regular with straight boundaries (parliamentary type 

enclosure) in terms of Historic Landscape Character (2794, Figure 8).  

3.5.2 Area 1 – Is located at the NW corner of the PDA, to the East of the New Rides 

Farmhouse/yard. It is a broadly square area of pasture which drops in height 

from N-S. The northern edge is defined by a hedgerow. This lies on the line of a 

former light railway line (MKE15323). The remains of this railway line are visible 

as a flat, raised embankment on the NE corner of Area 1. Well developed 

hedgerows run along its northern, western and southern edges. On its eastern 

edge it is bordered by the farmyard and farm buildings of New Rides. 
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Plate 1: The northern edge of the PDA facing West 
 

 
Plate 2: Facing South from the northern end of Area 1 towards the estuary 
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Plate 3: The line of the former light railway  
 

 
Plate 4: Robust concrete in the eastern part of Area 1. Such remains may be associated with WWII 
ancillary structures (for RAF Eastchurch) 
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3.5.3 Area 2 – is located in the centre of the PDA. It is a broadly triangular piece of 

land. It is in use for pasture. A farm track runs along its eastern side and it is 

fenced on all sides. Notably, a pillbox lies in the southern part of Area 2. This is 

visible on aerial photographs taken in the 1940s (Figure 20).  
 

 
Plate 5: Pillbox MKE115465 within Area 2 

 
Plate 6: Area 2 facing south 
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Plate 7: Track next to Area 2, facing south with Area 2 in the right-hand part of image 
 

 
Plate 8: Track next to Area 2, facing north with Area 2 in the left-hand part of image. The farmyard 
and associated buildings are visible also 
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3.5.4 Area 3 – Is located East of the New Rides farmyard and house/s. It is a broadly 

rectangular plot of land bordered by hedges on all sides. It slopes from N-S and 

is pastureland.  

 

 
Plate 9: Taken from southern end of Area 3, facing north 

 
Plate 10: Taken from northern end of Area3, facing south 
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3.5.2 The landscape north of the PDA climbs steadily towards Eastchurch which is not 

visible due to a ridgeline.  

 

 
Plate 11: Facing north towards Eastchurch from the northern edge of the PDA 

3.5.3 The landscape south of the PDA slopes gently downwards to the south. It has a 

different character from the land to the north of the PDA. It is crossed by several 

streams and the evidence of salt works is relatively abundant. There are various 

WWII structures (pillboxes evident).  
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Plate 12: Salt Mound (MWX18229) and anti-aircraft structure (MKE115426) located on the top of 
the salt mound are located to the south of the PDA 

 
Plate 13: Watercourse with various earthworks and concrete structures visible to the south of the 
PDA. Such remains may be associated with the WWII land use in this vicinity 
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4 METHODOLOGY 

4.1 THE SOURCES 

4.1.1 In preparing this assessment we have compiled readily available archaeological 

and historical information from documentary and cartographic sources, 

primarily:  

 

• Kent Historic Environment Record (HER) for known archaeological sites, 

monuments and findspots within 3km of the Site (i.e. the study area). 

 

• Maps purchased via Blackwell Professional Mapping and online sources 

(British Library and National Library of Scotland). 

 

• Note – The COVID19 restrictions meant that the Archive Office could not be 

visited, and online sources were utilised along with very useful exchanges with 

the staff of the HER 

 

• The National Heritage List for England (Historic England). 

 

• Air photographs held by online repositories 

 

• The Domesday Survey (http://www.domesdaybook.co.uk/) 

 

• Victoria County History (https://www.history.ac.uk/research/victoria-county-
history) 

 

• The Airfields of Britain Conservation Trust (https://www.abct.org.uk/) 

 

• Our observations having visited the site and its environs 

4.1.2 The information gathered from the above sources has been verified and 

augmented as far as possible by site inspection, in order to arrive at 

conclusions on the significance of the various heritage assets and 

archaeological remains that have been identified. 

4.2 ASSESSMENT 

4.2.1 The assessment seeks to understand and define the significance of 

(archaeological) heritage assets identified from the sources above, taking into 

account the categories of special interest defined in the NPPF, primarily 

archaeological interest, historic interest, architectural interest and artistic 

interest (as appropriate). 

4.2.2 The importance of a heritage asset is the overall value assigned to it based on 

its heritage significance, reflecting its statutory designation or, in the case of 

undesignated assets, the professional judgement of the assessor (Table 2).  

http://www.domesdaybook.co.uk/
https://www.history.ac.uk/research/victoria-county-history
https://www.history.ac.uk/research/victoria-county-history
https://www.abct.org.uk/
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4.2.3 The assessment also considers change to the setting and significance of 

heritage assets, where appropriate.  

4.3 TABLE 2 CRITERIA FOR ASSESSING THE IMPORTANCE OF HERITAGE ASSETS 
 

Importance 

of the asset 

Criteria 

Very high World Heritage Sites and other assets of equal international importance 

High Grade I and II* Registered Parks and Gardens, Scheduled Monuments, 

Protected Wreck Sites, Registered Battlefields, Grade I and II* Listed 

Buildings, and undesignated heritage assets of equal importance 

Medium Conservation Areas, Grade II Registered Parks and Gardens, Grade II 

Listed Buildings, heritage assets on local lists and undesignated assets of 

equal importance 

Low Undesignated heritage assets of lesser importance 

4.4 ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL 

4.4.1 The report concludes with  

(1) an assessment of the potential for archaeological remains to have been 

present, and for them to have been preserved to the present day. These 

are distinct factors, which both contribute to the site’s archaeological 

potential.  

(2) an assessment on the relative importance of archaeological remains on the 

PDA. This considers them in regional, period or topic specific terms. Our 

ability to comment is based upon what is known at this stage measured 

against the research priorities we are aware of. The PDA is considered to 

have the potential to have remains important in these ways. 

(3) we consider those activities and conditions (we know of) on the site which 

have either truncated, compacted or removed remains and those which 

may have sealed and/or otherwise preserved remains and  

(4) an assessment of the likely effects of the proposed development on 

heritage assets, both in terms of physical impact and (where relevant) 

change to setting. 
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5 PLANNING FRAMEWORK 

5.1 NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK  

5.1.1 The significance of a heritage asset is defined in the National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF) 2019 as being made up of four main constituents, 

architectural interest, historical interest, archaeological interest and artistic 

interest.  The setting of the heritage asset can also contribute to its 

significance.  Setting is defined in the NPPF as follows: 

“The surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not 

fixed and may change as the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a 

setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an 

asset, may affect the ability to appreciate that significance or may be neutral.” 

5.1.2 Historic England advocates in The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic 

Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning: 3 (Revised December 2017) 

that a stepped approach should be taken to the assessment of impacts on 

setting and significance. This guidance, which was originally issued by English 

Heritage in 2011, is generally known as GPA3.  It should be noted that the 

advice states in paragraph 1 that it does not constitute a prescriptive 

methodology. 

5.1.3 The most recent authority relating to the concept of the setting of heritage 

assets is to be found in the case known as Catesby Estates3,  which in essence 

confirms that the setting of heritage assets is not confined to visual matters or 

views.  Abstract and historical considerations are part of setting, and while it is 

reasonable to consider the extent of setting there is usually no fixed boundary 

to it. 

5.1.4 The assessments of setting and significance (and the assessments of impact) 

are normally made with primary reference to the four main elements of special 

significance identified in the NPPF. 

5.1.5 The NPPF requires any impact involving harm to the significance of a 

designated heritage asset to be considered in terms of either “substantial 

harm” or “less than substantial harm” as described in paragraphs 193 to 196 of 

that document.  Paragraph 193 states that:  

“When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of 

a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s 

conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater the weight should 

be). This is irrespective of whether any potential harm amounts to substantial 

harm, total loss or less than substantial harm to its significance.”   

 
3 Catesby Estates Limited v Steer [2018] EWCA Civ. 1697. 
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Paragraph 194 of the NPPF then states that: 

“Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage asset (from 

its alteration or destruction, or from development within its setting), should 

require clear and convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss of: 

a) grade II listed buildings, or grade II registered parks or gardens, should be 

exceptional.  

b) assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments, 

protected wreck sites, registered battlefields, grade I and II* listed 

buildings, grade I and II* registered parks and gardens, and World Heritage 

Sites, should be wholly exceptional.” 

5.1.6 Paragraph 196 of the NPPF then goes on to describe the balancing exercise in 

cases where there is less than substantial harm as follows: 

“Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the 

significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed 

against the public benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum 

viable use.” 

5.1.7 Paragraph 197 of the NPPF describes the approach to be taken towards non-

designated heritage assets, as follows: 

“The effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated heritage 

asset should be taken into account in determining the application. In weighing 

applications that directly or indirectly affect non-designated heritage assets, a 

balanced judgement will be required having regard to the scale of any harm or 

loss and the significance of the heritage asset.”   

5.1.8 Footnote 63 of the NPPF, which is attached to paragraph 197, states that “Non-

designated heritage assets of archaeological interest, which are demonstrably 

of equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered 

subject to the policies for designated heritage assets.”  Further guidance on 

non-designated heritage assets is contained in National Planning Practice 

Guidance, as revised in July 2019, notably paragraph 040 which states that 

“Irrespective of how they are identified, it is important that the decisions to 

identify them as non-designated heritage assets are based on sound evidence”, 

and paragraph 041 which in full reads as follows: 

“What are non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest and how 

important are they?” 

5.1.9 The National Planning Policy Framework identifies two categories of non-

designated heritage assets of archaeological interest: 

5.1.10 (1) Those that are demonstrably of equivalent significance to scheduled 

monuments and are therefore considered subject to the same policies as those 
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for designated heritage assets (National Planning Policy Framework footnote 

63). They are of 3 types: 

those that have yet to be formally assessed for designation. 

those that have been assessed as being nationally important and therefore, 

capable of designation, but which the Secretary of State for Digital, Culture, 

Media and Sport has exercised his/her discretion not to designate. 

those that are incapable of being designated by virtue of being outside the 

scope of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 because of 

their physical nature. 

5.1.11 The reason why many nationally important monuments are not scheduled is 

set out in the document Scheduled Monuments, published by the Department 

for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport. Information on location and significance 

of such assets is found in the same way as for all heritage assets. Judging 

whether sites fall into this category may be assisted by reference to the criteria 

for scheduling monuments. Further information on scheduled monuments can 

be found on the Department for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport’s website. 

5.1.12 (2) Other non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest. By 

comparison this is a much larger category of lesser heritage significance, 

although still subject to the conservation objective. On occasion the 

understanding of a site may change following assessment and evaluation prior 

to a planning decision and move it from this category to the first. 

5.1.13 Where an asset is thought to have archaeological interest, the potential 

knowledge which may be unlocked by investigation may be harmed even by 

minor disturbance, because the context in which archaeological evidence is 

found is crucial to furthering understanding. 

5.1.14 Decision-making regarding such assets requires a proportionate response by 

local planning authorities. Where an initial assessment indicates that the site 

on which development is proposed includes or has potential to include 

heritage assets with archaeological interest, applicants should be required to 

submit an appropriate desk-based assessment and, where necessary, a field 

evaluation. However, it is estimated that following the initial assessment of 

archaeological interest only a small proportion – around 3% – of all planning 

applications justify a requirement for detailed assessment. 

5.1.15 Paragraph 199 of the NPPF also makes provision for the recording of heritage 

assets that are likely to be demolished or destroyed by development. 

5.1.16 Paragraphs 200 and 201 of the NPPF advise on development affecting 

conservation areas and World Heritage Sites. 

5.2 LEGISLATION 
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5.2.1 

Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979.  The Act details the 

designation, care and management of scheduled monuments, as well as the 

procedures needed to obtain permission for works which would directly impact 

upon their preservation.  

5.2.2 The decision maker is required by section 66(1) of the Planning (Listed 

Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to have special regard to the 

desirability of preserving a listed building or its setting or any features of 

special architectural or historic interest which it possesses.  The decision maker 

must also give considerable importance and weight to the desirability of 

preserving the setting of the listed building4. For present purposes, one of the 

meanings of preservation, as it is meant in section 66(1) of the Act, is to keep 

safe from harm5.   There is a strong presumption against the grant of 

permission for development that would harm the setting of the listed building, 

though the presumption can be overcome in certain circumstances. 

5.2.3 The decision maker is required by section 72(1) of the Planning (Listed 

Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to pay special attention to the 

desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of a 

conservation area.  The decision maker must also give considerable importance 

and weight to the desirability of those objectives6.   For present purposes, one 

of the meanings of preservation, as it is meant in section 66(1) of the Act, is to 

keep safe from harm7.   There is a strong presumption against the grant of 

permission for development that would harm the character and appearance of 

the conservation area, though the presumption can be overcome in certain 

circumstances.  

5.2.4 The decision maker is required by section 16(2) of the Planning (Listed 

Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to have special regard to the 

desirability of preserving a listed building or its setting or any features of 

special architectural or historic interest which it possesses.  The decision maker 

must also give considerable importance and weight to the desirability of 

preserving the setting of the listed building8.   For present purposes, one of the 

meanings of preservation, as it is meant in section 66(1) of the Act, is to keep 

safe from harm9.   There is a strong presumption against the grant of 

permission for development that would harm the setting of the listed building, 

though the presumption can be overcome in certain circumstances.  

 
4 Barnwell Manor Wind Energy Limited v East Northamptonshire District Council and others [2014] EWCA Civ. 

137.   
5 South Lakeland v Secretary of State for the Environment [1992] 2 AC 141. 
6 Barnwell Manor Wind Energy Limited v East Northamptonshire District Council and others [2014] EWCA Civ. 

137.   
7 South Lakeland v Secretary of State for the Environment [1992] 2 AC 141. 
8 Barnwell Manor Wind Energy Limited v East Northamptonshire District Council and others [2014] EWCA Civ. 

137.   
9 South Lakeland v Secretary of State for the Environment [1992] 2 AC 141. 

Legislation affecting scheduled monuments is contained within the Ancient
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5.3 RELEVANT LOCAL POLICIES 

5.3.1 The following local policies are relevant to the historic environment and this 

assessment. These refer to Policy Sections in the Bearing Fruits 2031: The 

Swale Borough Local Plan 2017 10. We have selected those parts of the Local 

Plan which refer to Archaeological Heritage Assets as this report focusses on 

such remains. It does not cover Built Heritage in detail, only in so far as it 

informs on archaeological potential within this PDA.  

 

Local Plan Relevant Policy 

Our core objectives: 2. Reinforce Sheppey's uniqueness by ensuring 

change: support Sheerness as its commercial and 

service focus; strengthen and integrate communities 

at Rushenden and Queenborough and Minster and 

Halfway; manage coastal and heritage assets; 

modernise leisure and tourism industries; and support 

isolated communities. 

Conserving and enhancing 

the historic environment 

4.1.62 The breadth of Swale's historic environment 

reflects prehistoric, Roman, early medieval and 

medieval legacies, our naval and maritime history and 

our industrial and agricultural past. These assets help 

deliver our Local Plan Vision and contribute to our 

strong sense of place and uniqueness because: 

• on Sheppey, its naval, defensive, maritime and 

industrial heritage will be catalysts for wider 

rejuvenation; 

Policy DM 34 Scheduled 

Monuments and 

archaeological sites 

1. Development will not be permitted which would 

adversely affect a Scheduled Monument, and/or its 

setting, as shown on the Proposals Map, or 

subsequently designated, or any other monument or 

archaeological site demonstrated as being of 

equivalent significance to scheduled monuments. 

Development that may affect the significance of a 

non-designated heritage asset of less than national 

significance will require a balanced judgement having 

regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the 

significance of the heritage asset. 2. Whether they are 

currently known, or discovered during the Plan period, 

there will be a preference to preserve important 

archaeological sites in-situ and to protect their 

 
10 http://services.swale.gov.uk/media/files/localplan/adoptedlocalplanfinalwebversion.pdf - accessed 

16/1/2021 

http://services.swale.gov.uk/media/files/localplan/adoptedlocalplanfinalwebversion.pdf
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settings. Development that does not achieve 

acceptable mitigation of adverse archaeological 

effects will not be permitted. 3. Where development 

is permitted and preservation in-situ is not justified, 

the applicant will be required to ensure that provision 

will be made for archaeological excavation and 

recording, in advance of and/or during development, 

including the necessary post-excavation study and 

assessment along with the appropriate deposition of 

any artefacts in an archaeological archive or museum 

to be approved by the Borough Council. 
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6 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND  

6.1 WHAT IS KNOWN? 

6.1.1 This Section reviews the available archaeological evidence for the PDA and the 

archaeological/historical background of the general area, and, in accordance 

with NPPF, considers the potential for any as yet to be discovered 

archaeological evidence on the PDA. 

6.1.2 What follows comprises a review of known archaeological finds assets within 

the following Study Area/s: 

Inner Study Area/PDA – which is the proposed solar farm 

Middle Study Area – land within a 1km radius of the edges of the PDA 

Outer Study Area – land within a 3km radius of the edges of the PDA but 

excluding the Middle Study Area. 

6.1.3 This involved a review of the Historic Environment Record (HER), together with 

a historic map regression exercise charting the development of the study area 

during the Post-Medieval and modern periods. 

6.1.4 The topographic position of the site on land which was high/dry enough for 

farming is crucial to understanding land use here. Until the modern period the 

land was characterised by dispersed farmsteads to the south of Eastchurch, the 

closest historic settlement. South of the PDA was the low lying estuarine land 

used for salt-making and exploitation of the wetland resources. 

6.1.5 The modern period saw the blossoming of aviation in civilian and military 

forms. The nearby RAF Eastchurch played a key role in the Battle of Britain and 

the land surrounding it (including the PDA) still contains the remains of this in 

the form of pillboxes and similar ancillary structures related to the airfield and 

its defence. 

6.1.6 Key themes then are the development of farming in the area, salt-making to 

the south and military and civilian aviation history to the immediate west and 

in a modest way on the PDA itself.   

6.2 TABLE 2: TIMESCALES USED IN THIS REPORT 
 

Period (Early-Middle Prehistoric) From To 

Palaeolithic 
 

900,000BC 12,000BC 

Mesolithic 
 

12,000BC 4000BC 
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Neolithic 
 

4000BC 2500BC 

Period (Later Prehistoric) From To 

Bronze Age 
 

2500BC 800BC 

Iron Age 
 

800BC AD43 

Period (Historic)  From To 

Roman 
 

AD43 AD410 

Early Medieval 
 

AD410 AD1066 

Medieval 
 

AD1066 AD1485 

Post Medieval 
 

AD1486 AD1799 

Modern (may be split e.g. where important 
remains of Industrialisation or Cold War 
military remains are present) 
 

AD1800 Present  

6.3 PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORK 

6.3.1 The PDA has been subject to archaeological investigation ahead of the 

construction of the New Rides windfarm. This comprised desk-based 

assessment11 and trial trenching12. The trial trenching revealed no significant 

archaeological remains. It focussed upon turbine locations and access tracks. 

No mitigation was required ahead of the windfarm construction. This on the 

basis of the negative trial trench results.  

6.3.2 Nearby Old Rides solar farm was also subject to investigation. In that case, 

monitoring was used during construction13. The investigation consisted of 

monitoring the excavation of topsoil for temporary haul roads, foundation 

bases for inverter and transformer units and trenches for cable runs linking the 

ends of solar panel arrays and the main cable run to connect with the grid. No 

significant archaeological remains were revealed during these works.  

6.3.3 Figure 5 records events within the Study Area/s. By reviewing this figure we can 

rapidly confirm that the majority of events are to the north-west of the PDA. 

This reflects the location of most modern development (and therefore 

investigation). It also reflects the location of the high ground on Sheppey and 

that land in close proximity with the northern coast of the Island. This contains 

Minster and Sheerness and the majority of archaeological remains associated 

with settlement are thought to lie NW of the PDA. 

 
11 Heritage Collective. 2013. Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment. New Rides Farm, Isle of Sheppey, Kent. Project Ref: 13/1019 
12 RPS [CgMs] Consulting. 2017. Archaeological evaluation, New Rides Farm, Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey 
13 SWAT Archaeology. 2013. Archaeological Watching Brief at Old Rides Farm, Eastchurch, Sheppey, Kent 

https://kentarchaeology.org.uk/publications/archaeological-reports/archaeological-evaluation-new-rides-farm-eastchurch-ise-sheppey
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6.3.4 The above investigations will be discussed further, where relevant, in sections 

below. Other investigations will be referred to where they contribute to our 

understanding of potential at the PDA.  

6.4 EARLY TO MIDDLE PREHISTORIC - PALAEOLITHIC AND MESOLITHIC 

6.4.1 No finds of Palaeolithic or Mesolithic date are recorded within the PDA. The 

Stour PCA project (Appendix 10.11) refers to the central, higher part of the 

Island as Area 44, this is described as “London clay without mapped Pleistocene 

deposits, possible thin veneers of unmapped slopewash deposits”. Perhaps 

more potential lies in the lower lying estuarine areas (south of the PDA), where 

“most deposits under the alluvium are likely to be Devensian or Holocene, so the 

most likely Palaeolithic remains would be Late Upper Palaeolithic under the 

base of Holocene alluvium”.  

6.4.2 On the opposite side of the Swale there are remains recorded which date to 

the Mesolithic14. These comprised a temporary hunting camp. 

6.4.3 On the basis of the available evidence, the archaeological potential of the PDA 

for the Palaeolithic and Mesolithic periods is considered to be low. 

6.5 LATER PREHISTORIC – NEOLITHIC, BRONZE AGE AND IRON AGE 

6.5.1 Neolithic occupation is well represented on the island by two causewayed 

enclosures uncovered by archaeological excavation at Kingborough 

(EKE12154), approximately 3km to the NW of the PDA. This is just within the 

Outer Study Area (Figure 5). These two enclosures were contemporary in date 

and were used for ceremonial purposes, suggested by the structured 

deposition of pottery and flint within the enclosure ditches15. There is no other 

substantive HER records within the Study Area/s recording remains of this 

period.  

6.5.2 While there is some evidence for ‘infrequent visits’ to the area of the 

Kingborough causewayed enclosures during the Early Bronze Age, it is not until 

the Middle Bronze Age when the site is re-occupied by two small unurned 

cremation cemeteries16. The Late Bronze Age saw the first evidence for 

domestic occupation in the surrounding area with the establishment of three 

enclosures at Kingsborough as well as field boundary ditches. This suggests the 

utilisation of the ridge area for both agrarian and pastoral farming activities 

which stretch into the Iron Age, illustrated by the presence of a possible 

droveway for moving livestock. 

 
14 Bishop, B. & Bagwell,M. Iwade: Occupation of a North Kent village from the Mesolithic to the Medieval Period. Pre Construct 

Archaeology Monograph 3 (2005), p11 
15 Schuster, J. The Neolithic to Post-Medieval Archaeology of Kingsborough, Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey: From Monuments to Fields. 

Archaeologia Cantiana vol 130, (2010), p88-9 
16 Stevens, S. An archaeological investigation of land at Kingsborough Farm and Kinsgborough Manor, Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey’ 
Archaeologia Cantiana Volume 129 (2009), p130 
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6.5.3 The Shrubsoles Hill area was investigated and records were made of Bronze 

Age activity. The Investigation was also NW of the PDA and on the edge of the 

Outer Study Area (close to Kingborough). The Excavations at Shrubsoles Hill, 

uncovered evidence of mid - late bronze age occupation in the form of rubbish 

pits, post-holes and a large ditch. They also revealed evidence of funerary 

activity in the form of 37 deposits which were found containing cremated 

human bone, although only 11 are thought to actually represent cremation 

burials (based upon the weight/quantity of bone) with the rest representing 

incomplete burials or pyre-related deposits. 

6.5.4 The remains of Iron Age activity are more widespread and can be identified the 

Iron Age is represented by four unstratified findspots of coinage. Each of these 

coins were found through metal detecting and identified and logged as part of 

the Portable Antiquities Scheme (PAS)17. They include three 1st century BC 

coins found 1.1km to the east (TR 07 SW 15/ MKE13569) and three coins found 

1.2km to the north (MKE73686, MKE73687, MKE73688) of the PDA. There is 

also evidence of this date from the Kingborough site on the edge of the Outer 

Study Area.  

6.5.5 The evidence of this date is all to the north of the PDA, it is associated with the 

higher, more widely used land in that part of the Island. It is associated with 

specific topography and the PDA is downslope of that. The archaeological 

potential for the Later Prehistoric periods within the PDA is considered to be 

low. 

6.6 ROMAN 

6.6.1 Watling Street forms the northern boundary of the site. This was a major route 

during the Roman period and one of the few roads maintained continuously 

since then. While many miles of such roads were surrounded by rural 

landscapes, other land parcels would have drawn special use, inspired by, or 

drawn to the road. It was, and is, an economic opportunity given the number of 

people obliged to travel on it. 

6.6.2 The archaeological excavations at Kingborough (EKE8898) and Shrubsoles Hill 

(EKE8882) respectively have revealed evidence for Roman settlement activity, 

again on that higher ground. At Kingborough two 2nd century urned cremation 

burials including a Samian platter and cup, flagons and a glass bottle, and field 

systems dating to the 2nd to 3rd century.  

6.6.3 A Roman farmstead was also recorded west of the PDA at H.M. Prison, 

Eastchurch (EKE4058).  The excavation followed the discovery of remains by 

farming work on Standford Hill and revealed evidence for occupation in the late 

1st century AD. Pottery sherds, animal bones and briquetage was recovered. 

 
17 Portable Antiquities Scheme http://finds.org.uk/ 

http://finds.org.uk/
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Subsequent archaeological investigation at the prison has revealed no further 

archaeological remains or artefacts (EKE10555). 

6.6.4 In addition, three unstratified findspots dating to this period have been 

identified. Each of the finds were recovered through metal detecting and 

identified and logged by the PAS10. A copper alloy bust of woman with an 

elaborate hairstyle (MKE73345) and a casket mount (MKE73346), part of a 

small chest, were found 1km to the north of the PDA. In addition, a Roman 

silver coin was found to the east of the site (MKE80081) in the outer Study 

Area. 

6.6.5 It is worth noting that the Roman farmstead in the Prison Cluster west of the 

PDA represents a different pattern of distribution than we have seen for 

prehistoric periods (clinging to the higher ground). It is worth considering 

whether a dispersed pattern of farmsteads on this southern side of the island 

has its origins in the Roman period (and continues into the present day).  

6.6.6 Given the relative paucity of finds of this period, the results of earlier work on 

the PDA and, noting the possibility of further farmsteads similar to that at the 

Prison Cluster, we believe archaeological potential for evidence dating to the 

Roman period is low within the PDA, but possible more generally within the 

southern part of the Island. 

6.7 EARLY MEDIEVAL 

6.7.1 In the 7th century AD, Sexburga, Queen of an Anglo-Saxon tribe of Kent 

founded a nunnery on the Isle of Sheppey at what is now known as Minster18 

on the northern coast, well outside the Study Area/s. A route way to the 

Minster in this period probably led from Watling Street to the south, across the 

Swale at an unknown location19.  Evidence of occupation in this period is 

predominantly clustered around the location of the Minster, however, the 

number of sites dating to this period remains small in number20. 

6.7.2 There were remains (field systems) datable to this period at Kingborough to the 

NW and there is a single other site located within the study area. It comprises a 

series of earthworks located approximately 750 metres to the east of the 

assessment site represents what is thought to be a temporary Viking Camp 

dating to the 9th century AD (TR 07 SW 11/ MKE9498). These camps were 

associated with raiding parties along the south and eastern coast during this 

period and in particular on the Isle of Sheppey in the 830s AD15. No 

archaeological investigation of this feature has been undertaken. 

 
18 Page, W. (ed) A History of the County of Kent. Volume 2. Victoria County Histories (1974), p.149 

19 Bishop, B. & Bagwell, M. Iwade: Occupation of a North Kent village from the Mesolithic to the Medieval Period. Pre Construct 

Archaeology Monograph 3 (2005), p.8 
20 Schuster, J. The Neolithic to Post-Medieval Archaeology of Kingsborough, Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey: From Monuments to Fields. 

Archaeologia Cantiana vol 130, (2010), p.86 
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6.7.3 Little evidence for occupation in this period is located within the study area, 

apart from a single unsubstantiated site. Most of the known archaeological 

remains dating to this period are located on the northern coast of the island at 

Minster. Consequently, the potential for remains of this period being found 

within the PDA considered low. 

6.8 MEDIEVAL  

6.8.1 There is more evidence of activity for this period. This comes from the south of 

the PDA and to the north. To the north, just beyond the Inner Study Area is the 

13th century manor house of Sir Robert de Shurland was also probably located 

underneath the present Shurland House, a scheduled monument, to the north 

of the PDA (TQ 97 SE 1062, 1015681). 

6.8.2 A number of salt working mounds have been identified through aerial 

photograph in the area to the east (Appendix 10.9 - TR 06 NW 9, TR 06 NW 19, 

TR 06 NW 1117, TR 06 NW 1118, TR 06 NW 1144, TR 06 NW 1145, TR 06 NW 

1146), south (Appendix 10.9 - TQ 96 NE 2, TQ 96 NE 5, TQ 96 NE 6, TQ 96 NE 

1051, TQ 96 NE 1052, TQ 96 NE 1053, TQ 96 NE 1054, TQ 96 NE 1055) and 

west (Appendix 10.9 - TQ 96 NE 3) of the PDA. Salt production and sale was a 

relatively high value commodity in Medieval England and the presence of this 

industry links to research aims covering this region. We should note, there are 

no salt workings to the north and this is due to the topography (being 

higher/drier in that direction). Salt working is the only instance (in the data) in 

which archaeological remains are less plentiful to the north of the PDA.  

6.8.3 Two of these features are located immediately to the south of the PDA (Figure 

3, TQ 96 NE 4/ MKE3500, TQ 96 NE 1018/ MWX18229). These features are 

associated with the marshes and saltwater creeks located in the area to the 

south of the PDA (Plates 12 and 13). While limited archaeological investigation 

of these features has taken place, they have been identified by the HER as 

medieval in date due to their similarity to excavated examples along the River 

Swale. 

6.8.4 In addition, a series of finds have been uncovered approximately 1km to the 

north of the assessment site through metal detecting. Similar to the finds 

discussed above, these finds have been identified and recorded by the PAS18. 

These include a copper alloy key (MKE73509), a seal matrix (MKE73510), two 

lead ampulla (MKE73511, MKE73512), a lead seal (MKE73512) and three silver 

coins (MKE73545, MKE73546, MKE73547). 

6.8.5 While the assessment site is located beyond any known settlement in this 

period, it is located in close proximity to a number of salt working sites, located 

immediately to the south and along the saltwater creeks. Consequently the 

potential for remains of this period is considered to be Medium. 
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6.9 POST MEDIEVAL & MODERN  

6.9.1 The study area in this period was located within the historic parish of 

Eastchurch which was located within the Teynham hundred. The remaining 

entries on the Kent HER relate to post-medieval features and finds, many of 

which are buildings relating to the agricultural use of the study area. There are 

also a number of standing buildings, some of which are listed. 

6.9.2 With regard to the Post-Medieval period the land in this area was used for 

agriculture. The pattern of dispersed farmsteads seen today was certainly 

remains of land boundaries (ditches, embankments and tracks) within this PDA. 

6.9.3 In the modern period the landscape experienced change in several ways which 

are still visible. The establishment of a light railway (MKE15323) in the early 

20th C at the northern end of the PDA has left an embankment still visible, just 

outside the PDA. 

6.9.4 The establishment of an airfield to the west of the PDA is of interest and is 

likely to have left physical traces within the PDA of various kinds. The surviving 

buildings associated with that early airfield (at what would become RAF 

Eastchurch) are considered to be of international significance due to its age. 

Established before the First World War, it is considered that Eastchurch and a 

small handful of other sites are “survivals of exceptional rarity and of 

international importance in the context of the development of military 

aviation”21. The reference is being made to structures which now survive 

within what is now the Prison Cluster. These have been extensively researched 

and written about in various documents22.  

6.9.5 The land within the PDA was outside the core of that airfield and contains no 

structures associated with that early airfield. However, land within the PDA was 

used to hold ancillary defensive structures.  

6.9.6 The Airfields of Britain Conservation Trust have done research into the Airfield 

and record its development on their website23. This reveals how the land was 

purchased by businessman Francis McClean and it notes that Charles Rolls 

moved his factory to Eastchurch shortly after (Nov 1909). The important (in 

Aviation terms) Short brothers also transferred here as did the Royal Aero Club. 

The Royal Navy then used the location for training Pilots from 1910. Amongst 

the famous early visitors was Winston Churchill who appears in various 

photographs. Clearly, the airfield was of great importance in early 20th C 

aviation. During WWII, it would be used to train members of the Polish Air 

Force, which were stationed here immediately prior to and during the 

 
21 Historic England. 2016. Historic Military Aviation Sites Conservation Guidance. Section 2.1 1909-14, Page 6 
22 HMP Standford Hill, Wind Energy Development. Chapter 10 - Cultural Heritage. Appendix 10.3: Eastchurch 

Airfield. 30th. September 2010 
23 https://www.abct.org.uk/airfields/airfield-finder/eastchurch-landplane/ - accessed 13/01/2021 

established at this time (if not earlier) and we can expect for there to be the

https://www.abct.org.uk/airfields/airfield-finder/eastchurch-landplane/
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beginning of the Battle of Britain. The base was so heavily bombed and 

damaged in the Battle of Britain, that it was effectively abandoned and used as 

a decoy airfield for several months, with the Polish Air Force moved to the 

mainland and then playing an important role in that Battle.  

6.9.7 There are seven plane Crash Sites (Appendix 10.3) associated with this period. 

These record the location of planes which were shot down or which crashed 

for other reasons. This density within the Study Area/s reflects the history of 

Sheppey during World War II. There are no crash sites suspected within the 

PDA. 

6.9.8 Traces of that damage are clear on Figure 20, which shows several buildings 

destroyed. It also shows the pillbox (MKE115465) located within the PDA, and 

several areas (craters) around the PDA suggestive of bombing.  

6.9.9 As to whether land within the PDA will contain remains of this date, and 

relevant to that airfield, the cartographic sources are useful at this point. If we 

view the 1906-08 Ordnance Survey map (Figure 11), we can see that prior to 

the airfield being in existence, there are more sub-divided fields west of the 

PDA. Also, there is no track leading from the (would be) airfield area across 

New Rides Farm. However, if we review the later (1955) map on Figure 13, we 

can see that the land parcels west of the PDA have been amalgamated, and the 

SW part of the PDA lies within the airfield (its western edge). There are tracks 

leading through New Rides Farm and on to Old Rides Farm. These originate 

within the airfield. Following this line, if we review Figure 20 and note the 

location of the Pillbox (MKE115465, Figure 3), we can see that the PDA was 

used, albeit peripherally, by the airfield.  

6.9.10 The Pillbox (MKE115465) is an “RAF Eastchurch Type 22 AA Pillbox” and is the 

clearest example within the PDA of a connection to the airfield and to the 

events which affected it during WWII, not least the Battle of Britain. 

6.9.11 Given the Post-Medieval to modern agricultural land use, which persists to this 

time and the 20th C aviation use which ended in the 1950s, we believe the land 

has a high potential to contain archaeological remains related to these periods. 

Some of these remains may be extant structures and tracks which will be 

avoided by the proposals.  

6.10 MAP REGRESSION 

6.10.1 There are some relatively early maps of Sheppey. These are not reproduced 

due to commercial reuse restrictions. However, they have been viewed and 

described as follows. Van der Keere’s Map of Kent 1603 represents the earliest 

map of the area and shows The Isle of Sheppey, as well as labelling the town of 

‘Quinboro’ or Queensborough. Andrews, Drury and Herbert’s Topographic Map 

of the County of Kent 1769 shows the island in significantly more detail, 

including the position of the PDA (in broad terms) to the south of Eastchurch 
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and in the vicinity of ‘Rides’ Farm. This map also illustrates the large saltwater 

channels branching from the Swale which split the southern half of the island 

into smaller areas.  

6.10.2 The 1769 map does not record local field boundaries in any detail. Mudge's 

Map of Kent 180124 is the first map in this assessment to show the land in any 

detail. New Rides Farm is not shown, but the layout of tracks in the vicinity is. 

Parsonage Farm (to the NW) is shown. This map also shows that while 

agricultural fields are present to the north of the PDA that, in the majority, this 

area had yet been used for agriculture. This is also illustrated on the Ordnance 

Survey map of 1816, as well as the location of ‘Rides Farm’, now known as ‘Old 

Rides Farm’, and located to the east of the PDA. The Tithe map of Eastchurch 

1842 is the first map to illustrate the presence of ‘New Rides Farm’. This map 

also shows a trackway leading from a road to the north to, and past, the 

location of the farm. 

6.10.3 During the Post-Medieval and modern periods, our understanding of 

settlement, land-use and the utilisation of the landscape is enhanced by 

cartographic and documentary sources, which can give additional detail to data 

contained within the HER. In this case, the maps and aerial photographs 

described below show a landscape which, during the Post-Medieval period and 

up until the start of the 20th C century was one of arable fields and pasture with 

salt-workings located to the south in the low lying land closer to the estuary. 

6.10.4 The land boundaries we see on the Ordnance Survey maps from 1865 to the 

present day are what we would refer to as Parliamentary Enclosure. Figure 9 

shows a layout still recognisable today, with New Rides Farm sat at the 

northern end of a series of rectangular plots. A track runs up the centre of 

these parallel plots. A garden, with a cross shaped design is shown in the NW 

corner of New Rides. This garden is now in use for farmyard/cattle pen. There 

is no trace of the designed garden (checked on walkover Jan 2021). The layout 

of New Rides Farm at this time was full regular courtyard plan. These 

farmsteads had working buildings around all four sides of a yard. They are 

described as being relatively rare and restricted to the home farms of estates 

and estates financed from other sources25. This is also recorded on the HER 

record for the farm (MKE85730). 

6.10.5 New Rides lies in a landscape of dispersed farmsteads to the south of 

Eastchurch. These occupy the higher ground north of the Estuary/marshlands 

which characterise the south coast of Sheppey. Salt workings are visible as 

small mounds to the south of the PDA, and several are still present today. 

6.10.6 The landscape remains relatively unchanged until the early 20th C. The 

Queenborough and Leysdown light railway opened in 1901 and is shown on the 

1906-08 Ordnance Survey Map (Figure 11). This railway line ran on embanked 

 
24 https://mapco.net/kent1801/kent25_03.htm - accessed 12/01/2021 
25 Page 19. English Heritage 2014. South East Farmsteads Character Statement. 

https://mapco.net/kent1801/kent25_03.htm
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land which is still present in parts of the landscape now.  

6.10.7 The establishment and development of an Airfield to the west of the PDA 

began in 1909 and went through several iterations. This is described in more 

detail above. Figure 20 is an aerial photograph taken in the 1940s and shows 

the bomb damage at the airfield along with craters and various ancillary 

defensive structures (the pillbox within the PDA is shown). Following the end of 

World War II the airfield was not active and in 1950, the first of several prisons 

was opened. Figure 13 depicts this, and elements of the former airfield can still 

be seen at this time also. Several Prisons now exist and are referred to as the 

Prison Cluster (HMP Standford Hill, Swaleside, Elmley). The landscape in the 

immediate vicinity of New Rides and the PDA has remained little changed 

(Figures 14-19).  

6.10.8 The construction of a New Rides windfarm within the PDA, and HMP Standford 

Hill windfarm to its west has brought a change to the landscape. The solar farm 

at Old Rides Farm continues this more recent trend towards renewable energy 

production.  
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7 ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE  

7.1 ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE (NON-DESIGNATED ASSETS) 

7.1.1 Existing national policy guidance for archaeology (the NPPF as referenced in 

Section 5) enshrines the concept of the ‘significance’ of heritage assets. 

Significance as defined in the NPPF centres on the value of an archaeological or 

historic asset for its ‘heritage interest’ to this or future generations. 

7.1.2 As identified by desk-based work, archaeological potential by period and the 

likely significance of any archaeological remains which may be present is 

summarised in table form below and mapped where possible on Figures 2 – 4.  

7.2 TABLE 3: LIKELY POTENTIAL AND SIGNIFICANCE OF NON-DESIGNATED ASSETS 
 

Period/Topic Likelihood of remains being 

present (Low, Medium, 

High) 

Importance (Low, Medium, 

High, Very High – See Table 

1) 

Early – Middle Prehistoric (Palaeolithic 

– Mesolithic) 

Low Low 

Late Prehistoric (Neolithic, Bronze Age, 

Iron Age)  

Low Low 

Roman Low Low  

Early-Medieval Low Low 

Medieval Medium Low 

Post-Medieval High Low 

Modern - General High Low 

Modern - Military Airfield WWII (RAF 

Eastchurch) 

High Medium 

Geoarchaeological - - 

7.3 ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE (DESIGNATED ASSETS)  

7.3.1 Designated heritage assets present within the PDA and within Study Area are 

tabulated in Appendix 1 and shown on Figure 2. All designated assets are 

tabulated as they may indicate archaeological potential. However, in terms of 

setting, this assessment considers only Scheduled Monuments. Heritage (Listed 

Buildings, Registered Parks and Gardens) are not covered within this document.   

7.4 SCHEDULED MONUMENTS 

7.4.1 If a development is within a scheduled monument (SM) then a direct impact may be possible

and Scheduled Monument Consent (SMC) will be required, triggering the Ancient Monuments
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and Archaeological Areas Act 197926, so the assessment of significance will be 

needed. In this instance, there is no SM in the PDA and SMC are not required. 

7.4.2 If a development is within the setting of a scheduled monument then there 

may be an indirect impact and, the significance of the scheduled monument 

should be described in terms of the four types of interest identified in the 

NPPF, with reference to (but not simple reliance on) list descriptions, which 

should be appended. In this instance, there is a SM (1015681) where the 

southern edge of the SM is close to the edge of the 1km Study Area (Figure 2) 

and so this is assessed for indirect impacts below.  

7.5 SM1015681 SHURLAND HOUSE: EARLY 16TH CENTURY GREAT HOUSE AND ASSOCIATED 

REMAINS 

7.5.1 Our methodology for setting assessment is described in full in Appendix 2.  

7.5.2 Reasons for Designation27  

7.5.3 Country houses of the late Tudor and early Jacobean period comprise a 

distinctive group of buildings which differ in form, function, design and 

architectural style from country houses of both earlier and later date. Built after 

the dissolution of the monasteries they are the product of a particular historical 

period in which a newly-emerged Protestant elite of lawyers, courtiers, 

diplomats and other officials, mostly with close contacts at court, competed 

with each other to demonstrate wealth, taste and loyalty to the sovereign, 

often overstretching themselves financially. Their houses are a development of 

the medieval hall with flanking wings and a gatehouse, often looking inwards 

onto a courtyard; later examples tend to be built outwards, typically on a U- or 

H-plan. The hall was transformed from a reception area to an entrance 

vestibule and the long gallery and loggia were introduced. Many houses were 

provided with state apartments and extensive lodgings for the accommodation 

of royal visitors and their retinues. Country houses of this period were normally 

constructed under the supervision of one master-mason or a succession of 

masons, often combining a number of designs drawn up by the master-mason, 

surveyor or by the employer himself. Many designs and stylistic details were 

copied from Continental pattern-books, particularly those published in the 

1560s on French, Italian and Flemish models; further architectural ideas were 

later spread by the use of foreign craftsmen. Symmetry in both plan and 

elevation was an overriding principle, often carried to extremes in the 

Elizabethan architectural `devices' in which geometric forms were employed to 

express religious and philosophical ideas. Elements of Classical architecture 

were drawn on individually rather than applied strictly in unified orders. This 

complex network of influences resulted in liberal and idiosyncratic combinations 

 
26 https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1979/46 - accessed 13/1/2021 
27 https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1015681 - accessed 13/1/2021 

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1979/46
https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-entry/1015681
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of architectural styles which contrasted with the adoption of the architecture of 

the Italian Renaissance, and with it the role of the architect, later in the 17th 

century. About 5000 country houses are known to have been standing in 1675; 

of these about 1000 are thought to survive, although most have been 

extensively altered or rebuilt in subsequent centuries to meet new demands and 

tastes. Houses which are uninhabited, and have thus been altered to a lesser 

degree, are much rarer. Surviving country houses of the late Tudor and early 

Jacobean period stand as an irreplaceable record of an architectural 

development which was unique both to England and to a particular period in 

English history characterised by a flourishing of artistic invention; they provide 

an insight into politics, patronage and economics in the early post-medieval 

period. All examples with significant surviving archaeological remains are 

considered to be of national importance. 

 

Shurland House is an outstanding example of its class, probably built on the site 

of the earlier 13th century manor of Sir Robert de Shurland. The site's standing 

and buried remains survive well and can be interpreted through a detailed 

drawing of the site, made in the time of Elizabeth I, and held at the Public 

Records Office. This shows what is thought to have been the full layout of 

buildings and gardens, demonstrating that the monument today conforms 

largely to its full original extent. Much can be read into the architectural detail 

at Shurland. Houses built towards the end of the medieval period begin to 

exhibit the influence of the Italian Renaissance. They hark back to native Gothic 

traditions in a deliberate attempt by the nobility to link themselves to the age of 

chivalry. Symmetrical elevations and buildings arranged around multiple 

courtyards, such as at Shurland, are key features. Shurland has major 

upstanding remains, good documentation material, including the PRO drawing, 

and extensive buried remains. It is a rare survival of a period when architecture 

was changing rapidly and moving away from the medieval tradition, and when 

the reintroduction of brick was changing methods of construction. By its 

completeness it provides the opportunity to study the development of a 

medieval manor into a Tudor courtier or magnate's house.  

7.5.4 Significance 

7.5.5 Historic significance: the association with Henry VIII and Anne Boleyn, as well as 

Sir Thomas Cheney provide associative historical value. The fabric of the 

building and the historical development of it are also of importance. 

7.5.6 Architectural significance: recently restored front range of what was once a 

much larger 16th century country residence of considerable size and 

importance in the area. The chimney stacks are of a good quality, as are details 

such as the crenulated parapet, window heads and doors.  

7.5.7 Archaeological significance: the ruins are nationally significant and have the 

potential to yield information about life in a country house during the 16th 

century and to find remnants of the Early Medieval Manor that preceded the 
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house. 

7.5.8 Artistic significance: The House is not thought to be of artistic significance.  

The following text follows Steps 2 and 3 of GPA328 

7.5.9 The Contribution made by Setting 

7.5.10 The main front range is best appreciated within close quarters from the west, 

looking directly onto the west front. The ruins can be experienced from within 

the courtyards of the building and the surrounding fields (viewed remotely 

using aerial photographic imagery). The roofline of the building is visible in 

some longer distance views but the best views of it are from the west. The 

house is accompanied by listed walls and ruins which contribute to an 

understanding of the original complex. The complex was clearly constructed on 

high ground in order to be viewed from several parts of the Island and in order 

to view from, towards the sea in various directions also.  

7.5.11 The current landscape is a post-medieval, enclosed landscape. This is not the 

open fields and common land which would have surrounded the moated site 

when its use in the Medieval period. However, it is still a rural setting, and this 

contributes to the historic interest of the monument which would have been in 

a Medieval rural landscape when in use.  

7.5.12 Effects 

7.5.13 In assessing the effect of the proposed development on Shurland Hall and the 

may not take effect, with particular reference to the considerations in Steps 2 

and 3 of GPA3.  The following analysis seeks to highlight the main relevant 

considerations.  

7.5.14 Proximity of the development to the asset: The southern edge of the SM lies 

around 1.1km north of the proposed development. 

7.5.15 Position in relation to topography and watercourses:  Shurland Hall lies at 

c.48m AOD while the northern part of the PDA (Areas 1 and 4 on Figure 1) lies 

at c.20.7m AOD. The PDA slopes N-S and reaches c.3m AOD to the south of the 

PDA. PDA is at c.125m AOD. This is a significant drop in topography. There was 

no inter-visibility between the PDA and Shurland Hall during the site visit.  

7.5.16 There are no watercourses in between the two locations.  

7.5.17 Position in relation to key views: The key views outward from Shurland Hall are 

from its western and eastern facing windows. The PDA is located south and 

would not be in these views. The specific view SW from Shurland Hall towards 

Eastchurch and W towards All Saints Church will not be affected.  

 
28 https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/gpa3-setting-of-heritage-assets/ 

ruins associated with it, it is relevant to consider how the following factors may or

https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/gpa3-setting-of-heritage-assets/
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7.5.18 Orientation of development: The proposed development is not visible, and its 

orientation will have no visual impact. 

7.5.19 Degree to which location will physically or visually isolate the asset: The 

proposed development will not physically or visually isolate the asset.   

7.5.20 Prominence, dominance and conspicuousness: The distance between the 

scheduled monument and the PDA (c. 1.1km) will be such that the proposed 

development will not appear prominent, dominant or conspicuous in relation 

to the SM.  

7.5.21 Competition with or distraction from the asset: The proposed development is 

simply too far away from the scheduled monument to compete with it or 

distract from it. 

7.5.22 Dimensions, scale, massing, proportions: The experience of the dimensions, 

scale, massing and proportions of the proposed development will be so much 

reduced by the effect of distance when seen from the scheduled monument 

that there will be little change within its setting and no harm to its significance.  

7.5.23 Visual permeability: The proposed development is not visually permeable, but 

it would be so far distant from the scheduled monument that there will be little 

change within the setting and no harm to significance.  

7.5.24 Materials and design: The proposed development would clearly be a modern 

feature, if seen from the scheduled monument, but the local topography and 

the distance between the two would in my view be such that the detail of the 

materials and the design would not be an issue. 

7.5.25 Diurnal and seasonal change: There is a thick hedge at the northern edge of 

the PDA, and this is not subject to significant diurnal change (walkover was 

conducted in Jan 2021). It is a highly effective screen adding to the shielding 

effect of the local topography. Even in winter, the change would be minimal 

and there would be no loss of significance. 

7.5.26 Change to built surroundings and spaces: The change to the spaces surrounding 

the scheduled monument would be so slight, and so distant, that there would 

in my view be no loss of significance. 

7.5.27 Change to skyline, silhouette: There will be no change to skyline.  

7.5.28 Change to general character: In my opinion the general character of the 

scheduled monument will be so little affected that there will be no loss of 

significance. 

7.5.29 The overall assessment of harm is that the proposed development will result in 

no change to the setting of Shurland Hall and there will be no loss of 

significance, and no harm to significance. 
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7.5.30 Conclusion for the balancing exercise. In my opinion no harm should be placed 

into the planning balance in respect of effects on the significance of Shurland 

Hall. Paragraph 196 of the NPPF is not engaged. 
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8 SITE CONDITIONS AND POTENTIAL IMPACTS  

8.1 PRESERVATION AND DESTRUCTION  

8.1.1 This Section first considers how previous land use on the PDA has both created 

archaeological potential and reduced it. It then goes on to consider the 

proposals and how they may impact upon those potential remains (if any).  

8.2 FACTORS AFFECTING ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVIVAL 

8.2.1 Archaeological remains can survive as earthworks and as below ground 

archaeological features, finds and layers. Part of the assessment process is to 

consider what factors may have affected archaeological survival. That is to say, 

what conditions would have enhanced the chances of survival and what 

conditions would have reduced the chances of survival.  

8.2.2 The subject of archaeological preservation has been covered comprehensively 

elsewhere29, and it is a subject which is subject to ongoing review as our 

understanding grows. The following addresses some familiar scenarios for 

assessment reports such as this, to allow the reader an insight into some 

‘typical’ scenarios. 

8.3 TYPICAL PRESERVATION CONDITIONS IN RURAL LOCATIONS  

8.3.1 In rural locations, below ground remains are likely to be sealed by a relatively 

thin series of layers. Typically a topsoil of c.100-200mm and a subsoil of 100-

300mm. Therefore, they may be sealed by 200-500mm of deposits. There are 

variations to this including landscapes affected by colluvial or alluvial deposits. 

There are also Peat rich area where soil deposits can be significantly deeper. 

Earthworks are most common in areas not subject to modern, mechanised 

ploughing, although earthworks can be preserved in hedgerows, wooded areas 

and even as plough-reduced remnants within arable fields.  

8.3.2 Hydrology has a significant role to play in the preservation of remains and 

proximity to watercourses and wetlands should be considered as it affects the 

variety and type of artefacts/ecofacts that could be present on a site.  

 

Factors which enhance 

preservation 

Factors which increase destruction 

Pasture/grassland provides a 
relatively static condition for 
archaeological remains  

Mechanised ploughing especially of 
deep rooting crops (e.g. Sugar Beet) 
causes truncation of archaeological 

 
29 Historic England 2016. Preserving Archaeological Remains. Decision-taking for Sites under Development 
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deposits.  

 Drainage for agricultural or mineral 
extraction reasons can affect 
hydrology and therefore remove the 
conditions in which waterlogged 
remains may survive. 

8.4 SPECIFIC SITE CONDITIONS 

8.4.1 The PDA currently comprises sloping pasture field/s and associated trackways 

(Plates 1-13).  

8.4.2 The Map Regression exercise (Section 6.10) conducted for this assessment has 

discussed the traces of modern activity which we know to have taken place. 

We anticipate that certain tracks were created in the 20th C for use in 

agriculture and, we believe, in association with the airfield. We also note the 

existence of a pillbox on the site and there may be other remains of a similar 

nature (associated with the airfield). We also note that the land has been 

ploughed (although is currently in use as pasture). These various activities will 

have affected sub surface remains in parts of the site as is described in Section 

8.3.2 above. However, the land retains a potential to preserve remains, if any 

were present. 

8.5 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

8.5.1 The development proposals (Appendix 3) comprise construction of a Solar 

to remove/impact underlying archaeological remains and the most frequently 

monitored are: 

 

 Stripping of temporary haul roads 

 Stripping needed for foundation bases for inverter and transformer units 

 Trenches for cable runs linking the ends of solar panel arrays 

 Trenches for cable runs to the grid 

8.6 REVIEW OF POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IMPACTS ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSETS 

8.6.1 The proposed development will not impact on any designated archaeological 

assets.  

8.6.2 This assessment considers the PDA to have a low to high archaeological 

potential for archaeological remains. This varies by period (Section 7.2, Table 

Farm. Such developments involve excavation of topsoil for infrastructure such as:

temporary haul roads and foundation bases for inverter and transformer units, also

trenches for cable runs linking the ends of solar panel arrays. A main cable run to

connect with the existing substation is also proposed. The affect of pile driven poles to hold

the panels is a highly localised impact. Such developments have the potential
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3). 

8.6.3 Past development impacts are anticipated to have been relatively light and the 

land may preserve sub-surface archaeological remains. However, we should 

note that archaeological investigations for a windfarm on the PDA (New Rides) 

involved trial trenching and this revealed no significant remains. A nearby solar 

farm (Old Rides Farm) was subject to monitoring by an archaeologist and again 

revealed no significant remains. Therefore, while there are conditions suitable 

 

 Post-Medieval agricultural boundaries, tracks and embankments. 

 20th C remains (such as tracks and ancillary structures) associated with the 

airfield 

 

 

for the preservation of remains; we must note that for most periods there is

considered to be a low potential for remains. If remains survive, we consider

it to be most likely that these will be in the form of:
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9 CONCLUSIONS 

9.1 SUMMARY  

9.1.1 New Rides Solar Farm has been assessed in order to consider its below ground 

archaeological potential. In accordance with relevant government planning 

policy and guidance, a desk-based assessment has been undertaken to clarify 

the archaeological potential of the PDA and to consider possible impacts on 

surrounding heritage assets. 

9.1.2 In terms of relevant designated heritage assets, no nationally designated Listed 

Buildings, Scheduled Monuments, World Heritage Sites, Historic Battlefield or 

Historic Wreck sites lie on the PDA. This report does not consider indirect 

(setting) impact upon Listed Buildings in the Inner, or Outer Study Areas. It 

does cover Scheduled Monuments. There is one designated Scheduled 

Monument within the Outer Study Area. There are none within the Inner Study 

Area. This Scheduled Monument (Shurland House: early 16th Century Great 

House and Associated Remains) has been considered in terms of direct and 

indirect impacts.  

9.1.3 The Map Regression exercise (Section 6.10) has discussed the traces of modern 

activity which we know to have taken place. We anticipate that certain tracks 

were created in the 20th C for use in agriculture and, we believe, in association 

with the airfield. We also note the existence of a pillbox on the site and there 

may be other remains of a similar nature (associated with the airfield). We also 

note that the land has been ploughed (although is currently in use as pasture). 

These various activities will have affected sub surface remains in parts of the 

site as is described in Section 8.3.2 above. However, the land retains a potential 

to preserve remains, if any were present. 

9.1.4 The development proposals (Appendix 3) comprise construction of a Solar 

to remove/impact underlying archaeological remains and the most frequently 

monitored are: 

 

 Stripping of temporary haul roads 

 Stripping needed for foundation bases for inverter and transformer units 

 Trenches for cable runs linking the ends of solar panel arrays 

 Trenches for cable runs to the grid 

9.1.5 

Farm. Such developments involve excavation of topsoil for infrastructure such as:

temporary haul roads and foundation bases for inverter and transformer units, also

trenches for cable runs linking the ends of solar panel arrays. A main cable run to

connect with the existing sub-station is also proposed. The affect of pile driven poles

to hold that panels is a highly localised impact. Such developments have the potential

On the basis of available evidence, it is considered that the proposed development
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accords with current legislation, the planning policies contained within the

NPPF and local policies which relate to archaeology.



  

  
 

47 
 

10 APPENDIX 1 – TABULAR DATA SUPPORTING THE ASSESSMENT 

10.1 DESIGNATED HERITAGE ASSETS 
 

DesigUID RecordType Name Description PrefRef 

DKE19126 SM 

SHURLAND HOUSE: 

EARLY 16TH 
CENTURY GREAT 

HOUSE AND 

ASSOCIATED 
REMAINS 

Shurland House, an early 16th century manor-house, now much reduced and derelict, is incorporated in the outbuildings of Shurland Farm on the site of a 

13th century manor house. There remains the gatehouse range, enclosed gardens, courtyard and unenclosed pond. The manor of Shurland would seem to 
have represented the paramount lordship of the Isle of Sheppey; the earliest recorded holder was styled "Jordanus de Scapeia, Lord of Sheppey". All trace of 

the 13th century house of Sir Robert de Shurland disappeared long ago to make room for a house of the same name built by Sir Thomas Cheyney, Treasurer 

of the Royal Household under Henry VIII also Governor of Rochester and Warden of the Cinque Ports. Before the visit of Henry VIII and Anne Boleyn 7th 
October 1532, Shurland House was expanded using materials from the despoiled Chilham Castle (TR 05 SE 3). Wings were added to the central, tower-

flanked, gateway and a banqueting hall and dormitories to the main court. Also new courts were built until Shurland comprised nine, enclosed, quadrangles 

covering several acres, with a chapel in the far 
S.E. corner. Within 40 years the mansion became neglected and dilapidated and was sequestered by the Crown in 1570. During the reign of Elizabeth I it was 

used, for a time, as a barracks and remained with the Crown until 1605 when James I conferred the "Capital Mansion of Shurland" upon Philip Herberte. The 

house is mentioned in Hasted’s History of Kent in 1780. (2) 
 

The present house of Shurland is built on the site of the old castle, of which the gatehouse remains. (3) Mention only. Photos show remains of moat, and shell 

of the Great Hall. (4) 
Shurland, an early 16th century manor-house, now much reduced and derelict, is incorporated in the outbuildings of Shurland Farm. A 'birds-eye view', 

drawing from 1572 (PRO: GP/AO/58/380/3) shows it to have been a typical quadrangular Tudor mansion. The illustration is remarkably accurate, and the 

following portions may be easily identified; (i) The W. front with gatehouse and turrets, is to a large extent, original. (ii) The N. front, probably domestic 
offices, would appear to have been rebuilt in the 19th c. It is now gutted and derelict but some original fabric, remains in the lower courses of the building. 

(iii) The 

W. wall and porch of the Great Hall survive to an average height of 2 m. (iv) The Chapel, a small building, has disappeared but its rectangular outline 8 m. by 4 
m. is visible in the turf. (v) The massive, heavily buttressed, garden wall surrounds the house to the S. and E. and reaches a maximum height of 4 m. (vi) 

Remains of the large barn are traceable in a modern barn 

N.W. of the house. This is all that survives of the original stables & outbuildings, shown on the print, but everywhere vague foundations protrude through the 
turf. No evidence of the moat (auth.4) was seen. For position and extent of all these features, see amended A.M.  

1015681 

10.2 HISTORIC PARKS AND GARDENS (NOT DESIGNATED HPG) 
 

DesigUID RecordType Name Description PrefRef 

DKE19587 
Historic Park & Garden (not a nationally 

designated Park and Garden) 
Parsonage Farm, Eastchurch 

A garden surveyed by the Kent Gardens Trust, description taken from the Kent Gardens 

Compendium, Parsonage Farm is listed as being modern (post 1960), in the style of informal/ 
romantic /naturalistic and being of specialist interest only. 

223 

10.3 CRASH SITES 
 

DesigUID RecordType Name Description  Grade PrefRef QualityNot wkt_geom 

DKE21726 PMR 
Crash site of Hawker 
Hurricane I 

Hawker Hurricane I (V7313) of 249 Sq, RAF North Weald, shot 
down 12th October 1940 over Eastchurch. Pilot baled out. 

Aircraft   
Estimated from 
sources 

Point (599000.00003259442746639 
171000.00001979060471058) 
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DesigUID RecordType Name Description  Grade PrefRef QualityNot wkt_geom 

Aircraft written off. Bibliographic reference: Winston G. 

Ramsey (ed). 1982. The Battle of Britain: Then and now.  

DKE21758 PMR 
Crash site of Gloster 

Grebe 

Gloster Grebe (Dual) crashed 10 April 1930 at Shurland 

Meadow, Eastchurch, Sheppey. Crew killed. Aircraft written 

off. 

Aircraft   Approximate 
Point (599079.70108195953071117 

171534.49144778028130531) 

DKE21768 PMR 
Crash site of Dornier 
Do17Z-3 

Dornier Do17Z-3 (….) of 9/KG3 crashed 20th August 1940 near 

Capel Hill Farm, Leysdown. Crew 1 killed, 3 captured. Aircraft 
5K+FT written off. Site excavated November 1979, significant 

parts and unexploded bombs recovered. 

Aircraft   Approximate 
Point (600698.97555610816925764 
169679.41061432287096977) 

DKE21770 PMR 
Crash site of 

Supermarine Spitfire I 

Supermarine Spitfire I (R7018) of 616 Sq, RAF Kenley, crash 

landed and burned 26th August 1940 on perimeter of RAF 

Eastchurch. Pilot injured. Aircraft written off. 

Aircraft     
Point (598000.00003026612102985 

170000.00001746229827404) 

DKE21771 PMR 
Crash site of Hawker 

Hurricane I 

Hawker Hurricane I (P2960) of 257 Sq, RAF Debden, crashed 

23rd September 1940 at Grove, Eastchurch. Pilot baled out, 

injured. Aircraft written off. 

Aircraft     
Point (597000.00002793781459332 

170000.00001746229827404) 

DKE21781 PMR 
Crash site of 
Supermarine Spitfire I 

Supermarine Spitfire I (P9325) of 222 Sq, RAF Hornchurch, 

crash landed 30th August 1940 at Eastchurch. Pilot unhurt. 
Aircraft written off. 

Aircraft     
Point (598000.00003026612102985 
169000.0000151339918375) 

DKE21793 PMR 
Crash site of 

Supermarine Spitfire I 

Supermarine Spitfire I (….) crashed 11th October 1940 at 
Great Bells Farm, Eastchurch, Sheppey. Pilot baled out, killed. 

Aircraft written off. Site excavated by Kent Battle of Britain 

Museum, re-excavated 1980 by Brenzett Aeronautical 
Museum. 

Aircraft   Approximate 
Point (598497.34779935702681541 

168381.92786329612135887) 
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10.4 EVENT POINT (HER) 
 

EvUID RecordType Name Description Ref Organisation DispDate EventTypes QualityNot wkt_geom 

EKE11797 INT 
Dendrochronology dating of 

Shurland Hall gatehouse 

Dendrochronology dating of Shurland Hall 

gatehouse. 30 samples were taken. The trees were 
probably felled sometime between AD 1536-61. 

SRL-A 
English 

Heritage 
2006-8 

DENDROCHRONOLOGICAL 

SURVEY 
Centred 

Point 

(599384.41770000010728836 
171542.28350000083446503) 

EKE12027 INT 
Watching brief at Great Bels 
farm, Isle of Sheppey 

Monitoring of the re-profiling of ditches, the 

cutting of new drainage ditches and other 
groundworks. No archaeological finds or features 

were observed. 

  
Wessex 
Archaeology 

2011 WATCHING BRIEF   
Point 
(597985.22209999989718199 

168064.64680000022053719) 

EKE12642 INT 
Watching brief at Mustards 

Road pumping station 

Monitoring of CSO chamber construction and 

pipeline diversions. No archaeological finds or 

features were observed 

55620 
Wessex 

Archaeology 
2004 WATCHING BRIEF Centred Point (601740 170623) 

EKE12684 NON 
Desk based assessment of Old 

Rides Farm 
Desk Based Assessment 86990 

Wessex 

Archaeology 
2012 DESK BASED ASSESSMENT Centred Point (599830 169890) 

EKE4058 INT H.M.PRISON,EASTCHURCH Roman farmstead (Monument TQ 97 SE 18) 
EI 

15107 
      AE 

Point 

(598100.00019999966025352 
170199.99970000050961971) 

EKE4563 INT H.M.PRISON,EASTCHURCH Roman farmstead (Monument TQ 97 SE 18) 
EI 
36358 

      AE 

Point 

(598100.00019999966025352 
170199.99970000050961971) 

EKE8328 INT 
Geotechnical boreholes at 

Shrubsoles Hill, Sheppey 
Geotechnical survey by means of eight boreholes.   

Contest 
Melbourne 

Weeks 

1995 BOREHOLE SURVEY 
From 
rectified 

plan 

Point 
(597193.74890000000596046 

171636.86879999935626984) 

EKE8328 INT 
Geotechnical boreholes at 

Shrubsoles Hill, Sheppey 
Geotechnical survey by means of eight boreholes.   

Contest 

Melbourne 

Weeks 

1995 BOREHOLE SURVEY 

From 

rectified 

plan 

Point 

(597114.35850000008940697 

171691.92989999987185001) 

EKE8646 INT 

Watching brief at The 

Shurland, 81 High Street, 

Eastchurch 

A watching brief during the cutting of footings and 

other groundworks. No significant archaeological 
features or artefacts were located. Underlying 

organic-rich deposits revealed suggested that much 

of the site was originally part of a large pond, pre-
dating structures shown on an 1897 Ordnance 

Survey map and backfilled with dumps of pebbly 

sand, quarried in the vicinity. 

953 

Canterbury 

Archaeological 

Trust 

1998 WATCHING BRIEF 

Estimated 

from 

sources 

Point 

(598899.99990000016987324 

171400) 

 

10.5 EVENT POLYGON (HER) 
 

EvUID RecordType Name Description Ref Organisation EventTypes 

EKE8599 INT 
Excavation of Cell 3 at Shrubsoles Hill, 

Brambledown, Sheppey 

Excavation of Cell 3 following a monitored topsoil strip in lieu of an 

evaluation and following on from the evaluation and excavation of Cell 
2 to the west. 

SBS99/37 

Thames Valley 

Archaeological 
Services 

EXCAVATION 

EKE8601 INT 
Evaluation at Kingsborough Manor, Eastchurch, 

Sheppey 

Evaluation uncovered evidence of a multiphase prehistoric landscape 

and later land use into the medieval period. 
2245 

Oxford 

Archaeology 
EVALUATION 

EKE8602 INT Watching Brief at Kingsborough Manor, The watching brief covered groundworks for new roads, landscaped 46792.2 Wessex WATCHING BRIEF 
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EvUID RecordType Name Description Ref Organisation EventTypes 

Eastchurch Sheppey ponds and the cutting of a gas main to the west of the site. Prehistoric 

and later archaeological features were identified. 

Archaeology 

EKE8604 INT 
Excavation on Kingsborough Farm, Eastchurch, 
Isle of Sheppey 

Kingsborough Farm, East Church Isle of Sheppey, Kent, Phase 1, Stage 2 

Archaeological excavation summary report. Two areas separated by a 
tree line were examined. Prehistoric and later archaeological features 

were recorded. 

46792.1 
Wessex 
Archaeology 

EXCAVATION 

EKE8630 INT Evaluation at Kingsborough Farm, Sheppey 

Evaluation trenching prior to housing development. Archaeological 

features were predominately Late Bronze Age, possibly a settlement, 

with some Romano-British ditches. 

KIF99 
Archaeology 

South-East 
EVALUATION 

EKE8668 INT Watching Brief at Capel Fleet, Isle of Sheppey Watching brief on trenching. No archaeological features found. 2000 

Canterbury 

Archaeological 
Trust 

WATCHING BRIEF 

EKE8774 INT 
Evaluation at Norwood Landfill Phase 5, 
Shrubsoles Hill, Brambledown 

Evaluation of proposed landfill site. Archaeological features were found 
dating to the Bronze Age which probably represent the continuation of 

the Bronze Age sites found to the south. 

NMS 04/67 
Thames Valley 
Archaeological 

Services 

EVALUATION 

EKE8882 INT 
Excavation of Cell 4 at Shrubsoles Hill, 

Brambledown 
Excavation of Cell 4. SBS01/45 

Thames Valley 
Archaeological 

Services 

EXCAVATION 

EKE8898 INT 
Excavation at Kingsborough Farm, Eastchurch, 
Isle of Sheppey 

Following on from evaluation work carried out in 1999, excavation 

work undertaken by Archaeology South East recorded a number of 

archaeological features. These included the remains of a Neolithic 
causewayed enclosure, a number of Bronze Age features, including 

part of an enclosure, Iron Age/Roman and Medieval features. 

1067 
Archaeology 
South-East 

STRIP MAP AND 
SAMPLE 

EKE8903 INT Excavation (Area B1), Kingsborough Manor 

A further piece of excavation work was carried out in 2001, to record 

the full extent of a sub rectangular enclosure partially revealed during 

excavation works in the previous year. 

46792.2 
Wessex 

Archaeology 
EXCAVATION 

EKE10278 NON 
Historic Environment of the North Kent Coast: 

Rapid Coastal Zone Assessment Survey Phase 1 

A desk based assessment of the North Kent Coast as part of the Rapid 

Coastal Zone Assessment Survey 
46561 

Wessex 

Archaeology 

DESK BASED 

ASSESSMENT 

EKE10555 INT Evaluation at Swaleside Prison, Sheppey 

Three evaluation trenches were dug across the former sports field 

within the walls of the prison. No archaeological finds or features were 

encountered. 

HMPS-EV-07 

Canterbury 

Archaeological 

Trust 

EVALUATION 

EKE12152 INT 
Phase 1, Stage 2 evaluation at Kingsborough 
Manor, Eastchurch, Sheppey 

Evaluation programme of the Phase 1, Stage 2, area of the site, plus an 

area for woodland planting and a trench across the Neolithic 
causewayed enclosure. 

  
Wessex 
Archaeology 

EVALUATION 

EKE12153 INT 
Phase 2, Stage II evaluation of Kingsborough 
Manor, Isle of Sheppey 

Evaluation by means of 92 trenches. TQ 97 SE 50 
 

TQ 97 SE 83 Late Bronze Age Settlement, Kingsborough Farm, 

Eastchurch, Sheppey (Monument TQ 97 SE 50) 
Bronze Age field system, Kingsborough Manor (Monument TQ 97 SE 

82) Medieval field system, Kingsborough Manor (Monument TQ 97 SE 

83) 

  
Wessex 
Archaeology 

EVALUATION 

EKE12154 INT 
Phase 2 Stage 1 excavations at Kingsborough 

Manor 

Excavation of three areas, two connected, on the Phase 2 Stage 1 

development. TQ 97 SE 68 
 

Neolithic single ditched causewayed enclosure, Kingsborough Manor 

(Monument TQ 97 SE 68) 
Possible Late Bronze Age cremation related deposit, Kingborough 

Manor (Monument TQ 97 SE 84) 

  
Wessex 

Archaeology 
EXCAVATION 
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EvUID RecordType Name Description Ref Organisation EventTypes 

Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age field system, Kingborough Manor 

(Monument TQ 97 SE 85) Medieval ditch, Kingborough Manor 
(Monument TQ 97 SE 86) 

An Early Bronze Age amber bead, Kingborough Manor (Findspot TQ 97 

SE 87) 

EKE12675 INT 
Watching brief at HMP Standford Hill wind 
energy development, Eastchurch 

A first phase of monitoring of groundworks on an access road, 

construction compound and two wind turbines. No archaeological finds 
or features were observed. 

  

Kent 

Archaeological 
Projects 

WATCHING BRIEF 

EKE12875 INT Watching brief at Shurland Hall, Eastchurch 
Unpublished document: Alan Ward. 2013. An archaeological watching 

brief at Shurland Hall, Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey, Kent. 
  

Alan Ward. 
Freelance 

Archaeologist and 

Historian 

WATCHING BRIEF 

EKE13308 INT Excavation at Kingsborough Manor, Eastchurch 

Excavation at Kingsborough Manor in advance of housing development 

at the site. The excavation took place from 20th March to 7th April, but 
additional work was carried out on 19th-29th June to gather more 

information on the revealed features. The site measured 300 by 300m 

and covered an area of 9 hectares. 

62620 
Wessex 
Archaeology 

EXCAVATION 

EKE15437 INT 
Kingsborough Manor, Phase 3 Stage 2 
excavation, Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey, Kent 

Land at Kingsborough Manor has been investigated archaeologically by 

Wessex Archaeology as part of ongoing work prior to housing 
development. Phase 3 Stage 2 excavation covered 0.25ha centred on 

NGR 597680 172220, and "revealed a section of the previously 

investigated, 120m diameter Middle-Late Bronze Age circular ditched 
enclosure, which appeared to have had no associated banks and no 

traces of any associated settlement. It also revealed a group of five 

medieval ditches and other features, which may have been used in 
stock control, and two parallel lines of undated ditches, 8m apart 

aligned north-west to south-east, of pre-modern date." 

  
Wessex 
Archaeology 

EXCAVATION 

EKE15438 INT 
Kingsborough Manor, Phase 3 Stages 2 

evaluation, Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey, Kent 

Land at Kingsborough Manor has been investigated archaeologically by 
Wessex Archaeology as part of ongoing work prior to housing 

development. Phase 3 Stage 2 included three evaluation trenches that 

revealed nothing of significance. 

  
Wessex 

Archaeology 
EVALUATION 

 

10.6 LANDSCAPE CHARACTERISATION 
 

OBJECTID TEXT INDEX_ HLTYPE SUBTYPE CERTAINTY COMMENT_ NEW_TYPE SHAPE_AREA SHAPE_LEN 

2328 
Small regular with straight boundaries 

(parliamentary type enclosure) 
2328 1 9 5 0 1.9 25584.46 647.543 

2329 Post 1810 settlement (general) 2329 9 6 5 0 9.6 76128.84 1266.122 

2330 
Scattered settlement with paddocks 

(post 1800 extent) 
2330 9 2 5 0 9.2 40347.36 1488.34 

2333 
Small regular with straight boundaries 

(parliamentary type enclosure) 
2333 1 9 5 0 1.9 196325.5 2243.827 

2334 Caravan sites 2334 9 11 5 0 9.11 216891.1 3379.474 



  

  
 

52 
 

OBJECTID TEXT INDEX_ HLTYPE SUBTYPE CERTAINTY COMMENT_ NEW_TYPE SHAPE_AREA SHAPE_LEN 

2336 Village/hamlet 1810 extent 2336 9 7 5 0 9.7 15437.8 524.7324 

2337 Orchards 2337 3 1 5 0 3.1 95466.75 1714.255 

2352 Prisons 2352 9 12 5 0 9.12 351129.4 4271.451 

2353 Post 1810 settlement (general) 2353 9 6 5 0 9.6 158268.3 1836.147 

2354 Post 1810 settlement (general) 2354 9 6 5 0 9.6 234239.8 3397.866 

2356 Caravan sites 2356 9 11 5 0 9.11 523559.9 3312.071 

2361 Irregular enclosures 2361 5 2 5 1 5.2 350598.2 3400.226 

2373 

Medium regular with straight 

boundaries (parliamentary type 
enclosure) 

2373 1 10 5 0 1.1 13072568 41192.49 

2386 Post 1810 settlement (general) 2386 9 6 5 0 9.6 159248.6 1905.471 

2391 Caravan sites 2391 9 11 5 0 9.11 123277.1 1653.433 

2393 Orchards 2393 3 1 5 0 3.1 40122.6 870.9952 

2395 
Medium regular with straight 
boundaries (parliamentary type 

enclosure) 

2395 1 10 5 0 1.1 303478.4 2702.514 

2396 

Medium regular with straight 

boundaries (parliamentary type 

enclosure) 

2396 1 10 5 0 1.1 4880613 17741.52 

2397 
Small regular with straight boundaries 

(parliamentary type enclosure) 
2397 1 9 5 0 1.9 217562 3188.08 

2398 
Scattered settlement with paddocks 

(post 1800 extent) 
2398 9 2 5 0 9.2 536275.7 5314.611 

2416 Creeks and Fleets 2416 8 10 5 0 8.1 790752.5 14034.82 

2417 

Medium regular with straight 

boundaries (parliamentary type 
enclosure) 

2417 1 10 5 0 1.1 1827585 7731.318 

2423 Rectilinear enclosures 2423 5 4 5 0 5.4 4351566 14201.94 

2424 Small irregular enclosures 2424 5 1 5 0 5.1 428261.7 3014.74 

2425 Rectilinear enclosures 2425 5 4 10 0 5.4 426893.7 5076.691 

2426 Small irregular enclosures 2426 5 1 5 0 5.1 263587.6 3255.866 

2427 Rectilinear enclosures 2427 5 4 5 0 5.4 3533632 13970.58 

2704 Salt marsh and estuarine resources 2704 8 2 5   8.2 256134.2 2568.833 

2705 
"Fishpond, hatchery complexes, natural 
ponds and lakes " 

2705 7 7 3   7.7 30464.33 1066.513 

2752 Irregular enclosures 2752 5 2 5   5.2 111631.6 1535.072 

2753 Reservoirs and water treatment 2753 12 5 5   12.5 74871.91 1223.514 

2758 Small irregular enclosures 2758 5 1 5   5.1 2575982 9144.611 

2766 Rectilinear enclosures 2766 5 4 5   5.4 1985778 7506.694 

2767 Creeks and Fleets 2767 8 10 5   8.1 264906.7 5581.327 

2768 Rectilinear enclosures 2768 5 4 5   5.4 451868 3320.653 

2793 Salt marsh and estuarine resources 2793 8 2 5   8.2 551779.4 6542.806 
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OBJECTID TEXT INDEX_ HLTYPE SUBTYPE CERTAINTY COMMENT_ NEW_TYPE SHAPE_AREA SHAPE_LEN 

2794 

Medium regular with straight 

boundaries (parliamentary type 

enclosure) 

2794 1 10 5 0 1.1 667239.7 3373.509 

2795 Prisons 2795 9 12 5 2 9.12 800764.6 4489.383 

2799 

Medium regular with straight 

boundaries (parliamentary type 
enclosure) 

2799 1 10 5   1.1 352941.4 3124.574 

2801 Irregular enclosures 2801 5 2 5   5.2 2011718 7532.065 

2802 Creeks and Fleets 2802 8 10 5   8.1 1959130 17384.56 

2804 Mud flats 2804 8 7 5   8.7 3334766 34767.6 

10.7 REPORTS ON EVENTS (HER) 
 

ID Publication Report_num Title Author Hyperlink2 Type Events__So Easting Northing Report_pre 

609 1995 1995/142 

Shrubsoles Hill: Document 
submitted in support of a Planning 

Application for the excavation of 

clay and thence restoration of 
landfilling operations at Shrubsoles 

Hill, Isle of Sheppey, Kent 

CONTEST 

MELBOURNE 

WEEKS LIMITED 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\1995-

142 Shrubsoles Hill.pdf 
Geotechnical Report On HER 597028 171693 Y 

806 1997 1997/35 
SHURLAND HOUSE, ISLE OF 

SHEPPEY 
SUSIE BARSONS 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\1997-

35 SHURLAND HOUSE, ISLE OF 

SHEPPEY.pdf 

Evaluation On HER 599386 171543 Y 

1116 1999 1999/6 
An Archaeological Watching Brief at 

The Shurland, Eastchurch, Sheppey 

Canterbury 

Archaeological 

Trust 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\1999-6 

SHURLAND, EASTCHURCH, SHEPPEYTQ 

989 714.pdf 

Watching Brief On HER 598880 171400 Y 

1138 1999 1999/29 
An Archaeological Evaluation at 
Kingsborough Farm, Eastchurch, 

Isle of Sheppey, Kent 

Archaeology 
South-East 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\1999-

29 AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVALUATION 
AT KINGSBOROUGH FARM, 

EASTCHURCH, ISLE OF SHEPPEY.pdf 

Evaluation On HER 597801 172179 Y 

1281 2000 2000/66 

Cell 3, Shrubsoles Hill, 

Brambledown, Isle of Sheppey, 

Kent: Interim Report 

Thames Valley 

Archaeological 

Services 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2000-

66 CELL 3, SHRUBSOLES HILL, 

BRAMBLEDOWN, ISLE OF SHEPPEY, 
KENT.pdf 

Excavation On HER 597018 171700 Y 

1579 2000 2001/20 
An Archaeological Watching Brief 
along Capel Fleet, Isle of Sheppey 

Canterbury 
Archaeological 

Trust 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2001-
20 WATCHING BRIEF CAPEL FLEET, ISLE 

OF SHEPPEY.pdf 

Watching Brief On HER 599702 168002 Y 

1595 1984 2001/36 
A BIBLIOGRAPHY OF THE ISLE OF 

SHEPPEY 
COOPER J. 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2001-

36 A BIBLIOGRAPHY OF THE ISLE OF 

SHEPPEY.pdf 

Report On HER 597569 170586 Y 

1817 2000 2001/102 

Kingsborough Farm Eastchurch, Isle 

of Sheppey, Kent. Phase 1 Stage 2 

Archaeological Excavation: 

Wessex 

Archaeology 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2001-

102 KINGSBOROUGH FARM 

EASTCHURCH, SHEPPEY.pdf 

Excavation On HER 597792 172221 Y 
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ID Publication Report_num Title Author Hyperlink2 Type Events__So Easting Northing Report_pre 

Summary Report 

5390 2002 2004/297 

Kingsborough Manor Development, 

Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey, Kent. 
Watching Briefs, Evaluation, and 

Phase 1, Stage 2 Excavation: 
Assessment Report and proposals 

for Post-Excavation Analyses and 

Publication 

Wessex 

Archaeology 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2004-

297_Kingsborough, Sheppey_0.pdf 

Post Excavation 

Assessment 
On HER 597822 172302 Y 

5391 2000 2004/298 

Archaeological investigations at 

Kingsborough Farm, Eastchurch, 

Isle of Sheppey, Kent: Post-
Excavation Assessment and Draft 

Proposals for Future Work 

Archaeology 
South-East 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2004-

298 KINGSBOROUGH FARM, 
EASTCHURCH, ISLE OF SHEPPEY 

PXA.pdf 

Post Excavation 
Assessment 

On HER 597735 172093 Y 

5392 2003 2004/299 

Bronze Age, Roman and Saxon sites 

on Shrubsoles Hill, Sheppey and at 

Wises Lane, Borden, Kent: A 
Landscape of Ancestors and 

Agriculture by The Swale 

Thames Valley 

Archaeological 
Services 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2004-

299 BRONZE AGE, ROMAN AND 

SAXON SITES ON SHRUBSOLES HILL 
SHEPPEY AND AT WISES LANE, 

BRODEN.pdf 

Excavation On HER 597020 171670 Y 

5420 2003 2004/326 

Kingsborough Manor Phase 2, 

Stage 1, Eastchurch, Isle of 

Sheppey, Kent: Archaeological 
Evaluation Report 

Oxford 

Archaeology 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2004-

326 KINGSBOROUGH MANOR PHASE 2 

STAGE 1 EASTCHURCH, ISLE OF 
SHEPPEY, KENT ARCHAEOLOGICAL 

EVALUATION REPORT.pdf 

Evaluation On HER 597664 172322 Y 

6429 2007 2007/139 
Report on Evaluation Trenching at 

Swaleside Prison, Sheppey 

Canterbury 

Archaeological 

Trust 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2007 

139.pdf 
Evaluation On HER 598526 169741 Y 

6635 2005 2008/102 

Kingsborough Manor Phase 2 Stage 

1, Isle of Sheppey, Kent: 
Assessment of Archaeological 

Excavation Results 

Wessex 
Archaeology 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2008-

102 WESSEX ARCHAEOLOGY 

KINGSBOROUGH MANOR PHASE 2 
STAGE 1 ISLE OF SHEPPEY. 2008-

102.pdf 

Post Excavation 
Assessment 

On HER 597721 172385 Y 

8156 2008 2011/216 

Shurland Hall Gatehouse, 

Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey, Kent: 

Tree-Ring Analysis of Timbers 

English Heritage 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2011-

216 Shurland Hall Gatehouse 

Dendrochronology.pdf 

Tree-Ring Analysis On HER 599384 171542 N 

8454 2012 2012/182 

Land at Great Bells Farm, Isle of 

Sheppey, Kent: Archaeological 
Watching Brief Report 

Wessex 

Archaeology 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2012-

182 Great Bells WB.pdf 
Watching Brief On HER 597985 168065 N 

8651 2005 2013/69 

K3 Area East, Mustards Road 
Warren bay, Crown Quay Lane & 

East Street CSO Schemes, 

Sittingbourne, Kent: Report on 
Archaeological Watching Brief 

Wessex 

Archaeology 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2013-

69_55620_Sittingbourne.pdf 
Watching Brief On HER 601740 170623 Y 

8685 2012 2013/103 

Interim Report of an Archaeological 
Watching Brief at HMP Standford 

Hill Wind Energy Development, 

Eastchurch, Isle of Sheppey 

Kent 
Archaeological 

Projects 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2013-

103 Standford Hill Wind WB.pdf 
Watching Brief On HER 598020 169446 N 
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ID Publication Report_num Title Author Hyperlink2 Type Events__So Easting Northing Report_pre 

8693 2012 2013/111 
Old Rides Farm, Isle of Sheppey, 

Kent: Heritage Statement 

Wessex 

Archaeology 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2013-

111 Old Rides Farm HS.pdf 

Desk Based 

Assessment 
On HER 599830 169890 N 

8768 2013 2013/186 

An archaeological watching brief at 

Shurland Hall, Eastchurch, Isle of 
Sheppey, Kent 

Alan Ward 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2013-

186 SHURLAND HALL, EASTCHURCH, 

ISLE OF SHEPPEY, KENT WATCHING 
BRIEF MARCH 2013 2013-186.pdf 

Watching Brief On HER 599348 171570 Y 

9422 2008 2014/340 
Kingsborough Manor, Phase 3 
Stages 1 and 2, Eastchurch, Isle of 

Sheppey, Kent 

Wessex 

Archaeology 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2014-

340_Kingsborough, Sheppey_0.pdf 
Excavation On HER 597635 172212   

9483 2007 2014/402 

An Archaeological Investigation of 

land at Kingsborough Farm and 

Kingsborough Manor, Eastchurch, 
Isle of Sheppey 

Archaeology 

South-East 
  Investigation Not on HER 597777 172220   

9956 2014 2015/26 
Land at Great Bells Farm, Isle of 
Sheppey, Kent: Archaeological 

watching brief report 

Wessex 

Archaeology 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2015-
26 Land at Great Bells Farm, Isle of 

Sheppey, Kent Archaeological 

watching brief report.pdf 

Watching Brief On HER 598300 167800   

11096 2017 2018/455 

Archaeological evaluation, New 

Rides Farm, Eastchurch, Ise of 
Sheppey 

CgMs 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2018-

455 Archaeological evaluation, New 

Rides Farm, Eastchurch, Ise of 
Sheppey.pdf 

Evaluation Not on HER 599304 170158 Y 

11938 2019 2019/179 

Leysdown Connections, Isle of 

Sheppey, Kent, Watching brief 

report 

Canterbury 

Archaeological 

Trust 

\\kcc-rds944\reports\version2\2019-
179 Leysdown Connections, Isle of 

Sheppey, Kent, Watching brief 

report.pdf 

Watching Brief Not on HER 599546 169856 Y 

 

10.8 MONUMENTS LINE (HER) 
 

MonUID RecordType PrefRef Name Description MonType DateRange PeriodRang 

MKE104544 LND MKE104544 Shurland Park 

16th century parkland associated with Shurland House. In 1572 the parkland 

covered just under 400 acres and contained 220 deer. By 1574 there were only c. 

40 left. The boundaries of the parkland are uncertain.  

DEER PARK Undated 
Post Medieval to 

Unknown 

MKE15323 MON TQ 97 SE 1071 
Queenborough and 

Leysdown Light Railway 

Light Railway opened between Queenborough and Leysdown in 1901. Although 

Leysdown developed as a resort in the 1930's, it was never popular, and with no 
freight traffic to supplement the meagre income, the line closed in 1950. 

 

Sheppey Light Railway from junction with main line near Queenborough Station 
to Leysdown, opened in 1901. Closed 1950. Engineer Col Holman F Stephens. 

RAILWAY; POST 

HOLE; PIT; SITE 
1901 to 1950 Modern 
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MonUID RecordType PrefRef Name Description MonType DateRange PeriodRang 

Stations at E Sheerness (Halfway Houses), E Minster on Sea, Minster on Sea, 

Eastchurch and Leysdown with halts at Brambledown and Harty Road (1). 

 
Site photographs (2-12). 

 

An evaluation of land south of Harps Avenue, Minster-in-Sheppey, revealed a 
number of features along the northern boundary of the site. Five postholes and a 

possible pit were interpreted as features associated with the Sheppey Light 

Railway (located at 595060,172485); they contained finds dating to the late 
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Two north-south ditch bottoms were 

also identified in one trench and dated as above (located at 595025,172445). In 

addition a cattle/farm traffic crossing for the railway was identified in the nw 
corner of the area evaluated (located at 594900,172536). The iron gate posts 

survived on both sides of the crossing and the remains of an iron gate were 

recorded, hanging from the se gate post  

 

10.9 MONUMENTS LINE (HER) 
 

PrefRef MonUID RecordType Name Description MonType DateRange PeriodRang 

MKE106165 MKE106165 FS 
Unknown Copper alloy 

slag 

Copper-alloy fragment of slag of indeterminate age, Prehistoric c.2350BC - AD 1800, Description: The 

Fragment is roughly triangular shape in plan. The surface is very porous typical of slage and is roughly grey 

with a green hue. Measurements: 74.64mm long, 72.84mm wide, 39.35mm thick and 310g in weight. 

FINDSPOT Undated Unknown 

MKE106166 MKE106166 FS 
Bronze Age Copper 
alloy ingot 

A very dense copper-alloy irregular ingot or chunk of casting waste of uncertain date, likely Prehistoric, 

possibly roman date c.2350BC - AD 410 (In the former) or Prehistoric to post-medieval in the latter c.2350BC - 

AD 1800 (in the latter). Description: The object has a number of nodules and very irregular in shape. where 
visible through the dirt the metal is dark grey- green. Measurements: 45.72mm long, 32.15mm wide, 

32.81mm thick and 81.31g in weight. 

Date: from 2350 BC (Certain) to 1800 AD (Certain)   

FINDSPOT 
-2350 to 
1800 

Early 

Bronze Age 
to Post 

Medieval 

MKE106167 MKE106167 FS 
Medieval Tin or tin 
alloy ingot 

Find Material: Tin or tin alloy (matching thesaurus term not found). 

A small tin ingot of uncertain age, likely medieval or post-medieval date, c.1200-1800.Description: The ingot is 

trapezoidal in shape with a slightly concave base and rounded edges. The ingot is mottled grey. 
Measurements: 35.75mm long, 25.01mm wide, 21.25mm thick and 33.53g in weight. Discussion: Dating is 

suggested on the basis of most Prehistoric, Roman and early- medieval examples being much larger and/or 

different shapes and/or rougher. 
Date: from 1200 AD (Probably) to 1800 AD (Certain)  

FINDSPOT 
1200 to 
1800 

Medieval 
to Post 

Medieval 

MKE106211 MKE106211 FS 
Medieval Copper alloy 

thimble 

A complete late Medieval to early post-Medieval copper alloy closed (domed) thimble, dating from 1400 - 

1600. The thimble has a domed apex with slightly flaring sides. The drilled, circular pits (average 1.6mm dia.) 
are arranged neatly in a spiral pattern starting from the top and continuing in 11 tiers down the walls to the 

base. There is a distinct boundary shape where the sides and apex meet. Running around the base is an 

incised border. The walls of the thimble have been slightly squashed. This thimble is appears to be slightly 
heavier than average. Height: 24.09mm, diameter:22.35mm, thickness: 1.34mm, weight: 9.16g. 

FINDSPOT 
1400 to 

1600 

Medieval 
to Post 

Medieval 
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MKE106214 MKE106214 FS 
Medieval Copper alloy 
thimble 

A complete late Medieval to early post-Medieval copper alloy closed (domed) thimble, dating from 1400 - 

1600. The thimble is fairly short and has a domed apex with slightly flaring sides. The drilled, circular pits 

(average 1.2mm dia.) are arranged neatly in a spiral pattern starting from the top and continuing in 8 tiers 
down the wall to the base. There is a distinct boundary shape where the sides and apex meet. Running around 

the base is an incised border. The walls of the thimble have been slightly squashed and there is an indentation 

on one side of the apex. Height: 22.3mm, diameter: 18.5mm, wall thickness: 1.26mm, weight: 5.51g. 

FINDSPOT 
1400 to 
1600 

Medieval 

to Post 
Medieval 

MKE106254 MKE106254 FS Iron Age Silver coin 

A British Iron age silver unit of the Catuvellauni and Trinovantes (Eastern Region). Minted in the name of 

Cunobelinus for use in Kent, c. AD 15-35. 'Cunobelinus Capricorn' type, ABC 2843 (Rudd 2010, 138). The coin is 

slightly worn with some abrasion around the circumference and is struck off centre with plain parts of the flan 
visible on both obverse and reverse. Weight: 1.15g, Diameter:14.7mm, thickness:0.88mmObverse: Wreath 

crossed by plain line, CVNO in angles Reverse: Capricorn right.  

FINDSPOT 15 to 35 
Late Iron 
Age 

MKE106269 MKE106269 FS 
Medieval Lead Alloy 

ampulla 

An incomplete Medieval cast lead alloy vessel, possibly an Ampulla (c.12th-15th century). The object is 
rectangular in plan with a hexagonal cross section. Each angle of hexagon is marked by a raised ridge. The 

bottom of the vessel is closed by means of clamping to the two sides of the vessel together. The upper end 

remains open. There are two transverse bands running around the circumference of the vessel. Inside of these 
are two motifs, one on either side of the vessel. One motif is a raised saltire and the other is a Cross within in a 

triangle. The vessel is 48.4mm long, 32.6mm wide, 16.3mm thick and weighs 75.6 grams. 

FINDSPOT 
1200 to 

1500 
Medieval 

MKE113812 MKE113812 FS 
Medieval copper alloy 
vessel 

A fragment of cast copper-alloy vessel, probably a cooking pot or cauldron of Medieval or Post-Medieval date, 

AD 1250 - 1700.The leg is broadly triangular in cross section, the inner surface being flat. The outer surface 
forms down the leg and into a foot with three claws. The object has a grey-orange patina. The leg is 52.57 mm 

tall and has a width of 44.98mm. The foot protrudes 44.23mm. 

FINDSPOT 
1250 to 
1700 

Medieval 
to Post 

Medieval 

MKE113815 MKE113815 FS 
Early Medieval copper 

alloy tweezers 

A fragment of cast and engraved copper-alloy, tapering fragment of probably early-mediaeval tweezers. The 

fragment represents one arm of a pair of tweezers, it tapers to one end. There is an old break at both ends of 

the object and the sides are heavily abraded obscuring the original overall form. It seems probable that the 
terminal of the arm was splayed wide, but it is uncertain due to the wear. The object has ring and dots to one 

side only. The wider end is flat measuring 9.36mm wide and1.15mm thick while the opposite end slims in 

width to 4.91mm wide and gets thicker 1. 74mm.Tweezers are widespread from the roman period onwards 
and can be difficult to narrow down to a specific period. Although ring and dot decoration is often seen as an 

element of early-medieval art it does occur in the Roman and Medieval periods to. The slight flaring of this 

fragment may suggest it had wide triangular terminals, this is a feature of tweezers in the Early-Medieval 
period and thus this date is suggested. 

FINDSPOT 
410 to 

1066 

Early 
Medieval 

or Anglo-

Saxon to 
Medieval 

MKE113816 MKE113816 FS 
Medieval copper alloy 

jetton 

A worn and abraded copper-alloy English jetton of King seated under canopy type with fictitious legends and 

reverse of four radially aligned fleur de Lis in tressure of four arches. Dating to c.1327-1399. Mernick No. 
5a.3.29. Measurements: 20.71mm in diameter and 2g in weight. 

FINDSPOT 
1327 to 

1399 
Medieval 

MKE113818 MKE113818 FS 
Early Medieval silver 

coin 

An Early-Medieval silver sceat of Primary Phase, series C, variety C1 dating to c.700-710. Abramson (2012) 
no.4.10Obverse: Radiate bust right, with runic 'T???' or T Ã†PA before, broken alpha and annulets behind, 

beaded pyramid neck on linear and beaded exergual lines Reverse: Beaded votive standard, with downward 

sloping horns, central pellets, tufa enclosing trefoil, cross patee below, symbols or letters to side. 
Measurements: Diameter: 11.11 mm and Weight: 1.2 g 

FINDSPOT 700 to 710 

Early 
Medieval 

or Anglo-

Saxon 

MKE113820 MKE113820 FS Medieval silver coin 
A heavily worn silver penny possibly of Henry VI (1st Reign - AD 1422-61), possibly Rosette-Mascle issue AD 
1430-31, of the Durham mint. Star left of crown. 

FINDSPOT 
1430 to 
1431 

Medieval 



  

  
 

58 
 

PrefRef MonUID RecordType Name Description MonType DateRange PeriodRang 

MKE113821 MKE113821 FS 
Medieval copper alloy 

harness pendant 

A medieval copper alloy horse harness pendant and hanger set dating circa 1175-1400. The pendant is leaf 
shaped with am apex suspension loop. The hanger is a slender strip with a bifurcated terminal. At the top of 

the hanger on the reverse is a small shank. The bifurcated end contains a rivet which secures the pendant. The 

pendant itself is heavily abraded the set has an even mid-green patination. Measurements: Length: 29.24 mm, 
Width: 6.12 mm, Thickness: 3.11 mm (at hinged element), Weight: 1.09 GA similar pendant and suspension 

mount can be found illustrated in Read (2016, 62; no. 454) and on the database at LIN-B94248 

FINDSPOT 
1175 to 

1400 
Medieval 

MKE113822 MKE113822 FS 
Medieval copper alloy 

key (locking) 

An incomplete medieval copper-alloy rotary key probably dating from AD 1300 - 1500.Description: The key is 
missing its bow and upper shank/stem. The stem is roughly circular in cross-section and hollow. The bit is 

rectangular and has It has a deep cleft in the centre perpendicular to the stem, with a number of wards mostly 

from the edge from the outside towards the central cleft. There is a channel across the whole bit on one face 
and two on the other. The key has a heavily mottled mid - light green patination. Measurements: 46.15mm 

long, 22.91mm wide, 9.20 thick and 22.87g in weight. 

FINDSPOT 
1300 to 

1500 
Medieval 

MKE113823 MKE113823 FS 
Roman copper alloy 
coin 

A corroded copper-alloy Roman nummus of Constantine I (AD 306-337), dating to the period c.AD 321-324 

(Reece period 16). BEATA TRAN-QVILLITAS reverse type depicting a Globe on an altar inscribed VOT/IS/XX; 
above three stars. mint of Trier, mintmark -//PTR. 

FINDSPOT 321 to 323 Roman 

MKE113824 MKE113824 FS 
Early Medieval silver 

coin 

An Early-Medieval silver sceat of Primary Phase, series E variety G3 dating to c.700-760.Insect-like obverse, 

square letters? before type. Abramson (2012. 192) No.89.30. Obverse: Coarse-quilled crescent coiled right, 

insect light with triangular head and square letters before, no clear trefoil. Nose appears to include pellet and 
is slipped? Reverse: Degenerate beaded standard with central pellet-in-annulet, broken line either side. 

FINDSPOT 700 to 760 

Early 

Medieval 

or Anglo-
Saxon 

MKE113928 MKE113928 FS 
Medieval copper alloy 

vessel 

A complete cast copper-alloy pot or cauldron leg/foot dating to the Medieval or Post Medieval period, c. AD 
1350 - 1850.The leg sub-triangular in plan, tapering towards the bottom. At the top edge there are two 

concave indentation one either side of the projecting rib. The Projecting bisects the leg top to bottom 

projecting at each end slightly. The sides taper slightly towards the back, the back itself is flat and unfinished. 
The top edge is wide and concave to attach the leg to the body of the cauldron. The leg is roughly finished and 

moderately worn. It retains a dark grey to mottled light brown patina. Measurements: 63.06mm long, 

54.79mm wide, 28.45mm thick (including ridge, 15.54mm without) and 132g in weight. Cast cooking vessels 
seem to have come into use in the second half of the 13th century and to have continued at least until c. 

1600, by comparison with examples shown in the Salisbury Medieval catalogue this example likely dating to 

the early half of the chronological spread (Saunders (ed.) 2012, 73-75). These are a common find both from 
excavation and, as demonstrated by the numbers on this database, by detectorists. 

FINDSPOT 
1350 to 

1850 

Medieval 

to Post 

Medieval 

MKE113933 MKE113933 FS 
Medieval silver finger 

ring 

A Fragment of gilt-silver medieval to post-medieval 'Fide/Fede' type finger-ring. Description: The fragment 
represents the apex or head of the ring. It is decorated with two tightly clasped hands. The reverse is concave 

with what remains of the hoop is pointed oval in cross-section. The hands were cast while the finger detail 

was incised on. The upper surface is scratched and most of the gilding has worn off although the hint of pale 
gold across much of the surfaces is visible. The breaks at the shoulder are jagged and show little wear. 

Dimensions: 14.20mm long, 7.55mm wide, 3.09mm thick and 1.17g in weight. Discussion: Although finger-

rings depicting clasped hands have been found dating from the Roman period up to the 19th century, they 
became especially popular during the 15th century, when they were given as symbols of love, marriage or 

betrothal and the name is taken from the Italian le mani in fede (hands in faith/trust). 

FINDSPOT 
1400 to 

1550 

Medieval 
to Post 

Medieval 

MKE73345 MKE73345 FS 
Roman copper alloy 

bust 

Cast copper alloy bust. The head is of a woman with elaborate hairstyle piled up on top of her head. Her nose 
is broken off. The object is broken below the shoulders; it is unclear whether the head is part of a figurine, or 

whether it represents a fitting such as a mount or handle. The object is of Roman date. 

FINDSPOT 43 to 410 

Roman to 

Early 
Medieval 

or Anglo-

Saxon 
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MKE73346 MKE73346 FS 
Roman copper alloy 

mount 

Cast copper alloy circular mount, possibly a casket mount. The mount has a central circular setting, around 
which are four circular and four intervening settings. All the settings are filled with white enamel or paste. 

Each of the outer circular settings also has a single rectangular or square inlay of white, blue and red brown 

micro-mosaic. The intervening settings each have two such inlays. The central circular setting has an inlaid 
arrangement comprising one central square of blue and white micro- mosaic around which are alternating 

yellow and red, white and blue square inlays (four of each). Probably of Roman date. 

FINDSPOT 43 to 410 

Roman to 
Early 

Medieval 

or Anglo-
Saxon 

MKE73504 MKE73504 FS 
Bronze Age copper 

alloy axe head 

Fragment of cast copper alloy axe head, probably a palstave axe heads. Narrow body with worn transverse 

break. The body splays to form a wide cutting edge, which is damaged. 
FINDSPOT 

-1800 to -

1200 

Early 
Bronze Age 

to Middle 

Bronze Age 

MKE73509 MKE73509 FS 
Medieval copper alloy 

key (locking) 

Large casket key. Hollow ended stem. 

Date: from Circa 1300 AD (Certain) to Circa 1500 AD (Certain) Period: Medieval 
FINDSPOT 

1300 to 

1500 
Medieval 

MKE73510 MKE73510 FS 
Medieval copper alloy 
seal matrix 

Circular seal matrix with hexagonal sectioned handle with suspension loop. Five leaf design, no legend is 
visible.  

FINDSPOT 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

MKE73511 MKE73511 FS Medieval lead ampulla Medieval lead pilgrim’s ampulla Period: Medieval FINDSPOT 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

MKE73512 MKE73512 FS Medieval lead ampulla Medieval lead pilgrim’s ampulla. Undecorated. Period: Medieval FINDSPOT 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

MKE73513 MKE73513 FS Medieval lead seal Circular. Kneeling figure being 'knighted' by standing figure. Period: Medieval FINDSPOT 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

MKE73545 MKE73545 FS Medieval silver coin 
Silver medieval coin: penny of Edward I-III. 
Date: from Circa 1279 AD (Certain) to Circa 1377 AD (Certain)  

FINDSPOT 
1279 to 
1377 

Medieval 

MKE73546 MKE73546 FS Medieval silver coin 
Silver medieval coin: penny. 
Date: from Circa 1180 AD (Certain) to Circa 1377 AD (Certain)  

FINDSPOT 
1180 to 
1377 

Medieval 

MKE73547 MKE73547 FS Medieval silver coin 
Silver medieval coin: penny of Edward I-III. 

Date: from Circa 1279 AD (Certain) to Circa 1377 AD (Certain)  
FINDSPOT 

1279 to 

1377 
Medieval 

MKE73551 MKE73551 FS 
Post Medieval silver 

coin 

Silver post medieval coin. 

Date: from Circa 1500 AD (Certain) to Circa 1700 AD (Certain)  
FINDSPOT 

1500 to 

1700 

Medieval 

to Post 

Medieval 

MKE73555 MKE73555 FS Roman silver coin 
Roman silver coin: Denarius of Julius Caesar, Mint moving with Caesar,49-48 BC. Elephant and sacrificial 
implements.  

FINDSPOT -49 to -48 
Late Iron 
Age 

MKE73588 MKE73588 FS 
Post Medieval copper 
alloy pipe tamper 

A Post Medieval cast copper alloy possible pipe tamper. The tamper is rectangular in plan and square in 

section. It narrows to one end which terminate in a knop moulded in the shape of a clench fist. This would 

have been the end used to tamp down the tobacco in the pipe. The body of the tamper is decorated with 
three moulded transverse grooves. There is incised leaf decoration along two sides of the body. The tamper is 

47.9mm long, 9.1mm wide, 9.0mm thick and weighs 24.8 grams. 

Date: from Circa 1600 AD (Certain) to Circa 1900 AD (Certain)  

FINDSPOT 
1600 to 
1900 

Post 
Medieval 

MKE73671 MKE73671 FS Iron Age gold coin Portable Antiquities Scheme find - Iron Age gold coin FINDSPOT -800 to 42 Iron Age 

MKE73678 MKE73678 FS Iron Age gold coin Portable Antiquities Scheme find - Iron Age gold coin FINDSPOT -800 to 42 Iron Age 

MKE73685 MKE73685 FS 
Iron Age copper alloy 

coin 
Portable Antiquities Scheme find - Iron Age copper alloy coin FINDSPOT -800 to 42 Iron Age 

MKE73686 MKE73686 FS Iron Age gold coin Portable Antiquities Scheme find - Iron Age gold coin FINDSPOT -800 to 42 Iron Age 

MKE73687 MKE73687 FS Iron Age gold coin Portable Antiquities Scheme find - Iron Age gold coin FINDSPOT -800 to 42 Iron Age 
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MKE73688 MKE73688 FS Iron Age gold coin Portable Antiquities Scheme find - Iron Age gold coin FINDSPOT -800 to 42 Iron Age 

MKE73743 MKE73743 FS 
copper alloy 

unidentified object 
Portable Antiquities Scheme find - copper alloy unidentified object FINDSPOT Undated Unknown 

MKE73744 MKE73744 FS 
Iron Age copper alloy 

finger ring 

A copper-alloy finger ring. The ring is 'D' shaped in cross section and circular in plan with one edge flattened. 

The ring is completely plain making dating very difficult; it could date from the Iron Age to Post Medieval. It 

measures 20.4mm in diameter, 0.9mm thick. It weighs 1.07 grams. 

FINDSPOT -800 to 42 Iron Age 

MKE78067 MKE78067 MON 
Circular enclosure / 

bank 

Circular enclosure / bank, visible as a cropmark of the 2003 Google Earth image, Swale. 
Consists of a c.6m wide bank, with an external diameter of c.25m. Possible sheepfold or military-related bank. 

A larger enclosure possible exists 70m to the WSW. 

CIRCULAR 

ENCLOSURE 
Undated Unknown 

MKE80070 MKE80070 FS silver coin A Medieval silver long cross Edwardian penny of uncertain ruler. Possibly minted in Durham.  FINDSPOT 
1279 to 

1377 
Medieval 

MKE80081 MKE80081 FS Roman silver coin 

A struck Roman Republican silver coin: denarius serratus, Rome, minted by C. Mamilius Limetanus,82BC. It 

measures 20.96 mm DIA x 1.61 mm TH and weighs 3.00 g. RRC no. 262/1 A similar coin can be seen on the 
database BERK-B4D6A3 

Date: from 82 BC  

FINDSPOT -82 to -82 
Late Iron 
Age 

MKE85646 MKE85646 FRM 
Sheepfold east of Hook 

Quay 
An outfarm with a loose courtyard plan with a building to one side of the yard. FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85647 MKE85647 FRM Oldhook A regular courtyard farmstead with buildings to three sides of the yard incorporating a L-plan element. FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85660 MKE85660 FRM Kingsborough Farm A loose courtyard plan farmstead with buildings to three sides of the yard. FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 
1800 

Post 
Medieval 

MKE85661 MKE85661 FRM Norwood A regular multiyard farmstead. FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 
1800 

Post 
Medieval 

MKE85662 MKE85662 FRM Grove A loose courtyard plan farmstead with buildings to three sides of the yard. FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85663 MKE85663 FRM 
Sheepfold west north 

west of New Quay 
A field barn with no associated yard. FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85727 MKE85727 FRM Great Bells A regular U-plan courtyard farmstead. FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85728 MKE85728 FRM Little Bells A dispersed plan farmstead. FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85729 MKE85729 FRM White House 

Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on one side and with additional detached elements 
to the main plan Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached gable end-on to yard 

Position: Isolated position 

Survival: Farmstead completely demolished  

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85730 MKE85730 FRM New Rides 

Type: Regular courtyard with additional detached elements Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in central 

position Position: Isolated position 

Survival: Farmstead survives but has been completely altered 
New sheds: Large modern sheds built on the site of the historic farmstead, may have destroyed original 

buildings or obscured them 

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 
1800 

Post 
Medieval 

MKE85731 MKE85731 FRM Parsonage Farm 
Type: Regular courtyard multi-yard 
Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in central position Position: Isolated position 

FARMSTEAD 
1600 to 
1600 

Post 
Medieval 
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MKE85732 MKE85732 FRM 
Outfarm north east of 

Parsonage Farm 
A regular multiyard farmstead. FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85733 MKE85733 FRM Yard in Eastchurch 

Type: Regular courtyard with working agricultural buildings on three sides and with additional detached 
elements to the main plan 

Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached side on to yard Position: Located within a village 

Survival: Farmstead completely demolished  

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85734 MKE85734 FRM 
2 Warden Road 

(Church Farm) 

Type: Regular courtyard L-plan with detached house and other detached elements Farmhouse: Farmhouse 
detached in central position 

Position: Located within a village  

FARMSTEAD 
1700 to 

1700 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85735 MKE85735 FRM Yard in Eastchurch Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on three sides Position: Located within a village FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85736 MKE85736 FRM Shurland Hall 
Type: Regular courtyard multi-yard 

Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in central position  
FARMSTEAD 

1540 to 

1540 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85737 MKE85737 FRM Garretts Farm 

Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on three sides and with additional detached 

elements to the main plan 
Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in central position 

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 
1800 

Post 
Medieval 

MKE85738 MKE85738 FRM Trout Farm 
Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on four sides and with additional detached elements 

to the main plan Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in central position 
FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85739 MKE85739 FRM Connetts Farm 

Type: Regular courtyard with working agricultural buildings on three sides Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in 

central position 
Position: Isolated position  

FARMSTEAD 
1700 to 

1700 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85742 MKE85742 FRM Berryfield Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on four sides Position: Isolated position FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 
1800 

Post 
Medieval 

MKE85743 MKE85743 FRM Old Rides 
Type: Regular courtyard multi-yard 
Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in central position Position: Isolated position 

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 
1800 

Post 
Medieval 

MKE85744 MKE85744 FRM Little Rides 

Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on two sides Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached gable 

end-on to yard 

Position: Isolated position 

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85745 MKE85745 FRM 
Sheepfold south west 

of Capel Hill Farm 
Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on one side Position: Isolated position FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85746 MKE85746 FRM 
Sheepfold south east of 

Great Bells 
Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on one side Position: Isolated position FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85828 MKE85828 FRM Capel Hill Farm 
Type: Regular courtyard multi-yard with detached elements Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in central 

position Position: Isolated position 
FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85829 MKE85829 FRM 
New House Farm 

(Newhouse) 

Type: Regular courtyard multi-yard 

Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in central position Position: Isolated position 
FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85830 MKE85830 FRM Rides 
Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on one side and with additional detached elements 
to the main plan Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached side on to yard 

Position: Isolated position 

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 
1800 

Post 
Medieval 

MKE85831 MKE85831 FRM Rayham Farm 
Type: Regular courtyard multi-yard 

Farmhouse: Farmhouse detached in central position Position: Isolated position 
FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85832 MKE85832 FRM Barnland Farm 

Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on three sides and with additional detached 

elements to the main plan 
Farmhouse: Farmhouse attached to agricultural range  

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 
1800 

Post 
Medieval 
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MKE85835 MKE85835 FRM 
Outfarm north of 

Barnland Farm 

Type: Single 

Position: Isolated position  
FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE85838 MKE85838 FRM Mustards Farm 
Type: Regular courtyard L-plan with detached house and other detached elements Farmhouse: Farmhouse 
detached in central position 

Position: Isolated position 

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 
1800 

Post 
Medieval 

MKE85840 MKE85840 FRM 
Sheepfold on Harty 

Marshes 
Type: Loose courtyard with working agricultural buildings on one side Position: Isolated position FARMSTEAD 

1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE88675 MKE88675 FRM Rowetts Farm 

Type: Regular courtyard L-plan with detached house and other detached elements Farmhouse: Farmhouse 

detached in central position 

Position: Isolated position 

FARMSTEAD 
1800 to 

1800 

Post 

Medieval 

MKE96844 MKE96844 FS 
Medieval Lead seal 
matrix 

A circular medieval lead seal matrix with a squashed loop on the back. The central design is a trefoil form, 

perhaps intended to be a fleur de lys. The inscription is fairly clear but remains difficult to comprehend. 
[.]CESTREhCEE[.]. 

Date: from 1150 AD to 1250 AD  

FINDSPOT 
1150 to 
1250 

Medieval 

MKE96889 MKE96889 FS Silver coin 
A Medieval silver cut half penny of John (1199-1216). Minted in Winchester by Miles. Class 5b or 5c. C. 1204-

1209. North Number 970/71. 
FINDSPOT Undated Unknown 

MKE96891 MKE96891 FS Silver coin 

A complete post-Medieval Venetian silver soldino of Doge Leonardo Loredan (1501-1521). The coin is slightly 
damaged with a nick out of the edge and two tiny holes through the centre. The coin has a diameter of 

12.47mm, a thickness of 0.46mm and weighs 0. 23g.Obverse: LE LAV DVX S M V; Doge, as standard bearer of 

Venice, kneeling left, receiving the banner of St. 
Mark from the patron saint right Reverse: LAVS TI BI SOLI (Thee alone be praised); Standing figure of Christ 

with halo, holding a cross 

FINDSPOT 
1501 to 

1521 
Medieval 

MKE96892 MKE96892 FS 
Medieval Lead Alloy 

token 

A complete Medieval to Post Medieval cast lead alloy circular unifaced token (1250-1850 AD). The token has 

been cast with a raised design on the obverse of an equal armed cross with a pellet in each quadrant, this is 

encircled by a raised border which slopes away slightly towards the outside edge. This border is worn and 
missing in sections. The reverse is flat and undecorated. The token measures 33.52mm in diameter, 4.68mm 

thick and weighs 24. 45g.Lead tokens had a wide variety of uses and were made locally; they are therefore 

hard to date precisely and could be Medieval or Post Medieval in date (1250- 1850 AD). Until recently cross 
and pellet designs were thought to be contemporary with the similar Medieval coin designs; however 

publication of moulds and double-faced tokens which combine Post Medieval initial style designs with cross 

and pellets suggest they continued into the Post Medieval period. 

FINDSPOT 
1250 to 

1850 

Medieval 

to Post 

Medieval 

MKE96980 MKE96980 FS 
Copper alloy hanging 

bowl 

A copper-alloy escutcheon from an Early Medieval hanging bowl. The mount is circular in plan; the edges are 

slightly damaged, but the majority of the mount survives. The mount is convex in profile, suggesting it is a 
mount from the side of the bowl rather than the base. The front is decorated with molded cell recesses; one 

central circle which is surrounded by smaller circles at 12, 3, 6 and 9 0'clock. In between these four circles are 

trefoil shaped cell recesses. All of these cells set with numerous small panels of fine millefiori glass, square and 
circular in plan. The Central circular cell has the largest panel of millefiori glass (4.4mm square) which is 

formed of a red and white checkerboard design. This is surrounded buy alternate yellow and red/white 

circular panels. All eight of the outer cells have the same three circular glass panels with in them (3.6- 3.8mm 
in diameter); one red and white check, one black and white check and one with red in the center surrounded 

by a black cross on a white background. Where the escutcheon has been broken and the glass is missing it is 

possible to see a substrate into which the glass has been set. The reverse of the escutcheon is concava and 
undecorated. The surface is very worn, but it is possible make out one vestigle lug; possible the remains of an 

attachment lug. A similar example can be seen on the database: DEV-7AE0B6. This is dated from the 7th-9th 

centuries AD.  

FINDSPOT 600 to 900 

Early 

Medieval 

or Anglo-
Saxon 
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TQ 96 NE 

1000 
MWX17258 MON 

The Royal Aero Club 

flying ground, home of 

the Short Brothers 
Factory, Eastchurch 

Now HM Prison Eastchurch. Said to be one of the first operational airfields in the world and at the forefront of 

early British aviation. Many airfield buildings remain and nearby accommodation for personnel (1). 
 

For the early history of the airfield, from 1909-1914, see (TQ 96 NE 1000). See Leysdown Airfield as well (TR 06 

NW 1078). 
 

In August 1915 the airstrip was bombed by a German Airship L10, which thought it was bombing London! The 

attack only broke windows. In 1916 the airfield was enlarged, and new sheds added to the east side. In 
September 1916 and June 1917 aircraft from Eastchurch were put up to counter raids on London. 

AIRFIELD; 

AIRCRAFT 
FACTORY 

1909 to 

1917 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 
1005 

MWX17696 MON Three mounds 
Three mounds found on 28th August 1966, and subsequentially identified on an Aerial Photographic image 
number 6720 held at County Hall, Maidstone. No further information available 

MOUND; SITE Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 

1011 
MWX18825 MON 

Group of unidentified 
circular features, 

Windmill Creek, Isle of 

Sheppey 

A photograph taken at the end of the twentieth century shows a group of unidentified circular features in or 

near Windmill Creek on the south coast of the Isle of Sheppey. These features have not been dated or 

identified. 

SITE Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 

1017 
MWX18233 MON 

Old Counter Wall, 

Leysdown 

The Old Counter Wall, part of the sea defences, was photographed in 1946 and 2000. Its original date is very 

uncertain. 
SEA DEFENCES 

1901 to 

2050 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 

1018 
MWX18229 MON 

Site of medieval salt 

workings 
Site of medieval salt workings SALT WORKS; SITE 

1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TQ 96 NE 

1027 
MWX18028 MON Possible decoy pond Possible decoy pond. Not marked on any mapping. Photographs (1-3). DECOY POND; SITE Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 

1030 
MWX18024 MON Earthwork Earthwork EARTHWORK; SITE Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 

1031 
MWX18022 MON 

Castellated trench 

system, Eastchurch 

A castellated trench system near Swale. Thought to be a practice trench system for 20th century world war 

defence. Identified from aerial photographs. 
TRENCH; SITE 

1914 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 

1032 
MWX18021 MON 

Castellated trench 

system, Eastchurch 
Castellated trench system, Eastchurch TRENCH; SITE 

1914 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 

1033 
MWX18020 MON Linear earthwork Linear earthwork EARTHWORK; SITE Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 

1034 
MWX18018 MON 

Circular feature/ring 

ditch 
Circular feature/ring ditch. Not marked on any mapping. Photographs (1-4). RING DITCH; SITE Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 

1036 
MWX17852 MON 

Possible rectangular 

cropmark 
Possible rectangular cropmark FEATURE; SITE Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 

1040 
MWX17829 MON 

Grid pattern crop mark, 

near Leysdown 

In photographs from 1978 and 2000, a distinct crop mark can be seen across an entire field. The feature does 

not show on any maps. It probably arises from drainage features or from salt workings. 
SITE Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 
1051 

MWX19318 MON Medieval salt mound One of two salt-working mounds situated on the Eastchurch Marshes. SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1900 

Medieval 

to Post 
Medieval 

TQ 96 NE 
1052 

MWX19319 MON Medieval salt mound One of two salt-working mounds situated on the Eastchurch Marshes SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1900 

Medieval 
to Post 

Medieval 

TQ 96 NE 

1053 
MWX19320 MON Medieval salt mound One of a group of three salt-working mounds on the Eastchurch Marshes centred TQ 996 689 SALT WORKS; SITE 

1066 to 

1900 

Medieval 

to Post 

Medieval 
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TQ 96 NE 

1054 
MWX19321 MON Medieval salt mound One of a group of three salt-working mounds on the Eastchurch Marshes  SALT WORKS; SITE 

1066 to 

1900 

Medieval 

to Post 
Medieval 

TQ 96 NE 
1055 

MWX19322 MON Medieval salt mound One of two salt working mounds on the Eastchurch Marshes. SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1900 

Medieval 
to Post 

Medieval 

TQ 96 NE 

1058 
MWX19634 MON 

Hard, Windmill Creek, 

Eastchurch 
Hard, Windmill Creek, on 3rd ed OS HARD 

1905 to 

1905 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 

1059 
MWX19635 MON 

New Quay, Windmill 

Creek, Eastchurch 
New Quay on Windmill Creek, Eastchurch QUAY 

1873 to 

1873 

Post 

Medieval 

TQ 96 NE 

1061 
MWX18025 MON 

Possible Ridge and 

Furrow 
Possible Ridge and Furrow 

RIDGE AND 

FURROW; SITE 
Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 
1080 

MKE44005 LB FOUR HANGARS 

Aircraft hangars. 1912, built by the engineers Harbrows for the Admiralty. Steel-framed, with stanchions at 10 

ft centres; lower sections of party walls separating hangars and the same stratum of their front elevation are 
of coarse concrete blocks; corrugated iron cladding; all roofs are of felt on timber boarding. 

AIRCRAFT HANGAR 
1912 to 
1950 

Modern 

TQ 96 NE 

1081 
MKE80408 MON 

Cropmark of a 

rectangular enclosure, 

to the south of 
Eastchurch 

A rectangular enclosure is visible as a cropmark in Google Earth image from December 2003 to the south of 

Eastchurch. It is 12 metres long and 5 metres wide and consists of a single enclosure line. Many other faint 

marks surrounding the enclosure hint at the possibility of a series of rectilinear cropmarks in this location. 

ENCLOSURE Undated Unknown 

TQ 96 NE 
1084 

MKE89820 CRA 
Crash site of 
Supermarine Spitfire I 

Supermarine Spitfire I (….) crashed 11th October 1940 at Great Bells Farm, Eastchurch, Sheppey. Pilot baled 
out, killed. Aircraft written off. Site excavated by Kent Battle of Britain Museum, re-excavated 1980 by 

Brenzett Aeronautical Museum. 

AIRCRAFT CRASH 
SITE; SPITFIRE 

1940 to 
1940 

Modern 

TQ 96 NE 

1085 
MKE89808 CRA 

Crash site of 

Supermarine Spitfire I 

Supermarine Spitfire I (P9325) of 222 Sq, RAF Hornchurch, crash landed 30th August 1940 at Eastchurch. Pilot 

unhurt. Aircraft written off.  

AIRCRAFT CRASH 

SITE; SPITFIRE 

1940 to 

1940 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 

1086 
MKE115426 MON 

Second World War 

light anti-aircraft 

position visible on 1946 
aerial photos. 

Light Anti Aircraft position visible on 1946 aerial photos. 
LIGHT ANTI 

AIRCRAFT BATTERY 

1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 
1087 

MKE115453 MON 
RAF Eastchurch Second 
World War Pillbox. 

RAF Eastchurch Pillbox. PILLBOX 
1939 to 
1945 

Modern 

TQ 96 NE 

1088 
MKE115464 MON 

RAF Eastchurch Second 
World War Type 22 AA 

Pillbox. 

RAF Eastchurch Type 22 AA Pillbox. PILLBOX 
1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 

1089 
MKE115465 MON 

RAF Eastchurch Second 

World War Type 22 AA 

Pillbox. 

RAF Eastchurch Type 22 AA Pillbox. PILLBOX 
1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 
1090 

MKE115481 MON 

Possible Second World 

War Type 24 pillbox 
marked on OS 1:2500 

map 

Possible Type 24 pillbox marked on OS 1:2500 map and visible in Google earth. 
PILLBOX (TYPE 
FW3/24) 

1939 to 
1945 

Modern 

TQ 96 NE 2 MKE3498 MON Medieval salt mound 

One of two salt-working mounds situated on the Eastchurch Marshes at TQ 98686814 and TQ 98676809. 
Surveyed at 1:2500. [For salt-working on Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6] (1). (TQ 98726814) Medieval Salt Workings 

(NAT) (2). Additional 

references 

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 

1900 

Medieval 

to Post 

Medieval 
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TQ 96 NE 3 MKE3499 MON Medieval salt mound Medieval salt mound SALT WORKS 
1066 to 

1900 

Medieval 

to Post 
Medieval 

TQ 96 NE 4 MKE3500 MON Medieval salt mound 
One of two salt-working mounds situated on the Eastchurch Marshes at TQ 9924 6902. Published 25" survey 
correct. [For salt-working in Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6]. (1) (Name centred at TQ 99096888) Medieval Salt 

Workings (NAT) (2). 

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

TQ 96 NE 

40 
MKE15136 MON 

Oyster pits on Windmill 

Creek, Isle of Harty 

Series of approx. 15 square and rectangular oyster ponds cut into the saltmarsh on the N side of Windmill 

Creek, off the Swale on the Isle of Harty. At the E end of the area of marsh (at TQ 9810 6740) 3, possibly 4 

rectangular ponds some 6-8m long. To the W of these (centred at TQ 9796 6741) are 7 smaller, equidistantly 
spaced, square ponds, while a little further W of these are 5 to 7 more rectangular ones which are cut into the 

square pit row and are slightly inland of them. Beyond the counter wall at the head of Windmill Creek there 

are indistinct but possible cropmarks of the continuing square pond sequence. The ponds are approx.. the 
same dimensions as 19thC oyster ponds and the square ones may be similar to those extant on salt marshes 

of the Blackwater estuary in Essex that are suggested as medieval in origin. No feeder channels to and from 

the ponds can be detected. The ponds have suffered some erosion and are largely silted up. 

OYSTER BEDS 
1066 to 

1900 

Medieval 

to Post 

Medieval 
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TQ 96 NE 
41 

MKE16403 MON 
Eastchurch Military 
Airfield, Isle of 

Sheppey, Kent 

Now HM Prison Eastchurch. Said to be one of the first operational airfields in the world and at the forefront of 

early British aviation. Many airfield buildings remain and nearby accommodation for personnel (1). 
 

For the early history of the airfield, from 1909-1914, see (TQ 96 NE 1000). See Leysdown Airfield as well (TR 06 

NW 1078). 
 

In August 1915 the airstrip was bombed by a German Airship L10, which thought it was bombing London! The 

attack only broke windows. In 1916 the airfield was enlarged, and new sheds added to the east side. In 
September 1916 and June 1917 aircraft from Eastchurch were put up to counter raids on London. By 1917 

Eastchurch was serving as an SHQ, a gunnery school and after the War Flight was disbanded (set up in 1914 to 

defend Sheerness and Chatham bases), a base for the flying training of pilots and observers and technical 
instruction for the growing number of mechanics. With the death of Horace Short in 1917, the Eastchurch 

Short works (TQ 96 NE 1000) were sold to the Government, after which the airfield was further developed and 

expanded in readiness for the amalgamation of the RNAS and RFC (Royal Flying Corps), as the RAF Royal Air 
Force). No. 58 Wing was formed at Eastchurch and the base continued to serve as a ground instruction school 

for Gunners and Observers, while the Aerial Flying and Gunnery school reformed at Leysdown (see TR 06 NW 

1078). The Naval Flying School at Eastchurch was renamed No 204 TDS. By the end of World War One the site 
had expanded to cover 600 acres, 50 of which were buildings. There were 29 aeroplane sheds. After the war 

activity on the site slowed, as units were reorganised and some disbanded. The Armament School emerged 

from this period as the dominant force, becoming the Armament and Gunnery School in 1922, the airfield 
used by squadrons on courses or firing at the ranges off Leysdown (the Leysdown flying field continued to 

support Eastchurch during this period). The 1920's saw a number of squadrons stationed at the Airfield, 

including No. 207 and No. 33 squadrons, although by 1930, it was once again just a gunnery school. In the 
1930's the school was renamed the Air Armament School and as it expanded it became a separate Armament 

Group, with its HQ at Eastchurch. Two flights were established to serve this group, both based at Eastchurch 

by 1938, titled No. 1 AAS and No. 2 AAS, with their own SHQ. As war approached No.1 AAS was posted away 
and No. 21 Squadron arrived. The Munich crisis saw the Station transferred to 16 Group, Coastal Command, 

with No. 21 Squadron and No. 2 AAS as lodgers. 

By September 1939, all Flights at Eastchurch had been posted away and in December 1939 it became the 
Polish training Centre, for Polish groundcrew whom had reached England. As a result of the German advance, 

the Poles were moved to Blackpool and the airfield became home to No 59 and No 53 Squadrons, flying 

tactical recce over France, before they in turn were transferred to Coastal Command. Various squadrons and 
detachments including Nos. 12, 142, 53, 19 and 266 were then based at Eastchurch to mount attacks on 

shipping and barge concentrations in the German occupied ports of France and Belgium. On August 13, 1940, 

Eastchurch was attacked by the Luftwaffe. Many of the hangars were hit, but the airfield quickly returned to 
operations. Further attacks by the Luftwaffe culminated in an attack on September 2, which effectively put the 

airfield out of operation and lead to the virtual evacuation of the base, with its squadrons were posted 

elsewhere. Further small raids were mounted on the evacuated airfield through to the summer of 1941. In 
June 1941, Eastchurch was taken over by the Technical Training Command and the base was used by the RAF 

Artillery Command and No 1 Parachute & Cable Establishment, which gave courses on the 'Heath Robinson' 

equipment until the unit was closed down in October 1942. In June 1942, flights from Eastchurch started 
again, with 124 Squadron using it as a forward operating base and they in turn were replaced by No 401 

Squadron. Nos 65 and 165 Squadrons were also based at Eastchurch for Operation Jubilee, supporting 

operations over Dieppe. In October 1942, Eastchurch was transferred to No 72 Group, Army Co-op Command, 
with the RAF Artillery School as a lodger. March 1943 saw the large-scale Army Co-operation exercise Spartan, 

involving No 184 Squadron flying from a tented camp at Eastchurch. As a result of this exercise, a re-

organisation took place and on April 1, 1943, Eastchurch became No 122 Airfield with the following squadrons 

MILITARY 
AIRFIELD; 

AIRCRAFT HANGAR 

1914 to 
1950 

Modern 
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based there, Nos 132, 174, 184, serviced by Nos 602, 3035 and 3082 Servicing Echelons (as an independent 

wing) and with No 1493 attached as a target towing Flight. On May 1, 1943, Eastchurch was transferred again 

to No 54 Group and a combined Aircrew Re-selection Centre was formed, while No 122 Airfield was 
redeployed along with its squadrons and No 1493 Flight. Later in October, no 18 Armament Practice Camp 

(APC) was formed at Eastchurch, with No 291 and No 567 Squadron detachments providing drones for air to 

air firing. For this new task the airfield was put back into an operational state, Bellman hangars were erected 
to replace those sheds wrecked in the raids almost three years earlier and new hardstanding was laid. During 

1943-1944, Eastchurch also found itself to be an unofficial emergency landing strip for several stricken 

American fighters and bombers (it was not on the official list of USAF emergency LGs). Most dramatic of all 
was the landing of the B-17 'Hang the Expense', which came in with no lower rudder or rear turret. From 

January 1944 onwards the APC provided rocket firing courses for Typhoon pilots, six squadrons underwent 

training and a further three refresher training before No 18 APC was moved away in August 1944. The 
  

 

Aircrew Reselection Centre remained in residence and the Airfield continued to maintain facilities for two 
single engine fighter squadrons, although they were never required). In the autumn of 1944 the RN Mobile 

Recording and Analysing Unit (No 765 Squadron) arrived on detachment, joined later by No 567 Squadron for 

Army and naval co-op work. No 765-squadron left in September 1945, but the Aircrew reselection Centre 
continued to operate from Eastchurch until the end of August 1946 when it moved away. Reduced to a care 

and maintenance level, the site was further reduced to inactive status in April 1947. The site lay derelict until 

1950 when the Home Office took over the buildings to the north-east of Stamford Hill, converting them into 
an open prison, while the flying field reverted to agriculture [2]. 

 

The grid ref below is centred in the middle of the Airfield (598250,169950). See 1946 Aerial Photographs [3,4]. 
The open prison lays to the south of Stamford Hill around the old airfield buildings. The later closed prisons 

were built to the south and south east of the hill.[5] 

 
Eastchurch Airfield was formally requisitioned from the Royal Aero Club in December 1914. It served as a base 

for No. 2 Squadron Royal Naval Air Service (RNAS) and No. 4 Squadron, although this situation was fluid with 

parts of the squadrons being posted off to other bases; the units were also flying a huge variety of aircraft. 
The airfield at Eastchurch on the Isle of Sheppey played a significant role in the history of British aviation from 

1909 when Frank McClean acquired Stonepits Farm, on the marshes across from Leysdown, and converted the 

land into an airfield for members of the Aero Club (later Royal) of Great Britain. Later, McClean loaned his 
aeroplanes there to the Royal Navy to train officers in the skill of flying. RNAS Eastchurch (parent ship 

PEMBROKE II) existed from June 1913 until 1 April 1918 when the Royal Naval Air Service and the Royal Flying 

Corps combined to form the Royal Air Force and RNAS Eastchurch became RAF Station Eastchurch. Four 
Aircraft hangars built by the engineers Harbrows for the Admiralty in 1912 still remain at Eastchurch within 

what is now HM Prison Standford Hill. HM Prison Swaleside was built on the airstrip of RAF Eastchurch.  

TQ 96 NE 

42 
MKE20543 MON 

HM Prison Standford 

Hill, Eastchurch, Isle of 

Sheppey 

Standford Hill Prison, Isle of Sheppey. Formed as an open prison in 1950, using converted buildings from those 

lying derelict at Eastchurch Military Airfield. 
PRISON 

1950 to 

2050 
Modern 

TQ 96 NE 5 MKE3501 MON Medieval salt mound 

One of a group of three salt-working mounds on the Eastchurch Marshes centred TQ 996 689. Published 25" 

survey correct. [For salt-working on Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6]. (1) (Name centred at TQ 99096888) Medieval 
Salt Workings (NAT) (2). 

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 

1900 

Medieval 

to Post 
Medieval 

TQ 96 NE 6 MKE3502 MON Medieval salt mound 
One of two salt working mounds on the Eastchurch Marshes at TQ 9989 6861. Surveyed at 1:2500. [For salt-
working on Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6]. (1) (Name centred at TQ 99096888) Medieval Salt Workings (NAT) (2) 

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1900 

Medieval 
to Post 

Medieval 
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TQ 96 NE 8 MKE3504 MON 
Circular 

feature/Earthwork 
Small circular banked enclosure presumably with drainage function (1) ENCLOSURE Undated Unknown 

TQ 97 SE 10 MKE3672 FS 
Copper and silver 

Roman coins 

Two copper coins of Hadrian, one copper coin of Maximin and "silver coins" of Julius Caesar are reported 

found during trenching works in the Isle of Sheppey, c. 1918. 
FINDSPOT 43 to 409 Roman 

TQ 97 SE 

1050 
MKE33890 LB 

PARSONAGE 
FARMHOUSE, 

Eastchurch 

Grade II listed building. Main construction periods 1600 to 1632. CHURCH ROAD 1. 5282 (West Side) 

Eastchurch, Sheerness Parsonage Farmhouse TQ 97 SE 13/132 14.5.52. 
II GV 2. This house was built in the early C17 by Gabriel Livesey (died 1622), the father of Sir Michael Livesey, 

the regicide. 2 storeys and attic, red brick. 2 small, hipped dormers to tile roof, hipped and with pentice 

behind. 4 windows. Doorway with pilasters and projecting cornice. 

SITE; FARMHOUSE 
1600 to 

1632 

Post 

Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 

1051 
MKE33989 LB CHURCH OF ALL SAINTS Grade I listed building. Main construction periods 1400 to 1499 

CHURCH; SITE; 
CHURCH; CHURCH; 

TOWER; LADY 

CHAPEL 

1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 

1053 
MKE33889 LB 

Memorial to 'The 

Home of Aviation'. 
Grade II* listed building. Main construction periods 1909 to 1909 

SITE; 
COMMEMORATIVE 

MONUMENT; 

PLAQUE 

1909 to 

1909 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

1057 
MKE33929 LB TROUTS Grade II listed building. Main construction periods 1700 to 1799 

HOUSE; HOUSE; 

SITE 

1699 to 

1799 

Post 

Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 
1059 

MKE33992 LB 

GARDEN WALLS TO 

PARSONAGE 
FARMHOUSE 

Grade II listed building. Main construction periods 1600 to 1699 
SITE; GARDEN 
WALL 

1600 to 
1699 

Post 
Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 
1061 

MKE33990 LB 
22 AND 24 HIGH 
STREET 

Grade II listed building. Main construction periods 1700 to 1732 SITE; HOUSE 
1700 to 
1732 

Post 
Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 

1062 
MKE33983 LB 

THE GARDEN WALLS 

OF SHURLAND HALL OR 

CASTLE 

Grade II listed building. The monument includes a Great House of late medieval date situated 450m north east 
of the village of Eastchurch on the Isle of Sheppey. It survives as standing and buried remains, the standing 

remains being the gatehouse range Listed Grade II* and courtyard behind, and the outer garden walls which 

are Listed Grade II. The monument also includes an area of enclosed gardens and an unenclosed pond which 
lies about 40m south west of the gatehouse. The complex stands close to the crest of a ridge which runs 

roughly north to south and which provides commanding views eastward to the sea and across to the 

mainland. It is primarily a magnate's house of the late medieval period very probably built on the site of an 
earlier medieval manor. 

Monument Types and Dates 

GARDEN WALL (Contemporary with the house, Medieval to Modern - 1500 AD? to 2050 AD) SITE (Medieval to 
Modern - 1500 AD? to 2050 AD) 

SITE; GARDEN 

WALL 

1500 to 

2050 

Medieval 

to Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

1064 
MKE33971 LB 2 WARDEN ROAD 

Grade II listed building. Main construction periods 1700 to 1799. 2 storeys, weatherboarded, with hipped 
Welsh slate roof. 3 windows to 1st floor, C19 casements, the ground floor having sashes without glazing bars. 

Wood plain door. 2 windows to rear elevation, hung sashes with glazing bars. 

Listing NGR: TQ9886971460 

SITE; HOUSE 
1700 to 

1799 

Post 

Medieval 
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TQ 97 SE 

1065 
MKE33922 LB 

THE RUINS OF 

SHURLAND HALL OR 

CASTLE 

Grade II* listed building. Built by Sir Thomas Cheney during the reign of Henry VIII partly of materials said to 

have been brought from Chilham Castle on the mainland of Kent, and then consisting of several courtyards. 
The portion that remains faces west. 2 storeys. Red brick with a diaper pattern of grey headers on a stone 

base. 6 windows hung sashes with the remains of glazing bars but all the glass missing. The 2 centre window 

bays are flanked by octagonal turrets of 3 storeys each, which have stone quoins and castellated parapets. 
Within these at the north end is a tall and wide 4-centred stone doorway with dripstone, carved spandrels and 

an iron-studded door. 1 small ground floor window to the south of the main doorway is a former doorway. On 

each side of the turrets are 2 windows on the 1st floor and 1 window on the ground floor.  Brick buttress at 
the south end. Projection at the north end with stone quoins, but now half collapsed. Part of the wing behind 

it, which is of stone, still remains. The east front has 4 casement windows of 2 lights, each with 4-centred 

heads, stone mullions and dripstones. Wide 4-centred stone doorway. To the east is a courtyard enclosed with 
the remains of a building to ground floor height, of red brick on the north side and of stone on the east side. 

Henry VIII and Anne Boleyn were entertained here on 7 October 1532, so the house was probably complete 

before that date. 

GATEHOUSE 
1536 to 

2050 

Medieval 

to Modern 

TQ 97 SE 
1066 

MKE33970 LB RECTORY 

Rectory. c1835 Gothic Style. Built of stock brick with slate roof stone dressings and brick or cemented chimney 

stacks. L- shaped building of 2 storeys 3 windows on principal elevation. This has projecting central gable with 
stone kneelers and plaque with crest.  Central 3 light oriel window flanked by 2 light cambered sashes, with 

right hand 3-light sash to ground floor. Central stone arched doorcase with hood moulding and shields in 

spandrels, double door with arched panelled wooden door with blank shields and side lights behind and 3 
steps. Right side elevation has 2 paired cambered sash windows with glazing bars. Left side elevation has 2 

cambered sashes with Gothic glazing and sawtooth cornice. Clustered square brick chimney stacks. Good 

interior of the period with arches and four panelled doors to staircase hall, staircase with turned wooden 
balusters and chamfered newel posts with finials and pendants. Dining room and Drawing room with 

elaborate plaster cornice and kitchen with wooden corner cupboard with serpentine shelves. 

SITE; VICARAGE; 
PLAQUE 

1815 to 
1855 

Post 
Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 

1067 
MKE33928 LB CONNETTS Grade II listed building. Main construction periods 1733 to 1766 SITE; HOUSE 

1733 to 

1766 

Post 

Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 

1084 
MKE98636 MON 

Middle Iron Age D-
shaped enclosure, 

Kingsborough Manor 

Middle Iron Age D-shaped enclosure excavated by Archaeology South East in 2000 (2, 1), after part appeared 

in and evaluation trench in 1999  

D SHAPED 

ENCLOSURE 

-400 to -

101 

Middle Iron 

Age 

TQ 97 SE 

1086 
MKE98721 MON 

Romano-British urned 

cremation burials, 

Kingsborough Manor 

Two urned cremations (C222 and C223), that truncated the outer enclosure ditch of the Neolithic double-

ditched enclosure nearby. Ceramic and glass vessels found with the cremated bone were dated to the 2nd 

Century AD. 

CREMATION 

BURIAL 
100 to 200 Roman 

TQ 97 SE 

109 
MKE89798 CRA 

Crash site of Hawker 

Hurricane I 

Hawker Hurricane I (P2960) of 257 Sq, RAF Debden, crashed 23rd September 1940 at Grove, Eastchurch. Pilot 

baled out, injured. Aircraft written off. 

AIRCRAFT CRASH 

SITE; HURRICANE 

1940 to 

1940 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 
1091 

MKE111627 BLD 
Former National 
School, High Street, 

Eastchurch, Swale 

The former Endowed National School for boys and girls in Eastchurch is shown on the 1862-75 map. The 
building was extended and continued to be used as a school, as shown on the 1897-1900, 1907-23, 1929-52 

and current O/S maps. It is now Eastchurch C of E Primary School. 

  Undated Unknown 

TQ 97 SE 

110 
MKE89797 CRA 

Crash site of 

Supermarine Spitfire I 

Supermarine Spitfire I (R7018) of 616 Sq, RAF Kenley, crash landed and burned 26th August 1940 on perimeter 

of RAF Eastchurch. Pilot injured. Aircraft written off. 

AIRCRAFT CRASH 

SITE; SPITFIRE 

1940 to 

1940 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

112 
MKE89785 CRA 

Crash site of Gloster 

Grebe 

Gloster Grebe (Dual) crashed 10 April 1930 at Shurland Meadow, Eastchurch, Sheppey. Crew killed. Aircraft 

written off. 

AIRCRAFT CRASH 

SITE; GREBE 

1930 to 

1930 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

113 
MKE89753 CRA 

Crash site of Hawker 

Hurricane I 

Hawker Hurricane I (V7313) of 249 Sq, RAF North Weald, shot down 12th October 1940 over Eastchurch. Pilot 

baled out. Aircraft written off. 

AIRCRAFT CRASH 

SITE; HURRICANE 

1940 to 

1940 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 
114 

MKE91258 MON 
Cropmark of a ring 
ditch, to the east of 

Kingsborough Farm 

A ring ditch visible as a cropmark in Google Earth image 2013 to the east of Kingsborough Farm. RING DITCH Undated Unknown 
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TQ 97 SE 
118 

MKE115393 MON 

Second World War 

Battle Headquarters, 
small and with no 

emergency escape 

provision. 

Second World War Battle Headquarters, small and with no emergency escape provision. 
BATTLE 
HEADQUARTERS 

1939 to 
1945 

Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

119 
MKE115454 MON 

RAF Eastchurch Second 

World War Pillbox. 
RAF Eastchurch Pillbox. PILLBOX 

1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 12 MKE3674 FS Bronze coin 

At least 5 un-urned cremations and 5 possible pyre refuse pits. Four were located just outside the Late Bronze 

Age enclosure ditch and one just inside. One contained Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age pottery (1000-400 
BC), which tentatively dates the whole group. 

FINDSPOT 
-100 to 
409 

Late Iron 

Age to 
Roman 

TQ 97 SE 
120 

MKE115462 MON 
RAF Eastchurch Second 
World War Type 22 AA 

Pillbox. 

RAF Eastchurch Type 22 AA Pillbox. PILLBOX 
1939 to 
1945 

Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

121 
MKE115463 MON 

RAF Eastchurch Second 

World War Type 22 AA 

Pillbox. 

RAF Eastchurch Type 22 AA Pillbox. PILLBOX 
1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

122 
MKE115466 MON 

RAF Eastchurch Second 

World War Type 22 AA 
Pillbox. 

RAF Eastchurch Type 22 AA Pillbox. PILLBOX 
1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 
123 

MKE115477 MON 

RAF Eastchurch Second 

World War Type 24 
Pillbox. 

RAF Eastchurch Type 24 Pillbox. 
PILLBOX (TYPE 
FW3/24) 

1939 to 
1945 

Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

124 
MKE115479 MON 

RAF Eastchurch Second 
World War Type 24 

Pillbox. 

RAF Eastchurch Type 24 Pillbox. 
PILLBOX (TYPE 

FW3/24) 

1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

125 
MKE115480 MON 

RAF Eastchurch Second 

World War Type 24 

Pillbox. 

RAF Eastchurch Type 24 Pillbox. 
PILLBOX (TYPE 

FW3/24) 

1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 
126 

MKE115482 MON 

Possible Second World 

War Type 24 pillbox 
marked on OS 1:2500 

map 

Possible Type 24 pillbox marked on OS 1:2500 map and visible in Google earth. 
PILLBOX (TYPE 
FW3/24) 

1939 to 
1945 

Modern 

TQ 97 SE 

127 
MKE115584 MON 

Second World War 

Type 24 pillbox visible 

on 1946 aerial photos. 

PILLBOX (TYPE FW3/24): Type 24 pillbox visible on 1946 aerial photos. 
PILLBOX (TYPE 

FW3/24) 

1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 
1287 

MKE98725 MON 
Late Bronze Age 
cremation burials, 

Kingsborough Manor 

At least 5 un-urned cremations and 5 possible pyre refuse pits. Four were located just outside the Late Bronze 
Age enclosure ditch and one just inside. One contained Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age pottery (1000-400 

BC), which tentatively dates the whole group. 

CREMATION 
BURIAL 

-1000 to -
400 

Late 

Bronze Age 
to Middle 

Iron Age 

TQ 97 SE 

1288 
MKE98727 MON 

Late Iron Age pottery 

deposit, Kingsborough 

Manor 

A single deposit of Late Iron Age pottery, dated to 75-25 BC, in evaluation trench 24 (C35). FINDSPOT -800 to 42 Iron Age 

TQ 97 SE 

1290 
MKE114724 MON 

Possible First World 

War blockhouse, 
Shurland 

An architect’s plan suggests that a blockhouse may have been constructed at Shurland during the First World 

War. There is no sign of it on the ground today 
BLOCKHOUSE 

1914 to 

1918 
Modern 
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TQ 97 SE 13 MKE3675 MON Parsonage farm 

Parsonage Farm [NAT] (1) In the Valor of 1535 the possessions of Boxley Abbey included the parsonage of 

Eastchurch. (2) Full description of the ecclesiastical jurisdiction of Eastchurch, and reference to "the scite or 
seat of the parsonage, with all the houses and buildings on it". "Sir Michael Livesay, Knt., and bart., made this 

parsonage house his seat 

, appointing from time to time a curate for the service of the church" [TW 97 SE 8] (3) The old Parsonage 
farmhouse, still stands about 1/8 of a mile south of Eastchurch church [TQ 97 SE 8] Gabriel Livesay, who died 

in 1622, and whose arms appear upon one of the mantlepieces, probably rebuilt the house. (4) Parsonage 

Farm is supposed to be the site of the original parish church of Eastchurch. There are Tudor bricks 
incorporated in the fabric and the foundations appear to be of an older period, though otherwise the house 

has little appearance of age internally. The old square gatehouse remains, showing its distinct bricks of the 

period, and also the fine old, thatched tithe barn of the parish. (5) Parsonage Farm (name confirmed by the 
owner, Mrs. F. A. Beale) is a 17c. house, surrounded by a fragmentary moat. To the north and east are the 

tithe barn and a building, probably the 'gate-house' referred to by Igglesden, and garden walling, all 

contemporary. The house, constructed of brick but containing some half-timber work which may belong to an 
earlier building, is L-shaped on plan and of two storeys with an attic: the roof is tiled. It has been considerably 

altered and restored. Surrounding the house are the remnants of a large rectangular moat (see 25" survey). 

The south arm only, with retaining bank survives, part water-filled, though the east and west arms are faintly 
traceable as shallow depressions. The remains of tithe barn (TQ 98667096), extensively damaged during the 

1939-45 war, are incorporated in a modern barn. The footings only of the "Gatehouse" (TQ 98657093) remain, 

measuring 8.0m, with a recent store built on them. According to the owner it was formerly of two storeys, the 
upper part being a dovecote. See GP/AO/59/222/1 House from N.E. (6) Checked and correct. (7) Parsonage 

Farmhouse TQ 97 SW 12/155 

27.6.63 II 2. 2 parallel ranges. The back range is early-mid C17. 2 storeys in red brick with tiled roof. 
Stringcourse. Gable at the south end containing an attic window of 2 lights with a brick mullion. Blind gabled 

projection on the south wall probably containing the staircase. The front range is C18. 2 storey in red brick 

with cornice and parapet. 4 windows hung sashes with glazing bars. 1 window of 3 lights. Brick voussoirs. 
Doorway with wood pilasters, projecting cornice and do 

TITHE BARN; 
DOVECOTE; 

VICARAGE; MOAT; 

MOAT; 
DOVECOTE; 

FARMHOUSE; 

TITHE BARN 

1066 to 

1900 

Medieval 

to Post 
Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 16 MKE3678 FS 
Stone Axe, unidentified 
date 

A polished stone axe from the Isle of Sheppey is in the Cambridge University Museum of Arch. and Ethnology. 
Acc. No.51.448. Ex Sedgwick Museum of Geology.  

FINDSPOT 
-4000 to -
2351 

Neolithic 

TQ 97 SE 17 MKE3679 MON Beacon (site)/ M  A Beacon may have been present as it is shown on mapping BEACON 
1540 to 
1900 

Post 
Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 18 MKE3680 MON Roman farmstead 

A Roman site, presumably a small farmstead occupied during the third quarter of the 1st cent.A.D., was 
discovered in 1967 during farming work on Standford Hill. Mr.F. Oakes carried out a small excavation and 

collected pottery sherds, animal bones, and some briquetage. (1) Find site covering a small area is centred 

within HM Prison Eastchurch and Mr Oakes is on the staff there. Finds are in Maidstone Museum but the site 
was not visited. 

FARM 50 to 75 Roman 
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TQ 97 SE 35 MKE8326 MON 
Site of Eastchurch 

station 

Excavations at Shrubsoles Hill, uncovered evidence of mid - late bronze age occupation in the form of rubbish 
pits, post-holes and a large ditch. The ditch was aligned north-south and although a single entity, its profile 

varied from a steep V shape, to gentler and broad, to near-vertical with a deep central slot. Width and depth 

also varied from 1.23m - 1.70 m wide and 0.30 
m - 0.80 m deep. Pottery from its fill consisted of Bronze Age pottery, in particularly from the Deverel-Rimbury 

tradition. It seems to have been part of a land division system, but whether this was for farming or as part of a 

ritual landscape connected with the nearby barrow (TQ 97 SE 43) is unclear. It seems to have been dug in the 
Middle Bronze Age and gradually filled in over time during the Late Bronze Age when it was cut by a large 

rectangular enclosure. 

 
The rectangular enclosure was made up of three ditches forming an enclosed area of over 110 m by 125 m. It 

seems to have been left open on the south-east side, although this line may have been marked by a line of 

trees and tree-holes are prominent in this area. A number of internal features were recorded, and it was 
associated with a small cremation cemetery (TQ 97 SE 45). The site seems to have gone out of use at the end 

of the Bronze Age. Finds from the enclosure included pottery, part of a saddle quern and a bronze leaf-shaped 

spearhead with wood fragments still in place in the haft-socket. (1-3). 
 

Evaluation trenches cut in 2004, further to the north, uncovered a further seven gullies and two pits dating to 

the Middle-Late Bronze Age. These most likely represent further field boundaries and enclosures. (4) 

RAILWAY STATION 
1901 to 

1950 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 44 MKE20330 MON 

Middle to Late Bronze 

Age ditch system and 

enclosure, Shrubsoles 
Hill, Brambledown 

Excavations at Shrubsoles Hill, uncovered evidence of mid - late bronze age occupation in the form of rubbish 
pits, post-holes and a large ditch. The ditch was aligned north-south and although a single entity, its profile 

varied from a steep V shape, to gentler and broad, to near-vertical with a deep central slot. Width and depth 

also varied from 1.23m - 1.70 m wide and 0.30 
m - 0.80 m deep. Pottery from its fill consisted of Bronze Age pottery, in particularly from the Deverel-Rimbury 

tradition. It seems to have been part of a land division system, but whether this was for farming or as part of a 

ritual landscape connected with the nearby barrow (TQ 97 SE 43) is unclear. It seems to have been dug in the 
Middle Bronze Age and gradually filled in over time during the Late Bronze Age when it was cut by a large 

rectangular enclosure. 

 
The rectangular enclosure was made up of three ditches forming an enclosed area of over 110 m by 125 m. It 

seems to have been left open on the south-east side, although this line may have been marked by a line of 

trees and tree-holes are prominent in this area. A number of internal features were recorded, and it was 
associated with a small cremation cemetery (TQ 97 SE 45). The site seems to have gone out of use at the end 

of the Bronze Age. Finds from the enclosure included pottery, part of a saddle quern and a bronze leaf-shaped 

spearhead with wood fragments still in place in the haft-socket. (1-3). 
 

Evaluation trenches cut in 2004, further to the north, uncovered a further seven gullies and two pits dating to 

the Middle-Late Bronze Age. These most likely represent further field boundaries and enclosures. (4) 

DITCH; FIELD 

SYSTEM; RUBBISH 

PIT; GULLY; 
DITCHED 

ENCLOSURE 

-1600 to -

701 

Middle 

Bronze Age 

to Late 
Bronze Age 
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TQ 97 SE 45 MKE20328 MON 
Later Bronze Age 
Cemetery, Shrubsoles 

Hill, Sheppey 

A total of 37 deposits were found containing cremated human bone, although only 11 are thought to actually 

represent cremation burials with the rest representing incomplete burials or pyre-related deposits. Generally 
all the features related to the burials are circular in shape, 0.25m - 0.30m in diameter, containing burnt flint, 

charcoal and bone, none of which were urned.  The features considered to be actual burials seem to form 

small groupings close to the line of a ditch which formed part of a larger enclosure (TQ 97 SE 44). The 
associated features containing "token" deposits were spread around the edges of the enclosure. Two features 

found possibly represent pyre sites, but the evidence is uncertain.  Pottery fragments recovered date to the 

Late Bronze Age c.1400 - 700 BC. The human bone recovered was found to be in a highly fragmentary state 
making identification of skeletal elements difficult. Analysis of the bone fragments suggests that there are 11 

"true" cremation burials, of adults and juveniles, the other deposits being cremation related. Two possible 

pyre sites were identified.  

CREMATION 
CEMETERY; 

FUNERAL PYRE? 

-1400 to -
701 

Middle 

Bronze Age 
to Late 

Bronze Age 

TQ 97 SE 47 MKE20332 MON 

Area of early medieval 

occupation, Shrubsoles 
Hill, Brambledown, 

Kent 

Evidence of dispersed early medieval activity was recorded during excavation works at Shrubsoles Hill. The 

evidence consisted of a number of possible sunken feature buildings, gullies and pits. Some of the gullies 
appear to respect the remains of a Bronze Age barrow. 

ENCLOSED 

SETTLEMENT; 
GRUBENHAUS 

450 to 700 

Early 

Medieval 
or Anglo-

Saxon 

TQ 97 SE 53 MKE20338 MON 

Late Iron Age - Roman 

Field Boundaries and 

Trackways, 
Kingsborough Manor, 

Eastchurch, Sheppey 

A series of linear ditches interpreted as possibly tracks, drove-ways or field boundaries. The ditches extend 

beyond the limits of the excavation area. 
DITCH? 

-100 to 

409 

Late Iron 

Age to 
Roman 

TQ 97 SE 54 MKE20363 MON 
Medieval Features, 
Shrubsoles Hill, 

Brambledown 

A cluster of eight inter-cutting pits. No other features were found associated with the pits. A piece of copper 

alloy, curved with a hollow oval section, may possibly be part of a bracelet or personal adornment. 
RUBBISH PIT 

1100 to 

1299 
Medieval 

TQ 97 SE 69 MKE20501 MON 

Early medieval 

boundary ditches, 

Kingsborough Manor, 
Isle of Sheppey 

Early medieval features observed during Wessex excavations at Kingsborough Manor. Interpreted as boundary 

ditches. Later Saxon features, interpreted as field boundaries, point to agricultural use. A north-south and 
east-west aligned group of small ditches, appearing to form a rectilinear pattern. 

BOUNDARY DITCH 
410 to 

1065 

Early 

Medieval 

or Anglo-
Saxon 

TQ 97 SE 76 MKE42930 MON 
Standford Hill glider 

testing site 

Standford Hill (otherwise known as Stamford or Stanford Hill) was the site only Charles Rolls experimental 
glider flights in 1909. The glider was based upon a Wright 'Flyer’ and constructed by Short Bros as aircraft 

makers to the Aero Club. The glider was launched by being pushed down a rail into the wind with an assistant 

at each wing tip. After a hop of a few feet a horse was used to return to the top. 

AIRCRAFT TESTING 

SITE 

1909 to 

1909 
Modern 

TQ 97 SE 84 MKE80310 MON 

Possible Late Bronze 

Age cremation related 
deposit, Kingborough 

Manor 

In 2004 an excavation by Wessex Archaeology located a badly truncated and disturbed feature with burnt soil 

deposited within it, along with charcoal and fragments of burnt human bone. It was dated to the Late Bronze 
Age on the basis of its form and the presence of similar features found elsewhere on the Kingsborough Manor 

development. 

CREMATION? 
-1000 to -
701 

Late 
Bronze Age 

TQ 97 SE 85 MKE80311 MON 

Late Bronze Age/Early 

Iron Age field system, 

Kingborough Manor 

In 2004 an excavation by Wessex Archaeology found a ditch system probably relating to a Late Bronze 
Age/Early Iron Age field system. A series of three ditches (group 6376, located in the south east corner of the 

Site) are thought to be the remains of a Late Bronze Age/Early Iron Age field system. It is possible that they 

represent the northern extent of the field system identified during the Phase 1 investigations. 

FIELD SYSTEM; 

DITCH 

-1000 to -

401 

Late 
Bronze Age 

to Early 

Iron Age 

TQ 97 SE 87 MKE80313 FS 

An Early Bronze Age 

amber bead, 
Kingborough Manor 

An amber flat spacer bead of Early Bronze Age type found in the fill of the Neolithic causewayed enclosure. 
This is a rare occurrence of this material type. 

FINDSPOT 
-2350 to -
1501 

Early 
Bronze Age 

TQ 97 SE 9 MKE3671 FS 
Autonomous Bronze 
Coin of Syracuse from 

Eastchurch, Sheerness 

Autonomous bronze coin of Syracuse from "Eastchurch, Sheerness". [this is the full postal address of 

Eastchurch in the Isle of Sheppey v. P.O. Guide 1955] (1) Present location of coin not ascertained. 
FINDSPOT -800 to 42 Iron Age 
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TQ 97 SE 93 MKE89572 MON 
Rectilinear parch mark, 
to the west of 

Standford Hill 

A rectilinear parch mark visible in the aerial photographs of 1990, 2003 and 2008, to the west of Standford 

Hill, Eastchurch. 
 

It is approximately 10m across and consists of a number of lines visible as parch marks. In the 2003 aerial 

photographs it is visible as a rectilinear shape consisting of four parallel lines, with an additional two lines 
running perpendicular to these. It is possibly related to a former building or structure. 

BUILDING? Undated Unknown 

TQ 97 SE 97 MKE110818 BLD 
Former Methodist 
Chapel, High Street, 

Eastchurch, Swale 

The former Wesleyan Methodist Chapel on High Street, Eastchurch was built in 1821 and is shown on the 
1862-75, 1897- 1900 and 1907-23 maps. It has since been converted into a private residence and is shown on 

the current O/S map as The Old Chapel. 

  Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 

10 
MKE4098 MON 

Salt mound, Isle of 

Harty, Leysdown 

One of a group of four salt-working mounds on the Harty Marshes. Published 25" survey revised. [For salt-

working on Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6] (1) Three mounds visible plotted at TR 00826781 00826805 and 

00896806. (2) Isles of Sheppey and Harty: The saltwater creeks of these isles contain a large number of mound 
similar to those excavated at Seasalter (TR 06 SE 6). They represent the remains of medieval salt working  

SALT WORKS 
1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1025 
MWX18785 MON 

Groups of hollows, 

Eastchurch Marshes, 

Isle of Sheppey 

A photograph taken at the end of the twentieth century shows groups of hollows on Eastchurch Marshes on 

the Isle of Sheppey. It has been suggested that they may be salt workings. However they have not been dated 

and no further information is available. 

HOLLOW Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 

1051 
MWX18017 MON 

Unidentified linear 

cropmarks 
Unidentified linear cropmarks FEATURE; SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 

1052 
MWX18016 MON Capel Gate Sluice and former buildings. Not marked on any mapping. Photographs (1-3). SLUICE; SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 

1053 
MWX18015 MON 

Old Counter Wall, 

Leysdown 

An old Counter Wall at Leysdown is marked on the 2nd edition Ordnance Survey (surveyed 1893 - 1897) and 

photographed in 1942 and 1946. 
SEA DEFENCES 

1893 to 

2000 

Post 

Medieval 

to Modern 

TR 06 NW 

1054 
MWX18014 MON Pit group Pit group PIT CLUSTER; SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 

1055 
MWX18013 MON Rectangular structure Rectangular structure. marked as a sheepfold on 1st, 2nd and 3rd ed OS (1,2,3). Photographs (4,5). STRUCTURE; SITE 

1870 to 

1930 

Post 

Medieval 
to Modern 

TR 06 NW 

1056 
MWX18012 MON Earthwork Earthwork EARTHWORK; SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 
1057 

MWX18011 MON 

Drainage pattern 

indicates possible 
feature 

Drainage pattern indicates possible feature FEATURE; SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 
1058 

MWX18010 MON 
Group of pits forming 
circular cropmark 

Group of pits forming circular cropmark FEATURE; SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 

1059 
MWX18009 MON 

Rectangular gridded 
cropmark - salt 

workings/drainage 

Rectangular gridded cropmark - salt workings/drainage FEATURE; SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 

1062 
MWX17828 MON 

Grid pattern crop mark, 

near Leysdown 

A distinct grid pattern crop mark over an entire field can be seen in photographs from 1976 and 2000. The 

pattern could arise from drainage features or from salt workings. 
SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 

1082 
MWX17841 MON 

Possible ridge and 

furrow feature 

Parallel linear features across an entire field are recorded near Leysdown and may possibly be ridge and 

furrow. 
FEATURE Undated Unknown 
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TR 06 NW 
11 

MKE4099 MON 
salt mound, Isle of 
Harty 

One of four salt-working mounds on the Harty Marshes. Published 25" survey revised. [For salt-working on 

Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6] (1) Two large mounds, poss. salt works, at 01316827 and 01326831. (2) Three 
mounds part of a group of five. Two mounds not visible, plotted at TR 01156752,01316772, 01396804. (3) Isles 

of Sheppey and Harty: The saltwater creeks of these isles contain a large number of mounds similar to those 

excavated at Seasalter (TR 06 SE 6). They represent the remains of medieval salt working 

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1116 
MWX19348 MON 

salt mound, Isle of 

Harty 
One of a group of six salt-working mounds on the Leysdown Marshes. Published 25" survey correct SALT WORKS; SITE 

1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1117 
MWX19349 MON 

salt mound., Isle of 

Harty 
One of a group of six salt-working mounds on the Leysdown Marshes. Published 25" survey correct. SALT WORKS; SITE 

1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1118 
MWX19354 MON 

Salt mound, Isle of 

Harty 
One of a group of six salt-working mounds on the Leysdown Marshes. Published 25" survey correct. SALT WORKS; SITE 

1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1119 
MWX19351 MON 

Salt Mound., Isle of 

Harty, Leysdown 

This is one of a group of four earth mounds on the Harty marshes. These mounds are thought to be the 

remains of medieval salt workings. 
SALT WORKS 

1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1120 
MWX19352 MON 

salt mound., Isle of 

Harty 
One of a group of six salt-working mounds on the Leysdown Marshes. Published 25" survey correct. SALT WORKS; SITE 

1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1121 
MWX19357 MON 

Salt mound, Isle of 

Harty, Leysdown 

One of a group of four salt-working mounds on the Harty Marshes. Published 25" survey revised. [For salt-

working on Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6] (1) Three mounds visible plotted at TR 00826781 00826805 and 

00896806. (2) Isles of Sheppey and Harty: The saltwater creeks of these isles contain a large number of mound 
similar to those excavated at Seasalter 

SALT WORKS 
1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1122 
MWX19358 MON 

salt mound, Isle of 

Harty 

One of four salt-working mounds on the Harty Marshes. Published 25" survey revised. [For salt-working on 
Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6] (1) Two large mounds, poss. salt works, at 01316827 and 01326831. (2) Three 

mounds part of a group of five. Two mounds not visible, plotted at TR 01156752,01316772, 01396804. (3) Isles 

of Sheppey and Harty: The saltwater creeks of these isles contain a large number of mounds similar to those 
excavated at Seasalter 

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1123 
MWX19359 MON 

Salt mound, Isle of 

Harty 

One of four salt-working mounds on the Harty Marshes. Published 25" survey revised. [For salt-working on 
Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6] (1) Two large mounds, poss. salt works, at 01316827 and 01326831. (2) Three 

mounds part of a group of five. Two mounds not visible, plotted at TR 01156752,01316772, 01396804.  

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 
1144 

MWX19380 MON 
salt mound, Isle of 
Harty 

One of a group of four salt-working mounds on the Eastchurch Marshes. Published 25" Survey correct. [For 

salt-working on Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6]. (1) (TR 00426917) Medieval Saltworks (NR). (2) Two mounds of 
three plotted at TR 00086933 and 00136944. (3) Isles of Sheppey and Harty: The saltwater creeks of these 

isles contain a large number of mounds similar to those excavated at Seasalter 

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

TR 06 NW 
1145 

MWX19381 MON 
salt mound, Isle of 
Harty 

One of a group of four salt-working mounds on the Eastchurch Marshes.  SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1146 
MWX19382 MON 

salt mound, Isle of 

Harty 

One of a group of four salt-working mounds on the Eastchurch Marshes. Published 25" Survey correct. [For 
salt-working on Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6]. (1) (TR 00426917) Medieval Saltworks (NR). (2) Two mounds of 

three plotted at TR 00086933 and 00136944. (3) Isles of Sheppey and Harty: The saltwater creeks of these 

isles contain a large number of mounds similar to those excavated at Seasalter (TR 06 SE 6). T 

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 

1539 
Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

1161 
MWX18784 MON Saltworkings Saltworkings SALT WORKS; SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 06 NW 
19 

MKE4107 MON 
Salt mounds on the Isle 
of Harty 

One of a group of four salt-working mounds on the Eastchurch Marshes. Published 25" Survey correct. [For 

salt-working on Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6]. (1) (TR 00426917) Medieval Saltworks (NR). (2) Two mounds of 
three plotted at TR 00086933 and 00136944 (3). Isles of Sheppey and Harty: The saltwater creeks of these 

isles contain a large number of mounds similar to those excavated at Seasalter 

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

22 
MKE4110 MON 

Rectilinear 

enclosures/Earthwork 
Rectilinear enclosures/Earthwork 

RECTANGULAR 

ENCLOSURE 
Undated Unknown 
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PrefRef MonUID RecordType Name Description MonType DateRange PeriodRang 

TR 06 NW 

41 
MKE16187 MON Brickworks, Leysdown 

Brickworks shown on O.S. 1st ed. map (1865), 6" sheet 22. Kiln also illustrated- in next field which was 

presumably also a brick pit. Gone by 2nd ed. of 1898 
BRICKWORKS; KILN 

1540 to 

1900 

Post 

Medieval 

TR 06 NW 

42 
MKE16409 BLD 

Capel Farm Cold War 

anti-aircraft site 

Near Capel Hill Farm. Battery of 4x3.7-in. AA guns. Site not mentioned in 1940s and very early 1950s lists of AA 

defences. Local personal comment was that the battery had never been armed. Emplacements and generating 
building near road survive. (1) 

 

Most likely an Igloo 1 site, built after the Second World War but before the demise of anti-aircraft artillery as a 
defence system in 1956. The site is not visible on aerial photos of the area taken in 1946 but appears on aerial 

photos of 1961. 

HEAVY ANTI 

AIRCRAFT BATTERY 

1946 to 

1956 
Modern 

TR 06 NW 

51 
MKE89795 CRA 

Crash site of Dornier 

Do17Z-3 

Dornier Do17Z-3 (….) of 9/KG3 crashed 20th August 1940 near Capel Hill Farm, Leysdown. Crew 1 killed, 3 

captured. Aircraft 5K+FT written off. Site excavated November 1979, significant parts and unexploded bombs 

recovered. ( 

AIRCRAFT CRASH 

SITE; DO17 

1940 to 

1940 
Modern 

TR 06 NW 9 MKE4097 MON 
Salt mound, Isle of 
Harty 

One of a group of three salt-working mounds on the marshes near Capel Gate. Surveyed at 1:2500. [For salt-

working on Sheppey see TQ 97 SW 6] (1) (TR 00876910) Medieval Saltworks [NR] (2) Two mounds plotted at 
TR 00656883, 01006874. (3) Isles of Sheppey and Harty: The saltwater creeks of these isles contain a large 

number of mounds similar to those excavated at Seasalter (TR 06 SE 6).  

SALT WORKS; SITE 
1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 

TR 07 SW 

1016 
MWX17917 MON 

Shallow oval 

depression surrounded 

by embankments 

Shallow oval depression surrounded by embankments HOLLOW; SITE Undated Unknown 

TR 07 SW 
1088 

MKE100454 MON 

WWI Hexagonal 

Pillbox, Mud Row, near 
Eastchurch, Sheerness 

A World War One irregular hexagonal Pillbox with a porched entrance at the rear is located near Eastchurch, 

Sheerness. It is similar in form to the World War Two type 22 and type 24 Pillboxes, though photographic 
evidence suggests that it was constructed during the first world war. It is still visible on modern aerial 

photography. 

PILLBOX 
1914 to 
1918 

Modern 

TR 07 SW 

1091 
MKE115423 MON 

Two Second World War 
gun emplacements and 

the possible remains of 

a pillbox. 

Two-gun emplacements and the possible remains of a pillbox. 
GUN 

EMPLACEMENT 

1939 to 

1945 
Modern 

TR 07 SW 
11 

MKE9498 MON 
Site of alleged Viking 
camp 

Danish Overwintering Place (1) Quite early in the ninth century the raiders were wintering in the temporary 

bases on such islands as Noirmoutier in the mouth of the Loire or Sheppey in the Thames estuary. The little 
that is known about Viking encampments supports the argument that their armies were small. At first, Viking 

bases in England, as elsewhere, were on islands like Sheppey and Thanet.  

EARTHWORK 
410 to 
1065 

Early 

Medieval 
or Anglo-

Saxon 

TR 07 SW 

15 
MKE13569 FS Three Iron Age coins 

(TR 00507000) Three Iron Age coins dated between 33BC and 17 BC.  These coins were discovered by metal 

detectors near to the Isle of Sheppey in 1992. Coin reference nos: MSRC-MACER-IA-10,11,12. (See catalogue 

for details). The coins include an AV Stater of the Trinovantes, an AV Quarter-Stater of the Cantii and an AV 
Quarter-Stater of the Trinovantes 

FINDSPOT -100 to 42 
Late Iron 

Age 

TR 07 SW 

16 
MKE13571 FS Iron Age coin 

(TR 01357135) Iron Age coin dated to c 55 BC. The coin was discovered near to the Isle of Sheppey by metal 
detectors in 1992. It is an AV Stater, measures 15.75-17.25 mm in diameter and weighs 6.08 gm. The obverse 

is blank, the reverse shows a disjointed horse facing right. Catalogu reference VA 56-1, Gallo-Belgic E. The coin 

is slightly damaged (1). 
Additional reference  

FINDSPOT -100 to 42 
Late Iron 

Age 

TR 07 SW 

24 
MKE8349 MON Site of Harty Road halt 

Harty Road Halt, added to the Sheppey Light Railway in 1905, closed 1950. A single wooden platform with 

corrugated tim clad shelter. The shelter has been moved to King's Hill farm, Elmley, where it was in a use in 
1984 (1) and site photographs (2-9). 

 

From the National Monuments Record: 
Site of railway halt on the Sheppey Light Railway opened in 1901 but closed in 1950. 

RAILWAY STATION 
1901 to 

1950 
Modern 
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PrefRef MonUID RecordType Name Description MonType DateRange PeriodRang 

TR 07 SW 

35 
MKE110817 MON 

Site of Methodist 

Chapel, Warden Road, 
Eastchurch, Swale 

The former Primitive Methodist Chapel on Warden Road, Eastchurch is shown on the 1897-1900 and 1907-23 

maps. It has since been demolished and a private residence built on the site. No further information is 
available. 

  Undated Unknown 

TR 07 SW 7 MKE4211 MON 
Beacon 16th century 

(site of) 

A beacon is shown at "Rydes" on Sheppey on William Lambarde's "Carde" of c. 1570 (see Illustration Card) 
which shows 52 beacons in Kent (1). It is also shown on a map of c. 1572, to the south-east of Eastchurch (2). 

The beacon system dropped out of use after 1640.  (1,2) No further information. (3) Rydes, the names "Old 

Rides Farm" and "Rides Farm" appear on the 
O.S. 1:10000 map in the area centred TR 01 70. 

BEACON 
1540 to 

1900 

Post 

Medieval 

 

10.10 MONUMENTS POLYGON (HER) 
 

PrefRef MonUID RecordType Name Description MonType DateRange PeriodRang MinFrom MaxTo 

TR 07 SW 20 MKE16407 MON Fletcher battery (c1900) 

Fletcher battery (c1900). In 1917 it was described as a new 
battery to provide the mouth of the Thames with modern 

heavy armament of 9.2in.BL guns on barbette mountings. The 

guns were moved here from Slough Fort. A third 9.2in gun 
emplacement was added to the eastern side of the battery 

during WW2. The armament remained in active status until 

1956 when the guns were withdrawn, and the battery 
abandoned. 

BATTERY 
1901 to 
2050 

Modern 1901 2050 

TQ 97 SE 50 MKE20334 MON 

Late Bronze Age Settlement, 

Kingsborough Farm, Eastchurch, 

Sheppey 

A late Bronze Age settlement consisting of four enclosures, 

three curved, one over 100m in diameter, and one 
rectangular. The last enclosure contained pit/posthole 

features which possibly represent three structures. To the 

north-east is a cremation cemetery possibly associated. The 
site excavated extends over 400 m (north-south) and 140 m 

(east-west), and probably beyond. 

SETTLEMENT; 

ENCLOSURE; 

STRUCTURE 

-1000 to -

701 

Late Bronze 

Age 
-1000 -701 

TQ 97 SE 51 MKE20335 MON 
Late Bronze Age Cemetery, 

Eastchurch, Sheppey 

Late Bronze Age cremation cemetery found to the north-east 
of a late Bronze Age settlement (TQ 97 SE 50). Over 29 burials 

were recovered extending over an area of about 10 m in 

diameter. Many had suffered from plough damage and more 
burials may possibly extent northwards beyond the 

excavation area. 

CREMATION 

CEMETERY 

-1000 to -

701 

Late Bronze 

Age 
-1000 -701 

TQ 97 SE 52 MKE20336 MON 
Neolithic multi ditched causewayed 

enclosure, Kingsborough Manor 

An early Neolithic causewayed enclosure over 200 m in 
diameter (75% of boundary conjectural). Appeared in 

evaluation trenches 3 and 5 in 1999. Excavated further in 

2000. 

CAUSEWAYED 

ENCLOSURE 

-4000 to -

3001 

Early 

Neolithic 
-4000 -3001 
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PrefRef MonUID RecordType Name Description MonType DateRange PeriodRang MinFrom MaxTo 

TQ 97 SE 68 MKE20500 MON 
Neolithic single ditched causewayed 

enclosure, Kingsborough Manor 

In 2004 an evaluation (1) and an excavation (2) were carried 

out, by Oxford Archaeology and Wessex Archaeology 
respectively. In the eastern part of the site, a length of 

interrupted ditch dating to the Neolithic was found. This was 

interpreted as part of a Neolithic causewayed enclosure, the 
second such site found in the immediate area. Unlike the 

example c.280m to the south, this enclosure consisted of only 

a single ditch circuit. The ditch appeared to terminate at the 
northern end towards a natural break in slope. It curved 

inwards towards the south but extended beyond the limits of 

excavation. A section of ditch observed in a watching brief on 
a gas main to the south may represent the return of the 

circuit. If this is the case, the enclosure would be c.160m 

across. Two groups of post holes within the enclosure are 
thought to relate to the use of the site in the Neolithic.  

CAUSEWAYED 

ENCLOSURE; 
POST HOLE 

-4000 to -

3001 

Early 

Neolithic 
-4000 -3001 

TQ 97 SE 77 MKE76028 LND Parsonage Farm Garden, Eastchurch 

A garden surveyed by the Kent Gardens Trust, description 
taken from the Kent Gardens Compendium, Parsonage Farm 

is listed as being modern (post 1960), in the style of informal/ 

romantic /naturalistic and being of specialist interest only. 

GARDEN 
1901 to 

2050 
Modern 1901 2050 

TQ 97 SE 83 MKE80309 MON 
Medieval field system, Kingsborough 
Manor 

A strip field system, likely to be of medieval date. Medieval 

features interpreted as boundary ditches. Recut Anglo-Saxon 

ditches and a large pit found during excavation in 2000. 
Ephemeral evidence of agricultural use in the medieval period 

has been found across most of the site. 

STRIP FIELD? 

DITCH; FIELD 
BOUNDARY; 

BOUNDARY DITCH 

1066 to 
1539 

Medieval 1066 1539 

TQ 97 SE 7 MKE90463 MON 

SHURLAND HOUSE: EARLY 16TH 

CENTURY GREAT HOUSE AND 
ASSOCIATED REMAINS 

Shurland House, an early 16th century manor-house, now 

much reduced and derelict, is incorporated in the outbuildings 

of Shurland Farm on the site of a 13th century manor house. 
There remains the gatehouse range, enclosed gardens, 

courtyard and unenclosed pond. 

GRAVE SLAB; 
CASTLE; MANOR 

HOUSE; BARN; 

CASTLE; 
COURTYARD; 

HALL HOUSE; 

GATEHOUSE 

1066 to 
2050 

Medieval to 
Modern 

1066 2050 
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PrefRef MonUID RecordType Name Description MonType DateRange PeriodRang MinFrom MaxTo 

TQ 97 SE 1082 MKE98634 MON 

Middle-Late Bronze Age circular 

ditched enclosure and related 

features 

The 120m diameter hill-top enclosure was 4.5-5.5m wide and 

1.6m deep (from the stripped ground level), with steep sides 
(in places with a step on the outer side) and a flat base (Plates 

1–4). No entrance to the enclosure has been found, but one 

could lie along the unexposed western side (1). 
 

The presence of a large, contemporary, oval ditched feature 

(Enclosure B) in the eastern part of the enclosure (as recorded 
in the previous phases of work) strongly suggests that there 

was no internal bank, and the symmetrical filling of the 

circular enclosure ditch also gives no indication of a bank, 
either inside or outside (1). 

 

Although the ditch contained little pottery, several large 
Middle-Late Bronze Age sherds were recovered from the base 

of slot 472, one of which had a carbonised deposit on its 

interior surface yielding a 14C-date of 1600–1120 cal BC (at 
95% certainty). The upper ditch fills also contained occasional 

Late Bronze Age sherds. 

DITCHED 

ENCLOSURE 

-1600 to -

1001 

Middle 

Bronze Age 
-1600 -1001 

 

10.11 STOUR PCA DATA (HER) 
 

PCA_NUMBER SUMMARY DEPOSIT_NO LIKELY_AGE PAL_BACK PLEIST_BAC LIKE_PAL_R LIKELY_IMP PAL_POT KEY_HER_RE KEY_GEO_LO KEY_SOURCE COMMENTS Area 

20 

Swale 

estuarine/alluvial 
marshes 

Estuarine 

alluvium 

around the 
Swale and 

Isle of 

Sheppey 

Holocene, 
possible 

outcrops of 

Pleistocene 
terraces 

poking 

through 
surface of 

alluvium in 

places; 
There may 

be deeply 

buried Late 
Pleistocene 

terrace 

systems or 
infilled 

channels in 

places 

There are 

three stray 

surface finds 
of handaxes, 

all from the 

shoreline, 
and none of 

them 

associated 
with any 

Pleistocene 

provenance 

There is 
one 

intriguing 

record right 
at the 

southern 

edge of this 
area, from 

the engine 

house at 
Murston 

brick pit, of 

numerous 
large 

mammal 

fossils and 
mollusc-

bearing 

deposits 

Very low. 

MODERATE/HIGH. 
If any Palaeolithic 

remains are found 

associated with 
any Pleistocene 

deposit, then they 

could be of some 
importance 

LOW/MODERATE. 

Deposits to the 
northeast of 

Sittingbourne 

may merit 
investigation, 

especially in 

vicinity of the 
Murston findspot 

FWS_M_140 

MWX17239, 

MKE2994, 

FWS_M_140 
[and 

FWS_M_002, 

Motley Hill, 
just to west 

of project 

area, in 
Maidstone 

district] 

TQ97SW14; 

TQ96NW197; 
TR06NW23 

Burchell 
1928: 289 

Most 
deposits 

under the 

alluvium are 
likely to be 

Devensian 

or 
Holocene, 

so the most 

likely 
Palaeolithic 

remains 

would be 
Late Upper 

Palaeolithic 

under the 
base of 

Holocene 

alluvium 

42618693.99 
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21 
Head/? terrace 
outcrops on Isle 

of Sheppey 

Varied Head 
deposits 

(brickearth, 

gravel, and 
mixed 

clay/gravel) 

mapped on 
N side of Isle 

of Sheppey, 

on slope 
down 

towards 

Thames 
estuary. 

Probably 
mostly Late 

Devensian, 

although 
possibly 

some 

Early/Middle 
Devensian in 

places 

One flint 

core found 

on beach, 
which could 

be of any 

age 
[MKE73332], 

and one 

handaxe 
surface find 

from the 

Minster area 
[MWX20850] 

No 
findspots 

known 

low. low. low. 
MKE73332; 
MWX20850 

TQ97SE5 
Roe 1968: 
174 

It is just 

possible 
that there 

may be 

unmapped 
terrace 

deposits in 

this area, 
although 

not very 

likely 

10206115.37 

44 
Isle of Sheppey, 
central higher 

ground 

Isle of 

Sheppey, 
London clay 

without 

mapped 
Pleistocene 

deposits, 

possible thin 
veneers of 

unmapped 

slopewash 
deposits 

No mapped 
Pleistocene 

deposits, 

possible thin 
veneers 

would likely 

be of Late 
Devensian 

or Holocene 

age 

No findspots 

known 

No 
findspots 

known 

VERY LOW. VERY LOW. VERY LOW. - - - - 28863943.1 
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11 APPENDIX 2 – SETTING ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

11.1 SETTING ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

11.1.1 The assessment process has given due consideration to Historic England 

guidance on setting as set out in Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in 

Planning, Note 3, The Setting of Heritage Assets.30 

11.1.2 When assessing the impact of proposals on designated heritage assets, it is not 

a question of whether there would be a direct physical impact on that asset, 

but instead whether change within its ‘setting’ would lead to a loss of 

‘significance’. 

11.1.3 In simple terms, setting is defined as ‘the surroundings in which a heritage 

asset is experienced’. The Historic England Good Practice Advice guidance on 

setting establishes that it has a ‘twin role’ in both contributing to significance 

and allowing heritage significance to be appreciated. It therefore must be 

recognised from the outset that ‘setting’ is not a heritage asset and cannot 

itself be harmed. Its importance relates to the contribution it makes to the 

significance of the designated heritage asset and the extent to which is allows 

that significance to be appreciated. 

11.1.4 Historic England guidance identifies that ‘change to heritage assets is 

inevitable, but it is only harmful when significance is damaged.’ 

11.1.5 In that regard, ‘significance’ is defined in Annex 2 of the NPPF as ‘the value of a 

heritage asset to this and future generations because of its heritage interest. 

That interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic.’ 

11.1.6 As such, when assessing the impact of proposals on designated heritage assets 

beyond the boundary of a development site, it is not a question of whether 

setting would be affected, but rather a question of whether change within an 

asset’s ‘setting’ would lead to a loss of ‘significance’ or the ability to appreciate 

‘significance’ based on the above ‘heritage interest’ as defined in the NPPF. 

11.1.7 Set within this context, where the objective is to determine the impact of 

proposals on designated heritage assets beyond the boundary of a 

development site, it is necessary to first define the significance of the asset in 

question - and the contribution made to that significance or the ability to 

appreciate that significance by its 'setting', in order to establish whether there 

would be a loss, and therefore harm. The guidance identifies that change 

within a heritage asset's setting need not necessarily cause harm to that asset - 

 
30 https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/gpa3-setting-of-heritage-assets/heag180-gpa3-

setting-heritage-assets/ 

https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/gpa3-setting-of-heritage-assets/heag180-gpa3-setting-heritage-assets/
https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/gpa3-setting-of-heritage-assets/heag180-gpa3-setting-heritage-assets/
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it can be positive, negative or neutral. 

11.1.8 In light of the above, the assessment of potential setting effects, arising from 

the proposed scheme, has followed the guidance set out in ‘Historic 

Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning Note 3: The Setting of Heritage 

Assets’ published by Historic England in 2017. Part 1 of this guidance 

reproduces the definition of setting as outlined in the Glossary of NPPF, which 

observes that the setting of a heritage asset is: 

11.1.9 ‘The surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not 

fixed and may change as the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a 

setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an 

asset, may affect the ability to appreciate that significance or may be neutral.’ 

11.1.10 The guidance states that the importance of setting ‘lies in what it contributes 

to the significance of the heritage asset or the ability to appreciate that 

significance.’ 

11.1.11 It goes on to note: 

11.1.12 ‘All heritage assets have significance, some of which have particular 

significance and are designated. The contribution made by their setting to their 

significance also varies. Although many settings may be enhanced by 

development, not all settings have the same capacity to accommodate change 

without harm to the significance of the heritage asset or the ability to 

appreciate it.’ 

11.1.13 Whilst identifying that elements of an asset’s setting can make an important 

contribution to its significance the guidance states that: ‘Setting is not itself a 

heritage asset, nor a heritage designation, although land comprising a setting 

may itself be designated’. It continues by adding that: ‘Conserving or enhancing 

heritage assets by taking their settings into account need not prevent change; 

indeed change may be positive…’ 

11.1.14 On a practical level, the Historic England guidance identifies an approach to 

assessing setting in relation to development management which is based on a 

five- step procedure, i.e.: 

1. Identify which heritage assets and their settings are affected. 

2. Assess the degree to which these setting make a contribution to the significance of 

the heritage asset(s) or allow significance to be appreciated. 

3. Assess the effects of the proposed development, whether beneficial or harmful, on 

that significance or on the ability to appreciate it. 

4. Explore ways to maximise enhancement and avoid or minimise harm; and 

5. Make and document the decision and monitor outcomes. 
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11.1.15 As far as Step 2 is concerned, the guidance makes the following observations: 

11.1.16 ‘The second stage of any analysis is to assess whether the setting of an affected 

heritage asset makes a contribution to its significance and the extent and/or 

nature of that contribution; both setting, and views which form part of the way 

a setting is experienced, may be assessed additionally for the degree to which 

they allow significance to be appreciated. …this assessment should first address 

the key attributes of the heritage asset itself and then consider: 

11.1.17 The physical surroundings of the asset, including its relationship with other 

heritage assets; the asset’s intangible associations with its surroundings, and 

patterns of use the asset’s intangible associations with its surroundings, and 

patterns of use; and the asset’s intangible associations with its surroundings, 

and patterns of use.’ 

11.1.18 Thereafter, the guidance notes that ‘...this assessment of the contribution to 

significance made by setting will provide the baseline for establishing the 

effects of a proposed development on significance, as set out in ‘Step 3’ 

below.’ Having established the baseline, the following guidance is provided in 

respect of an assessment of the effect upon ‘setting’; i.e.: 

11.1.19 ‘In general...the assessment should address the key attributes of the proposed 

development in terms of its. location and siting; form and appearance; wider 

effects; and permanence.’ 

11.1.20 Appeal decisions, e.g. Javelin Park, Gloucestershire (Ref 12/0008/STMAJW)31, 

have clarified the interpretation of existing guidance, establishing that the 

ability to see a proposed development, either from the heritage asset itself or 

from within its setting, should not be equated with harm to the significance of 

the asset. The key issue is whether and to what extent the proposed 

development would affect the contribution that setting makes to the 

significance of the heritage asset. 

 
31  

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/412072/

15-01-16_DL_IR_Javelin_Park_2200210.pdf 

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/412072/15-01-16_DL_IR_Javelin_Park_2200210.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/412072/15-01-16_DL_IR_Javelin_Park_2200210.pdf
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12 APPENDIX 3 – DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS 
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Figure 10

1896 Ordnance Survey Map
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Figure 11

1906-1908 Ordnance Survey 

Map
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Figure 13

1955 Ordnance Survey Map
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Figure 14

1967-1969 Ordnance Survey 

Map

Project No.00001 | 17/5/2021 | Prepared By: ARTE-FACTS

1
6
9
0
0
0

1
7
0
0
0
0

598000 599000 600000

 Key:

Contains OS data © Crown copyright and database right (2021)

Scale @A3:

Site Location



New Rides Solar Farm

234-&+$ 5

  ! "#$%&'()n*+$,-&.+/$
0)1

Project No.00001 | 17/5/2021 | Prepared By: ARTE-FACTS

1
6
9
0
0
0

1
7
0
0
0
0

598000 599000 600000

 Key:

Contains OS data © Crown copyright and database right (2021)

Scale @A3:

Site Location



New Rides Solar Farm

012+$)" 3

 !"#$%&'n()"*+$,)-".'/

Project No.00001 | 17/5/2021 | Prepared By: ARTE-FACTS

1
6
9
0
0
0

1
7
0
0
0
0

598000 599000 600000

 Key:

Contains OS data © Crown copyright and database right (2021)

Scale @A3:

Site Location



New Rides Solar Farm

/01*#(! 2

 !"#$%&n'(!)*#+(,!-&.

Project No.00001 | 17/5/2021 | Prepared By: ARTE-FACTS

1
6
9
0
0
0

1
7
0
0
0
0

598000 599000 600000

 Key:

Contains OS data © Crown copyright and database right (2021)

Scale @A3:

Site Location



New Rides Solar Farm

/01*#(! 2

 !"#$%&n'(!)*#+(,!-&.

Project No.00001 | 17/5/2021 | Prepared By: ARTE-FACTS

1
6
9
0
0
0

1
7
0
0
0
0

598000 599000 600000

 Key:

Contains OS data © Crown copyright and database right (2021)

Scale @A3:

Site Location



New Rides Solar Farm

./0)"' 12

 !"#$%n&' ()"*'+ ,%-

Project No.00001 | 17/5/2021 | Prepared By: ARTE-FACTS

1
6
9
0
0
0

1
7
0
0
0
0

598000 599000 600000

 Key:

Contains OS data © Crown copyright and database right (2021)

Scale @A3:

Site Location



 !"#$%&'()&'!*+,-

New Rides Solar Farm

 ./()0!1-

Project No.00001 | 17/5/2021 | Prepared By: ARTE-FACTS

1
6
9
0
0
0

1
7
0
0
0
0

1
7
1
0
0
0

598000 599000 600000

 Key:

Contains OS data © Crown copyright and database right (2021)

Scale @A3:

Site Location



 

Figure 21: A Map Showing World War I Military Works on the Isle of Sheppey. The Castellated Trench south of the PDA (MWX18021) is shown with an arrow 

(This image is ìFig. 8 Simplified map of the fieldworks on the Isle of Sheppey, based on maps in TNA WO78/4427 and 4431 as well as other sources (Victor 

Smith 2015)î In: https://www.kentarchaeology.org.uk/arch-cant/vol/137/if-kaiser-should-come-defending-kent-during-great-war - accessed 12-01-2021 

MWX18021 

https://www.kentarchaeology.org.uk/arch-cant/vol/137/if-kaiser-should-come-defending-kent-during-great-war
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