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Archaeological DesBased Assessment in Advance of the proposed
developmentof Land at The Forstal, Blind Lane, Mersham, Kent.

Summary

SWAT Archaeology has been commissioned-dmngst Homes (Kent Ltd)to prepare an
Archaeological DesRased Assessment of the proposed developrasra (PDApf land at
The Forstal, Blind Lane, Mersham, Kent

ThisDesk Based Assessméntntended to explore and disseminate the known and potential
heritage resource withithe site and the surrounding area, and to assess the likely impacts of
the development proposals on this resourdgased on this data the potential for
archaeological sites either on or in the near vicinity of the proposed development can be
summarized as

1 Prehistoriclow

1 Iron Agelow

1 Romaniow

1 AngloSaxoniow

1 Medieval:low

1 PostMedieval:low

1 Modern:low

The village of Mersharsits within anarea ofarchaeologicalnterestand essentially consists

of three parts The conservation area is to the far north, 1km from the PDA, the second
historic area is thMedievalcluster around the churgtGrade I)Manor HousdGrade II) and
associated barn (Gradée )iwith a Medieval madlworking site to the eastSouth of this area

and separated by the railway cutting is The Forstal whggif contains a spread of Grade Il

listedMedieval and Post Medievhdlildings.

The PDAs currentlya field to the rear of properties iBlind Lane and also the village hall
with its entrance in Church Road. Aside from rieny listed buildings in The Forstal area,
nothing has been found archaeologically, hence the low potential for archaeology in all
periods, although finding archaeologgimot be discounted entirely. The excavations in the

village were in relation to the Channel Tunnel Rail Link, which is to the north of the PDA in the
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area around the church. That was when the Medieval metal working site was discovered.
Aside from the Mihge hall which was built on the site of a demolished outfarm at the rear of
Goodrich Cottage, the PDA daest appear to have previously been built on, which means
that there is likely to have beamlow impact to any potential archaeologiowever, the
Google Earth photos suggest that theaee cropmarks immediately to the west of the PDA,

of which are unidentified but could relate to drainage of field boundasiedemolished
buildings based on early maps, although thdseappearto be outside of the PB. The use

of the PDA for residential developmeaibng with the village hall extensionill require
foundations and as a consequence the proposed development will have a high impact on any
potential archaeology. fle need for, scale, scope and nature ol durther assessment
and/or archaeological works should be agreed through consultation with the statutory

authorities.

1 INTRODUCTION

11 Project Background
1.1.1 Swale & Thames Survey Company (SWMEE)commissionecby ForestHomes
(Kent) Ltdd G K S 4/ chrry 8uy dn @rchaeolsical deskased assessmenof
the proposeddevelopment area (PDA)f land at The Forstal, Blind Lane
Mersham,Kent centredon National Grid ReferenceNGR 604840139191 (Fig
1).

1.2 The Site

1.2.1 Mersham is 5km from the centre of Ashford and the R®A2km south of the
A28 road from Ashford towards Hythe. The M20 also passes immediately south
of the A28. The village sits on the lower Greensand Rillge proposed site sits
at an average heightf@irca43m AOD ThePDAvery gently slopstowards the
south west towards theEastStour Valley bottom. To the north of the PDA the
land rises sharplyreaching circ&dOm AOD in the area of the chutolhich is
approximately500m north east of thd°DA. The site consists of the village hall
and car park on the western side of Church Road. This area is sdfeam the
field of the PDA to the west by hedging and trees. The western side of the PDA
includes a drainage ditch that separates the mairt paithe PDA from the field
next door to the west of which the south east corner area will form part of the

PDAand be he entranceway off Blind Lane for the proposed hou8exh fields
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1.2.2

1.2.3

are currently grassThe southern and southern eastern boundary aodathe
PDA borders a number of bungalows of which face onto Church Road or Blind
Lane. The north eastern corner on the eastern side of the village hall is the listed

property of Goodrich Cottage.

The larger part of the village of Mersham is situatedhat top of the slopés00m

north of the churchand is a conservation areaThe PDA is in the area of the
villageknownas The Forstalndthe PDAis approximately 2 acresBetween the
church and The Forstal, the area is dissected by the railway running on
west/east axis. The railway comprises of both the Victorian Ashford to
Folkstone line and to the north of that line, the Higpeed Channel Tunnel Ralil
Link (CTRL). Church Road rises more sharply than the land either side in order to
pass over the railay. Therefore, many of the properties bordering Church Road

are set lower than the roaFig. 1)

The British Geological Society (BGS 1995) shows that the local gabltgy
PDAconsists of bedrock comprising Wfeald Clay érmation ¢ Mudstone This is
a lower Cretaceous sedimentary rodkom 136125 million years ago.
Weathered it is yellow/orange in colour and unweathered it is blue/grégere
are superficial deposittocated in the far southern areat the PDAof Alluviumg
Clay, Silt, Sand and Geh To the north of the PDA ibedrock ofa bandof
Atherfield Clay Formation and risirfgrther north of that, Hythe Formation

Sandstone.

Geotechnical Information

124

There is known geotechnical informatiem the north of the PDA from the CTRL
excavations However, these were in the aref the north of the PDAof
different bedrock geology being the Hythe Formation Sandstofitae solid
geologythere was capped in most places by a distinctive and very ikszil
deposit, up to 50mm thick, consisting of a red/brown, weakly calcareous, sandy
clay. This in turn was capped by pale orange/brown sandy clay, loessic drift

material that blankets the Hythe Beds throughout the area
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1.3 The Proposed Devefonent
1.3.1 Thesiteisland north of Fairlawn, Blind Lane and to the west ofltlegehall in
Mersham. The development is for four tvaborey houses and three bungalows
along with an extension tthe village halland car parkAs part of the proposals
part of the existinglrainage ditch north of the pumping station on Blind Lane is

to be moved to the wesfFig. 2).

1.4 Project Constraints

1.4.1 No constraints were associated with this project.

15 Scope of Document
1.5.1 This assessment was requested by the Client in order to determine, as far as is
possible from existing information, the nature, extent and significance of the
Historic Environment and to assess the potential impact of development on
Heritage AssetsThe asessment formspart of the initial stags of the
archaeological investigation and is intended to inform and asgist decisions
regarding archaeological mitigation fothe proposed development and

associated planning applications.

2 PLANNING BACKGROUND

2.1 Introduction
2.1.1 National legislation and guidance relating to the protection of, and proposed
development on or near, important archaeological sites or historical buildings
within planning regulations is defined under the provisions of the Town and
Country Planimg Act 1990. In addition, local authorities are responsible for the

protection of the historic environment within the planning system.
2.2 Heritage Assets
2.2.1 Designated heritage assets are defined in NPPF Annex 2 as:

W2 2 NX R | SN&A G IMonufménis, S &ted BlildirigS Rrdi#ct8dRWreck Sites,
Registered Park and Gardens, Registered Battlefields and Conservation Areas
RSaA3Ayl SR dzy RSNJ GKS NBfSQIyid tSaratlidirzyoQ
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222 5SaAr3dylLdAz2y Aa | F2NXIf FOly2¢6f SRASYSy
significarce, intended to make sure that the character of the asset in question is
protected through the planning system and to enable it to be passed on to

future generations.

2.2.3 Statutory protection is provided to certain classes of designated heritagesasset

under the following legislation:

- Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990;
- Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979; and

- Protection of Wrecks Act 1973

2.3 National Planning Policy Framewo(KPPF)

2.3.1 The Historic Environment, as definedtire National Planning Policy Framework

(NPPF 2012): Annex 2, comprises:

WEEt FaLlSola 2F GKS Syg@ANRBYYSyd NBadzZ GAy3
places through time, including all surviving physical remains of past human activity,

whether visible buried or submerged, and landscaped and planted or managed
T{2NI ©Q

2.3.2 NPPF Annex 2 defines a Heritage Asset as:

W odzZAf RAY3 Y2ydzYSyidz aAaGSs LIXIFOST | NBF 2N
of significance meriting consideration in plannthecisions, because of its heritage

interest. Heritage assets include designated heritage assets and assets identified by

GKS f20Ff LAIFYYAYy3 FdziK2NRAGE O6AYyOf dzRAYy3I f 2

2.3.3 NPPF Section 12: Conserving and enhancing the historic environment sets out
the principal national guidance on the importance, management and
safeguarding of heritage assets within the planning process. The aim of NPPF
Section 12 is to ensure that Local Planning Authorities, developers and owners
of heritage assets adopt a consisteapproach to their conservation and to

reduce complexity in planning policy relating to proposals that affect them.

2.3.4 Paragraph 126 of the NPPF states that:
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Local planning authorities should set out in their Local Plan a positive strategy for the
conservéion and enjoyment of the historic environment, including heritage assets
most at risk through neglect, decay or other threats. In doing so, they should recognise
that heritage assets are an irreplaceable resource and conserve them in a manner
appropriateto their significance. In developing this strategy, local planning authorities

should take into account

the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and

putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation;

the wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits that conservation of

the historic environment can bring;

the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local character

and distinctiveness; and

opportunities to daw on the contribution made by the historic environment to the

character of a place.
2.3.5 Paragraph 128 of the NPPF states that:

In determining applications, local planning authorities should require an applicant to

describe the significance of any heritagesets affected, including any contribution

YIRS o6& GUKSAN aSdididAay3aoe ¢KS fS@St 2F RSOFACT
importance and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the

proposal on their significance. As a minimuhe relevant historic environment record

should have been consulted and the heritage assets assessed using appropriate
expertise where necessary. Where a site on which development is proposed includes or

has the potential to include heritage assets with aeblogical interest, local planning

authorities should require developers to submit an appropriate-daskd assessment

and, where necessary, a field evaluation.
2.3.6 Paragraph 129 of the NPPF states that:

Local planning authorities should identify amskess the particular significance of any
heritage asset that may be affected by a proposal (inclydgglevelopment affecting
the setting of a heritage asset) taking account of the available evidence and any

necessary expertise. They should take thg&ssment into account when considering
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the impact of a proposal on a heritage asset, to avoid or minimise conflict between the
KSNRAGIF3IS aasSiQa O02yaSNBIFGA2Y YR Fyeé | aLlsoi

2.3.7 The NPPF, Section 12, therefore provides the guidance to whidhalaiterities
need to refer when setting out a strategy for the conservation and enjoyment of
the historic environment in their Local Plans. It is noted within this, that heritage

assets should be conserved in a manner appropriate to their significance.

2.3.8 The NPPF further provides definitions of terms which relate to the historic
environment in order to clarify the policy guidance given. For the purposes of

this report, the following are important to note:

f Heritage Asseb ¢ KAa A& Wl 0 dzplack lagdd landapezy Sy (2 |
identified as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning
RSOAaAA2YyaQd ¢KSaS AyOfdzZRS RSaAdaylFiGdSR KSN

the local planning authority.

1 Significance The value of a heritagasset to this and future generations
because of its heritage interest. This interest may be archaeological,
architectural, artistic or historic. Significance derives not only from a heritage
F3aSGiQa LKeaAOlf LINBaSyOSs odzi Ffaz2 FTNRY

2.3.9 The NPPFdwises local authorities to take into account the following points
when drawing up strategies for the conservation and enjoyment of the historic

environment;

w The desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage

assets and preservirtgem in a viable use consistent with their conservation;

w The wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits that the

conservation of the historic environment can bring;

w The desirability of new development in making a positive contrisutio

local character and distinctiveness;

w Opportunities to draw on the contribution made by the historic environment

to the character of a place.
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2.3.10

2.3.11

2.3.12

2.3.13

2.3.14

In order to determine applications for development, Paragraph 128 (2.3.5
above) of the NPPF states tha@As should require applicants to describe the
significance of the heritage assets affected and the contribution made by their
setting. Adding that the level of detail provided should be proportionate to the
significance of the asset and sufficient to unstand the impact of the proposal

on this significance.

According to Paragraph 129, the LPA should also identify and assess the
significance of a heritage asset that may be affected by a proposal and should
take this assessment into account when consigrithe impact upon the

heritage asset.

Paragraphs 132 and 136 consider the impact of a proposed development upon

the significance of a heritage asset.

Paragraph 132 emphasises that when a new development is proposed, great
weight should be giventothe 34 St Qa O2y aSNBF A2y | yR
the asset, the greater this weight should be. It is noted within this paragraph
that significance can be harmed or lost through the alteration or destruction of
the heritage asset or by development withits isetting. Adding, as heritage
assets are irreplaceable, any harm or loss should require clear and convincing
justification. Substantial harm to or loss of a Grade Il Listed Building or
Registered Park or Garden should be exceptional. Substantial haomldss of
designated heritage assets of the highest significance, notably Scheduled
Monuments, Protected Wreck Sites, Battlefields, Grade | and 1I* Listed Buildings,
Grade | and II* Registered Parks and Gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should

be whollyexceptional.

Paragraph 133 states that where a proposed development will lead to
substantial harm to or total loss of significance of a designated heritage asset,
local planning authorities should refuse consent, unless it can be demonstrated
that the sulstantial harm or loss is necessary to achieve substantial public

benefits that outweigh that harm or loss, or all of the following apply:

The nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the Site; and

94
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2.3.15

2.3.16

2.3.17

No viable use of the heritage assételf can be found in the medium term

through appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation; and

Conservation by grarftunding or some form of charitable or public ownership is

demonstrably not possible; and

The harm or loss is outweighed thetbenefit of bringing the Site back into use.

Conversely, paragraph 133 notes that 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 béts of the proposal, including

securing its optimum viable use.

Paragraph 136 states that LPAs should not permit loss of the whole or part of a
heritage asset without taking all reasonable steps to ensure the new

development will proceed after the lo$ms occurred.

Paragraph 137 encourages LPAs to look for new development opportunities
within Conservation Areas, and states that developments which better reveal or
enhance the significance of a designated heritage asset and its setting, will be

looked upmn favourably.

w the desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage

assets and putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation;

w the wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits that

conservation of the historic environment can bring;

w the desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local
character and distinctiveness; and opportunities to draw on the contribution

made by the historic environment to the charactdra place.

2.4 Planning Policy Guidance

Planning Policy Guidance that help to preserve the built and archaeological heritage are:

Conservation Principles, Policy and Guidance (Historic England, 2008)
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2.4.1 Historic England sets out in this document a logical approach to making
RSOAaAA2Yyad YR 2FFSNRAYy3I 3IdzARIyOS I 062dzi §
environment. The Conservation Principles, Policies and Guidance are primarily
intended to help us to ensure consistermfyapproach in carrying out our role as
0KS D2@SNYyYSyidiQa adl Gddzi2a2N®E FRGA&2N 2y (K
{LSOAUOCKEtEeY GKS@& YIS I O2ydNRodziA2y i
modernising heritage protection by proposing an integrated approachaking

decisions, based on a common process.

2.4.2 The document explains its relationship to other policy documents in existence at
that time, including Planning Policy Statement 1: Delivering Sustainable
Development (2005), which includes the explicit objec®& WLINR G§SOGA Yy 3 |
SYKFYyOAy3a (GKS ylFGdaNIf FTYR KAAG2NARO Sy dAiN
England provide detailed guidance on sustaining the historic environment within
the framework of established government policy. In particular, the document
distils from Planning Policy Guidance note (PPG) 15 Planning and the Historic
Environment (1994) and PPG16 Archaeology and Planning (1990) those general

principles which are applicable to the historic environment as a whole.

2.4.3 The policy document provides detadbout a range of Heritage Values, which
enable the significance of assets to be established systematically, with the four

main 'heritage values' being:

1 Evidential value This derives from the potential of a place to yield
evidence about past human agtly. Physical remains of past human
activity are the primary source of evidence about the substance and
evolution of places, and of the people and cultures that made them
especially in the absence of written records, the material record,
particularly arcleological deposits, provides the only source of

evidence about the distant past.

9 Historical Value This derives from the ways in which past people,
events and aspects of life can be connected through a place to the
present. It tends to be illustrative @ssociative. lllustration depends on
visibility in a way that evidential value (for example, of buried remains)

does not. Places with illustrative value will normally also have evidential
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value, but it may be of a different order of importance. Associatidth
a notable family, person, event, or movement gives historical value a

particular resonance.

1 Aesthetic value This derives from the ways in which people draw
sensory and intellectual stimulation from a place. Aesthetic values can
be the result of theconscious design of a place, including artistic
endeavour. Equally, they can be the seemingly fortuitous outcome of

the way in which a place has evolved and been used over time.

1 Communal value This derives from the meanings of a place for the
people who Bf I 1S G2 AGXEZ 2N F2NJ gK2Y Al
experience or memory. Communal values are closely bound up with

historical (particularly associative) and aesthetic values but tend to have

Ce
111

FRRAGAZ2YIE YR &aLISOAUO FaLlsSodad ¢KSAC

ae@Yoz2ftA0 @l fdzSa NBbSOG GKS YSIyAy3a
of their identity from it or have emotional links to it. Social value is
associated with places that people perceive as a source of identity,
distinctiveness, social interaction andoherence. Spiritual value
attached to places can emanate from the beliefs and teachings of an
2NHIF YA&ZSR NBtAITA2Y S -dy NerchldBansSdd the LI a

spirit of place

2.5 Statutory Protection

Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas1&at9
2.5.1 Both above and below ground archaeological remains that are considered
Nationally can be identified and protected under the Ancient Monuments and
Archaeological Areas Act 1979. Any works affecting a scheduled Monument
should be preceded by an appli@at to the Secretary of State for Scheduled
Monument Consent (SMC). Geophysical investigation or the use of a metal

detector requires advance permission from Historic England.

Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
2.5.2 The legal requiremnts on control of development and alterations affecting

buildings, including those which are listed or in conservation areas (which are

94
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protected by law), is set out in the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation
Areas) Act 1990.

Enterprise and Re¢atory Reform Act 2013

2.5.3 From April 2014, the act introduced changes to the Planning (Listed Building and
Conservation Areas) Act 1990. This covers heritage planning and legal
requirements around nationally and locally listed buildings and consent orders.
It upholds levels of existing heritage protection, whilst also simplifying the
process. Listed Building Heritage Partnership Agreements were introduced to
allow listed building consent for specified works (other than demolition), to
listed buildings coveredy the Agreement, which would otherwise require
several consents. Listed Building Consent Orders and Locally Listed Building
Consent Orders have been introduced to allow local planning authorities to
grant permission for works (other than demolition) tistéd buildings in their
area, which would otherwise require several consents. Where new buildings are
listed, it is now possible to declare that specific features of the building, or
specific buildings or structures attached to, or within the curtilagehef listed
building are not of special interest. The demolition of unlisted buildings in
conservation areas now requires planning permission rather than conservation

area consent.

Hedgerow Regulations (statutory Instrument No. 1160) 1997

2.5.4 The Regulationapply to most countryside hedgerows. In particular, they affect
hedgerows which are 20neters or more in length; which meet another
hedgerow at each end; are on or adjoin land used for: agriculture, forestry, the
breeding or keeping of horses, ponies om#deys, common land, village greens,
Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs) or Local Nature Reserves. The act is
protect important countryside hedgerows from removal, either in part or whole.
Removal not only includes grubbing out, but anythingahihtould result in the
destruction of the hedgeA hedgerow is deemed important and therefore

protected if it is at least 30 years old and meets a number of other criteria.

Treasures Act 1996
2.5.5 The act is designed to deal with finds of treasure in Englfades and Northern
Ireland. It legally obliges finders of objects which constitute a legally defined

term of treasure to report their find to their local coroner within 14 days. An
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inquest led by the coroner then determines whether the find constitutes
treasure or not. If it is declared to be treasure then the finder must offer the
item for sale to a museum at a price set by an independent board of antiquities
experts known as the Treasure Valuation Committee. Only if a museum
expresses no interest in théem, or is unable to purchase it, can the finder
NBOGFIAY AlGd WENBFadzNBU4Y Aa RSTAYSR | a
consists of two or more coins, and as long as they are at least 300 years old
when found. If they contain less than 10% gofdsilver there must be at least 10

in the find for it to qualify; (i) Two or more prehistoric base metal objects in
association with one another; (iii) Any individual (ramin) find that is at least
300 years old and contains at least 10% gold orrsiti®Associated finds: any
object of any material found in the same place as (or which had previously been
together with) another object which is deemed treasure; (v) Objects
substantially made from gold or silver but are less than 300 years old, that ha
been deliberately hidden with the intention of recovery and whose owners or

heirs are unknown

Burial Act 1857.

2.5.6

2.6.1

Its purpose is to regulate burial grounds. It regulates where and how deceased
people may be buriednd provides for theexhumation of remains. The Act
made it illegal to disturb a grave (other than for an officially sanctioned

exhumation).

2.6 Locd Policies

Ashford BoroughCouncil,has a Heritage Strategy dated October 2017. The
Ashford BorouglCouncilLocal Plarf2000), relating to the heritage assets of the
Borough, manypolicieshave now been superseded by other development plan
documents or changes in national planning policy. However, three saved policies
continue to apply until the adoption of the Local Plan 2030. ENM&BDpment

in Conservation Areas sets out criteria that will be required to be met if
development or redevelopment is proposed in a conservation area. EN23 Sites
of Archaeological Importance protects important archaeological sites from
development unless @plications have adequately demonstrated that the site
will be satisfactorily preserved in situ or by record. Thirdly, EN28 Historic Parks

and gardens protects such elements of the heritage of the Borough from
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development which would harm their setting eharacter. There are hiree
policies in the Draft Local Planat address the protection and enhancement of

the heritage assets of the borough. Draft Policies ENV13 Conservation and
Enhancement of Heritage Assets, ENV14 Conservation Areas and ENV15

Archaeology

POLICY EN16: Development in Conservation Areas.

2.6.2

Development or redevelopment within Conservation Areas will be permitted
provided such proposals preserve or enhance the character or appearance of
the area. Proposals must fulfil each of the followvicriteria:(a) the scale and
detailed design of new work has respect for the historic, architectural and
landscape context of the established character of the afba; the materials
proposed to be used are appropriate to the locality and in sympatfiti
existing buildings{c) the following are retained buildings and streets of
townscape character, trees, open spaces, walls, fences or any other features
which contribute positively to the character and appearance of the gba;the
developmentdoes not generate levels of traffic, parking, or other environmental
problems which would damage the character or appearance of the arealeand

the use proposed is appropriate.

POLICY EN23: Sites of Archaeological Importance.

2.6.3

In exceptional circumstances, permission may be given for development
affecting important archaeological sites of regional or local importance, if the
applicant has demonstrated that the site will be satisfactorily preserved either in
situ or by record. Anyarchaeological recording should be by an approved
archaeological body and take place in advance of development in accordance
with a specification and programme of work to be submitted to and approved by

the Borough Council

POLICY EN28: Historic Parks @acdens.

26.4

2.6.5

Proposals which would harm the character or setting of a historic park or garden

will not be permitted.

The following policies are those is the draft 2030 Local Plan. The final draft was

submitted to the Secretary of State in December 2@dr7approval.
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POLIC¥ENV13 Conservation and Enhancement of Heritage Asdetaft 2030 Local

Plan)
2.6.6

Proposals which protect, conserve and enhance the heritage assets of the
Borough, sustaining and enhancing their significance and the contribution they
make to local character and distinctiveness, will be supported. Proposals that
make sensitive use of heritage assets through regeneration, particularly where
these bring redundant or undarsed buildings and areas into appropriate and
viable use consistenwith their conservation, will be encouraged. Development
will not be permitted where it will cause loss or substantial harm to the
significance of heritage assets or their settings unless it can be demonstrated
that substantial public benefits will be dedired that outweigh the harm or loss

All applications which will affect a heritage asset or its setting should be
supported by a description of the asset's historic, architectural or archaeological
significance with an appropriate level of detail relatinghe asset and the likely

impact of the proposals on its significance

POLICENV14Conservation Areg®raft 2030 Local Plan)

2.6.7

2.6.8

Development or redevelopment within Conservation Areas will be permitted
provided such proposals preserve or enhance tharabter and appearance of
the Area. Proposals should fulfil each of the following: (a) the scale and detailed
design of all new development and alterations should respect the historical and
architectural character, proportion and massing, including raafss, of the
area, the relationship between buildings, the spaces between them and with
their setting; (b) the materials proposed should be appropriate to the locality
and in sympathy with the existing buildings; (c) buildings and streets of
townscape chacter, trees, open spaces, walls, fences or any other features
should be retained where they contribute positively to the character and
appearance of the area; (d) the development should not generate levels of
traffic, parking or other environmental probies which would damage the

character or appearance of the area; and e. the use should be appropriate.

Proposals for inappropriate demolition, alteration or extension of buildings in
Conservation Areas or which could prejudice important views into orobu
Conservation Area, will be resisted where such proposals would be detrimental

to their character or setting.
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POLICENV15ArchaeologyDraft 2030 Local Plan)

2.6.9 The archaeological and historic integrity of Scheduled Monuments and other
important archaeological sites, together with their settings, will be protected
and where possible enhanced. Development which would adversely affect such
designated heritage assets will not be permitted. Planning applications, on sites
where there is, or is the knownopential for, an archaeological heritage asset,
should include an appropriatdeskbasedassessment of the asset. In addition,
where important or potentially significant archaeological heritage assets may
exist, developers will be required to arrange feld evaluations to be carried

out in advance of the determination of planning applications.

2.6.10 Where the case for development affecting a heritage asset of archaeological
interest is accepted, the archaeological remains should be preserved in situ as
the preferred approach. Where this is not possible or justified, appropriate
provision for preservation by record may be an acceptable alternative. Any
archaeological recording should be by an approved archaeological body and take
place in accordance with a spication and programme of work to be
submitted to and approved by the Borough Council in advance of development

commencing.

Local Planning Guidance
2.6.11 The Kent Design Guid2008 Prepared by the Kent Design Group, it provides
the criteria necessary for asssing planning applications. Helps building
designers, engineers, planners and developers achieve high standards of design
and construction. It is adopted by the Council as a Supplementary Planning

Document.

3 AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

3.1 Introduction
3.1.1 Ths DeskBa®d Assessment was commissionedHnrest Homes (Kent) Ltd
support a planning application. This assessment has been prepared in
accordance with guidelines set out by tBdarteredinstitute for Archaeologist

(see below)and in the National Planning Policy Framework and the Good
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Practice Advice notes 1, 2 and 3, which now supersede the PPS 5 Practice Guide,

which has been withdrawn by the Government.

3.1.2 The Good Practice Advice notes emphasizes the need for assessmehts of t
significance of any heritage assets, which are likely to be changed, so the

assessment can inform the decision process.

313 {AJYATFTAOFIYyOS Aa RSTAYSR Ay (GKS bttC DdzA R
heritage asset to this and futurgenerations because of its heritage interest.

That interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic, or historical.

{AIYyATFAOIYyOS RSNA@GSa y2i 2yteé FTNBY | KSNA
Ala aSdiAy3aé o ¢KS a Safsddayffisd ikthe Gloss&y ak S NRA (| 3 ¢
GOKS &dzZNNRdzyRAy3da Ay 6KAOK | KSNARGIFI3IS |Faa
YR YIF& OKIFIy3aS +a GKS aasSad FyR Ada a&adzZNNe

3.1.4 This DesiBased Assessment therefore forms the initial stage of the
archaeologial investigation and is intended to inform and assist in decisions
regarding archaeological mitigation for the proposed development and

associated planning applications.

3.2 DeskBased AssessmeimtChartered Institute for Archaeologist
(2017

3.2.1 This desktop sty has been produced in line with archaeological standards, as
defined by theChartered Institute for Archaeologist (2014, revised 2017 A

desktop, or deslbased assessment, is defined as being:

W5 Shaskd assessment will determine, as far as is reasgrossible from existing

records, the nature, extent and significance of the historic environment within a

specified area. Dedbkased assessment will be undertaken using appropriate methods

and practices which satisfy the stated aims of the project,whidh comply with the

Code of conduct and other relevant regulations of CIfA. In a development context desk

based assessment will establish the impact of the proposed development on the
significance of the historic environment (or will identify the needudher evaluation

to do s andwill enable reasoned proposals and decisions to be made whether

mitigate 2 FFaSG 2NJ F OOSLIi 6AGK2dzi FdzZNIKSNJ Ay d SN

(20179
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3.2.2 The purpose of the dedhased assessment is, therefore, an assessment that

provides a contextual archaeologicatord, in order tgrovide

| an assessment of the potential for heritage assets to survive within the area of
study
1 an assessment of the significance of the known or predicted heritage assets

considering, in England, their archaeological, historic, architectural and artistic

interests

1 strategies for further evaluation whether or not intrusive, where the nature,

extert or significance of the resource is not sufficiently well defined

1 an assessment of the impact of proposed development or other land use

changes on the significance of the heritage assets and their settings

1 strategies to conserve the significance efitage assets, and their settings

1 design strategies to ensure new development makes a positive contribution to
the character and local distinctiveness of the historic environment and local

placeshaping

1 proposals for further archaeological investigati within a programme of
research, whether undertaken in response to a threat or not.

IFA (20171
4 METHODOLOGY

4.1 Introduction
4.1.1 The methodology employed during this assessment has been based upon
relevant professional guidance including the Chartered Institute for
I NOK I S 2 $tehdhid ZaddiagRidance for historic environment desked
assessmenfCIfA, 2017).
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4.2 Designated Heritagd@ssets
4.2.1 There are a number of criteria to address and they include the impact of the

proposed development on the significance of the Heritage Assets.

Heritage Asset
4.2.2 Any Heritage Asset which includes a World Heritage Site, Scheduled Monument,
Listed Builthg, Wreck, Registered Park or Garden, Conservation Area or
Landscape can be identified as having a degree of significance meriting
consideration in planning decisions. Heritage Assets are the valued components
of the historic environment and will includdesignated Heritage Assets as well
as assets identified by the Local Planning Authority during the process of

decision making or through the plan making process.

Setting
4.2.3 The surroundings in which a Heritage Asset is experienced. Its extent is not fixed
and may change as the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elementsettirey
may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset or

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

Significance
4.2.4 The value ofa Heritage Asset to this and future generations because of its
heritage interest. That interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or
historic. Significance may be informed by a number of factors which may
include assessment of the significamof the site, setting and building, where

relevant, under a number of headings:

1 Historic significance the age and history of the asset, its development over
time, the strength of its tie to a particular architectural period, the layout of a
site, the pan form of a building, internal features of special character including

chimneystacks and fireplaces,

| Cultural significance the role a site plays inrehistoric setting, village, town or
landscape context, the use of a building perhaps tied to a lochisiny or

agriculture, social connections of an original architect or owner,
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1  Aesthetic/architectural significance the visual qualities and characteristics of
the asset (settlement site or building), long views, legibility of building form,
character of &vations, roofscape, materials and fabric special features of

interest,

1  Archaeological significancgevolution of the asset, phases of development over
different periods, important features, evidence in building fabric, potential for

below ground remains

4.3 Sources
4.3.1 A number of publicly accessible sources were consulted prior to the preparation

of this document.

Archaeological databases
4.3.2 Although it is recognised that national databases are an appropriate resource for
this particular type of assessment, thecal Historic EnvironmentaRecord held
at Kent County CoundiKCCHERpntains sufficient data to provide an accurate
insight into catalogued sites and finds within both the proposed development

area and the surrounding landscape.

4.3.3 The NationaHeritage List for England (NHLE), which is the only official and up to
date database of all natiaily designated heritage assets and is the preferred

archive for a comprehensive HER search.

4.3.4 The Archaeology Data Service Online Catalogue (ADS) was alsdhseadarch
was carried out within a 500m radius of the proposed development site and
relevant HER data is included in the report. The Portable Antiquities Scheme
Database (PAS) was also searched as an additional source as the information

contained withinis not always transferred to the local HER.

Cartographic and Pictorial Documents
4.3.5 A full map regression exercise has been incorporated within this assessment.
Research was carried out using resources offered byKiat County Council,

the internet, Ordnance Surveand the Kent Archaeological Sociegyfull listing
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of bibliographic andcartographic documents used in this study is provided in

Sectionl10.

Aerial photographs
4.3.6 The study of the collection of aerial photographs held by Google Earth was
undertaken(Plates 18).

Secondary and Statutory Resources
4.3.7 Secondary and statutory sourcesjch as regional and periodic archaeological
studies,archaeological reports associated with development conteoidscape
studies, dissertations and research frameworks are considered appropriate to

this type of study and have been included within tésessment.

Walkover Survey

4.3.8 The Site is visited for a walkover survey. This is for the purpose of:

E ]

Identifying any historic landscape features not shown on maps.
1 Conducting a rapid survey for archaeological features.
T Making a note of any surface scatterfsarchaeological material.

1 Identifying constraints or areas of disturbance that may affect

archaeological investigation.

5 ARCHAOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT

5.1 Introduction

5.1.1 This section of the assessment will focus on #nehaeological and historical
development of this area, placing it within a local context. Each period
classification will provide a brief introduction to the wider landscape (500m
radius centred on each site of the PDA), followed by a full record of
archaological site§ Y2y dzySyda FyR NBO2NRA 6AIGKAY
vicinity. There are no Conservation Areas, Scheduled Monuments, Registered

Parks and Gardens, Historic Parks and Gardens or NMP cropmarks within the
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search arealime scales for archaeolagl periods represented in the report are

listed in Table 1.

Palaeolithic ¢. 500,000 B ¢.10,000 BC
'g Mesolithic ¢.10,000 B c. 4,300 BC
g Neolithic c. 4.300 B c. 2,300 BC
g Bronze Age c. 2,300 B¢ c. 600 BC

Iron Age c. 600 B c. AD 43
RomaneBritish c. AD 4% c. AD 410
AngloSaxon AD 410c AD 1066
Medieval AD 1066; AD 1485
Postmedieval AD 1485 AD 1900
Modern AD 1901 present day

Table 1 Classification of Archaeological periods

5.1.2 ThereKent HER records within the 500m assessmentratate tod KS t 5! Qa
positionin The Forstal area of Mersham of which has a large number of Listed
Buildings and farmsteads. Many of the records relate to finds and features
found as part of the CTRL, predominately relating to the Medieval pefiod.
table in Figure 16 details all the finds, features and buildings within the

assessment area

5.2 Designated Heritage Assets
5.2.1 One of the tasks of the site visit was aimedidentify any designated heritage
assets within the wider context of the PDA in accordance with The Setting of

Heritage Asetsg English Heritage Guidance (English Heritage 2011).

522 ¢KAa 3JdzZARIyOS adrisSa GKFG aaSidAiy3a SYo NI (
structures, features and skyline) from which the heritage asset can be
experienced ol KI G OFl'y 68 SELISNASYOSR FTNRY 2N g4
Heritage Assets, Englisketitage 2011).

5.2.3 Thereare 16 listed heritage assetwithin the assessmenarea andtwo HER
building records of a nondesignated asset Fiveof the listed assets relate to

external memorials in the churchyardf which the PDA has no impact and these

assetsare not included hereFull details of these can eund in Figurel6. The
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remainder are a group around the Church leading along Church Street towards
The Forstal area and the PDA. Goodrich Cottage is next to the PDA and The
Farriers Arms opposite one of the entrance by the villeigd. Figurel9 shows

the location of the vilige hall at the rear of the Goodrich Cottage. The
extension to the hall will be on the side away from the rear of the cottage. The
intervisibility between Goodrich Cottage and the proposed houses will be
minimised due to thevillage hall and also vegetah around the edge of the hall

car park. Intervisibility by the other properties do not occur due to their
location, some set back lower that the road level and also that there are already

existing properties fronting the road in Church Road and Blind.La

Table 1 Designated Heritage Assets

TRO3 NE125 Medieval Barn, 30m north west of Mersham Manor. Gra
[I* listed (1233497). Main construction periods
1300 to 1620. Timber framed and
weatherboarded on ragstone base, with ragstol
and red brick cladding to rear elevations. Plain
tiled roof. Hipped roof with hipped streys to left
and to right. Interior: 4 fulbays with aisles with
cantilevered terminal outshots, somewhat
obscured by later divisions. One end bay and
aisles extensively reconstructed ¢.1600, but me
assembly and part of aisle (reversed assembly’
probably contemporary with early C14 Mershar
Manor

TRO3 NE108 Medieval Mersham Manor. Grade | listed (1233281). Ear
to mid-14™ century, altered in the late ¥8
century and extended mid9" century.
Ragstone, painted to entrance elevation and
extended with ragstone (part painted) with red
brick dressings. Plain tiled roof. Hall house ple

TRO3 NW 26 Post Medieval Goodrich Cottage. Grade Il listed (1233657).
Dated 1737 with early cer Timber framed and
clad with red and blue brick chequered brick on
ragstone base. Plain tiled roof. Four bay lobby
entry plan. Two storeys on plinth with hipped
roof and stacks to right and projecting at end le
Four wooden casements on 1st flooro
ground floor, with door of 6 raised and fielded
panels to right with flat hood on brackets, and
datestone over. Interior. catslide outshot to real

TRO3 NE118 Medieval Church of St. John the Baptist. Grade | listed
(1276693). 12 century origin, @panded 1%
century with 1415" century fenestration. 120"
century vestry. Ragstone with plain tiled roof.
Important internal monuments particularly
relating to the Knatchbull family.

TRO3 NW23 Medieval to Post = The Farriers Arms. Public House! téntury.

Medieval Extended in the 18-19" centuries. Grade Il
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listed (1233523). Timber framed core, clad and
extended with painted brick and tile hung to ree
with plain tiled roof. Main block of one storey
and attic with hipped dormer and stack to centr
left and 2 wooden casements, with 2 storey
hipped wing to left with stack at end left, with
glazing bar sash on 1st floor and with 2 storey
wing to right with glazing bar sash on 1st floor,
wooden casements on ground floor and stack &
end right. Centraboarded door in raking porch.
Catslide outshot to rear. Framed interior with
moulded beams.

TR0O3 NW 38 Post Medieval Stables/outbuildings about-30m south and
west of The Farriers Arms. Grade Il listed
(1276525). 18.9" century. Timber framed and
weatherboarded and extended with ragstone
with red brick dressings. Plain tiled roof. Single
storey weatherboarded range with hipped roof.
Wooden casements to left and end right, and
double carriage doors to centre and sliding doc
to right. Hoist housig/upper floor passage at
end left with wooden casement and halbor
below, joining onto 2 storey ragstone block,
hipped to left, with central segmentally headed
boarded door. Included for group value.

TRO3 NE147 Post Medieval Bridge House. Grade tiéd (1276697). 17
century. Painted brick with plain tiled roof.
Lobby entry plan. Two storeys on plinth with plz
band. Hakhipped roof with moulded stacks to
centre left. Three wooden casements on first
floor, and 2 tripartite wooden casements twi
segmental heads on ground floor. Plank and st
door to centre with raking dormer, with hipped
dormer in upper section. Reported timber
framed interior. Investigations undertaken by
Oxford Archaeology in 1999 prior to the
relocation of the house reveadl earlier floor
levels. A possible clay floor and a brick floor we
revealed in the NW and north rooms
respectively, though no dating evidence was
found. A watching brief during the moving of thi
house revealed possible late 14th century activ
consising of post holes, pits, and a gully. Some
residual 12th century pottery probably relates t
earlier activity in the vicinity rather than an
earlier phase of the dwelling.

TR 03 NW 36 Post Medieval Bell House. Grade Il listed (1233520). 16th
century, cladand extended in the 18th century.
Timber framed, exposed to rear with brick infill,
clad and extended with ragstone and painted
brick. Plain tiled roof. Two storeys and attic on
ragstone plinth with parapet to hipped roof with
2 flatdormers with stack$o end left and to end
right. Regular fenestration of 5 sashes on 1st
floor with sunken panels over and aprons belov
and 4 sashes on ground floor with gauged heac
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Central haHglazed door in doorcase with
engaged columns and entablature blocks beari
open pediment. Raking wall attached to right.
Ragstone return walls, and exposed framed re¢

wings.
TR 03 NW 46 Medieval to Post Denne and Projecting Walls. Grade Il listed
Medieval (1276579). 18 century or earlier core, re

fronted in the late 18 century. Timber framed
origin, clad with galleted ragstone, extended wi
tuck-pointed red brick. Plain tiled roof. Two
parallel ranges. Entrance front: 2 storeys on
ragstone plinth, with 3 gaugediok arches on
ground floor, and paired modillion eaves cornic
to hipped roof with rear stacks. Four glazing b
sashes with louvred shutters on 1st floor, and &
on ground floor with gauged heads. Door to
centre left, with moulded panels and moulded
circular central panel, with traceried sefwircular
fanlight and pediment on fluted pilasters.
Projecting from left a brick wall about 7 feet hig
with boarded gateway, projecting about 20
metres. Wall projecting to right, about 10 metre
on ragstone baseRear wing clad in part in
galleted ragstone. Rear range: C16 clasped pu
roof, with reused smoke blackened timbers, an
remains of even earlier cross roof.

TR 03 NW 82 Post Medieval Brook Cottage. Grade Il listed (1233524). Early
18" century. Red hck with tile hanging on first
floor and plain tiled roof. Two storeys and attic
with halfhipped roof and gabled dormer. Sash
to left and glazing bar sash to right on 1st floor,
and wooden casements on ground floor. Boarc
door to end left in raking ph.

TR 03 NW 83 Post Medieval Hannover Mill and Mill House. Grade Il listed
(1233522). C18 or earlier core, remodelled and
greatly extended 1879. Milling machinery by
Holmans of Canterbury. Red brick with some ti
hung framing. Plain tiled roof. Halourtyard
plan. Main range: 2 storeys and attic. Mill
building to right, with 2 hipped dormers, 2
segmentally headed casements on each floor
with boarded doors between (on both floors).
Three storey block to right, with hatfipped roof
and central stak with 1 wooden casement on
each floor and open passageay doorway to
ground floor. Brick on ragstone sluice and race
walls (the whole mill complex is built on ragstor
reinforced walls to stream side) extending som
20 metres upstream. Iron sluicetga with
passage over. The wheel is a 12 foot diameter
breastshot wheel with 56 buckets driving 3 set
of stones originally, now only 2. The whole
wheel and machinery is enclosed within the mil
building.

TR 03 NE 171 Post Medieval Bell House Cottagd-ormerly Grade I listed.
Late 18th century, mainly constructed of red
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brick, although the original rear wall is of Kentis
ragstone and the rear extension is
weatherboarded and has a hdifpped tiled roof
with central brick chimneystack. It is thougit
have been used as servants' accommodation f(
a larger detached house, Bell House (Listed at
Grade Il), situated to the south east

TR 03 NE 239 Post Medieval to  The Annex, Mersham Manor. Al€entury

5.3.1

5.3.2

5.3.3

Modern building to the rear of Mersham Manor. Much
modified. The building is shown on the Tithe
Map of 1840. It is simply recorded as part of the
house and gardens of Mersham Court Lodge ir
the Tithe Apportionment. It was probably an
outbuilding, perhap associated with the garden
of the manor.

5.3 Previous Archaeological Works

Therehave been a small number ofports produced in relation to evaluations
and excavations as part of the CTRL in 1P3®7 in the area to the north of the

PDA. These amovered below

The Museum of London ArchaegloService (MoLAS) undertook an evaluation
in the area of Little Hoolcarm, circad50m north, north westfrom the PDA
(EKE5116) The site was targeted as a result of a number of geophysical
anomalies. Total é&nch length was 150m. Archaeological features were located
in all trenches. An Iron Agmastwestditch was found, dated by large amounts
of pottery, the amount of suggests that there may be an unidentified Iron Age
settlement nearbywith the ditch beingpart of the enclosure of the inhabited
area that could lie northwardsA number of what has been interpreted as Post
Medieval linear field boundaries were seen aligned south west to north east. No
dating evidence was found in the ditchésnpublished Doguent: MOLAS. 1998.

West ofMersham: An Archaeological Evaluation)

An evaluation was undertaken by the Canterbury Archaeological Trust (CAT) in
1998 of land east of Mersham ahead of the CTRL constru¢fEkiE5106) circa
350m north east of the PDA The ara investigated was north of the existing
London to Folkestone railway. Ten trenches were excavated with archaeological
features in two. These features included a number of pits and a large ditch.
Dating evidence from one of the pits was prehistoric potteated to the Iron

Age but is thought to be residual as the same layer had late Medieval/Post

Medieval tile/brick. The ditch was on a west/nonlest to east/southeast
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5.34

5.35

alignment and it is possible that it is a continuation of the ditch found in the
1998evaluation above. The direction of which towards the pond suggests it may
well be for drainage as well as or instead of a boundary marker and possibly
Medieval in date(Unpublished Document: Canterbury Archaeological Trust.

1999. Archaeological Evaluati®eport: East of Mersham).

Another evaluation was undertaken by CiATadvance of the CTRL works in an
area immediately south of the chureh 1998, an area just under 1 hectgiEeKE
5108) and circa 300m north east of the PDAArchaeological features were
found in seven of the nine trenches. Finds includel déntury pottery. Many

pits and ditches especially in the southern area included iron slag derived from
smelting(563kg was recovered)Many post holes and beam slots suggested the
site hadtimber buildings associated with the iramorking. Further evaluation
work was also done on the field immediately to the eashich found the
continuation of a ditch but no metalworkiragtivity. The site was interpreted as

an early Medkeval metalworkingsite. The site also contained late Angl@axon
artefacts suggesting the site may have started earlier. After 1200 AD, the site is
quiet, then renewal of activity is seen circa 140 AD. Ditches marked the
western and southern boundaries of the shet also carried water to the site.
The site also included evidence of a new field system in the late Medieval period
with only agricultural features from this point onwarfidnpublished Document:
Canterbury Archaeological Trust. 1999. Mersham, Kent:iledtarchaeological

Worksc Interim Report).

Investigations of earlier activity beneath Bridge House prior to its removal as
part of the CTRL works. 7 test pits were dug within the house to determine
earlier floor levels, and a watching brief was undeetalduring the removal of

the housecirca 300m north east of the PBBKE11016)

Landscape Characterisation

5.3.6

The PDA is in an area characterised by KCC Historic Landscape Characterisation
2F Yaol GGSNBR a
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5.3.7 A second world war Spitfire crash site, to the east of Bi2A has been
designated as Protected Military RemaifBMR) site under the Protection of
Military Remains Act 1986 where the wreckage of all military aircraft (UK or
other nations) that crashed in the United Kingdom, in United Kingdom territorial
waters @ in United Kingdom controlled waters are automatically protected
irrespective of whether there was loss of life or whether the wrecking occurred
during peacetime or in a combathe exact location is not known but is in the
area of the recreation field,oaith east of the pub on the southern side of the
EastStour. (Fig.18).

Sour Palaeolithic Area

5.3.8 The PDA is on the edge of the Palaeolithic area designated PCA 38 being a band
north of the PDA running across Mersham and the steep slofiss area cover
the internal part of the Weald basin, where there is an undulating plain of solid
bedrock formed variously of Weald Clay, Tunbridge Wells Sand and Wadhurst
Clay. Of the Palaeolithic period, two findspots of handaxes are known. One is
accurately locatedtaGreenhill Farm Egerton (MKE3388) where a single handaxe
was found on surface of a ploughed field. The other is the general Biddenden
area. Consequentlyhe likelihood of Palaolithic remains is considered very low.
Immediately to the south of the PDA PCA 36, being the Stour alluvium and
underlying deposits, within Wealden basin in vicinity of Ashfdite dluvium is
of the Holocene period and can be underlain at its edges by Pleistocene
slopewash deposits that are mostly likely to be of Late Deaarsje. Few finds
are known. The main site is the quarry at Conningbrook Manor (FWS_M_142).
This has produced (very rare, for Britain) evidence of Early Upper Palaeolithic
presence in form of a distinctive pabifacially worked blade point. The

likelihoad of finds is classed as |d#ig.19).

0-100m Radius
5.3.9 There aresixKHER emiesfor this area Brook cottage, Grade Il listed is on the
eastern side of Flood Street dating from the earl§ t8ntury and is circa 100m
south of the PDA (TR 03 NW 82). In the same area are the Grade Il listed The
Farriers Arms (TR 03 NW 23) and associated stables and outbuildings (TR 03 NW
38). Immediately next to the eastern boundary of the PDA by the villaligsha
the Grade Il listed Goodrich Cottageth a data of 1737, although it has an
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earlier core (TR 03 NW 26). To the west of Goodrich Cottage on the present site
of the current village hall used to be a barn (MKE 88724). Circa 50m south of the
PDA there sed to be a row element to a building that has since been

demolished that many be pickers huts (MKE 83201).

100-200m Radius

5.3.10 Thereare sixKHER eniesfor this areaHanover Mill is circa 150m south east of
the PDA on theEastStour river. The mill andoluse are Grade Il listed and
originated in the 18 century with late 19 century extensions (TR 03 NW 83).
To the east of the PDA, circa 150m and 120m respectively, is Bell House Cottage
(TR 03 NE 171) and Bell House (TR 03 NW 36). The cottage used to be listed and
is late 18th century and was possibly servant accommodation for the main
house. The Grade Il lgt Bell House is 16th century clad and extended in the
18th century.Bridge House is circa 200m to the north, north east of the PDA and
is Grade Il listed from the T7century (TR 03 NE 147). The house has moved
northwards as a result of the CTRhd the original site is circa 180m north,
north east of the PDA (TR 03 NE.69Jhe London and Dover Railway was
completed by 1844 and passes within 200m north east of the PDA at its closest
point (TQ 84 SW 1).

200-300m Radius
5.3.11 Thee are three KHER enies for this area Two relate to Portable Antiquities
Scheme finds, where the exact location of the find is not kmawnd is recorded
to a general grid square. Circa 300m north a Roman coin of Constantine | dating
322-325 AD was foundMKE 56489and circa 300mauth east of the PDAa
single Iron Age coin of Cunobelin was discovélMKE 68755)The same area as
the Iron Age coin is also attributed to a Second World War Spitfire crash site

whoseexact location is not known (TR 03 NE 240).

300-400m Radius
5.3.12 Thereare 14 KHERecords for this area. The area south of the church, circa
350m east, north east of the PD& Medieval metalworking site was found with
the main activity dating to 1050200 AD, although the site also contained
AngloSaxon artefacts sggsting earlieuse TR 03 NE 64)Further excavation

eastward in the area found boundary ditches plus pits (TR 03 NE 63). North East
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of the PDA on the southern side of the churchyard are a number of listed tombs

and gravestones from the T8century, abng with a church sundial (TR 03 NE

123, TR 03 NE 172, TR 03 NE 173, TR 03 NE 189, TR 03 NE 188). To the south
west of the church is Mersham Manor, which is Grade | listed (TR 03 NE 108)
from the earlyto mid-14" century. The nearby site was also a farmat

originally called Court Lodge (MKE 87420), along with an Annex (TR 03 NE 2389),

a 19" century building being an outbuilding to the Manor, and a Gratlésiied

barn probably contemporary with the Manor in the"ldentury (TR 03 NE 123)

circa 350mrom the PDA thamakes up the complex of buildings.

5.3.13 To the south, south west of the PDA is the Grade Il listed building of Denne and
projecting walls. Originally built in the @&entury and refronted in the 18
century (TR 03 NW 46). This being asded with The Den farmstead (MKE
yompy o P /| ANDI ounY y2NIK gSaid Aa GKS Tl
farm itself has been demolished and after a number of years a new one built

slightly to the east of the original site (MKE 83200).

400-500m Radius

5.3.14 There is one KHER record for this areSometime in the 19 century a
Roman/AngleSaxon pottery of cinerary urand cup and saucewas found circa
450m north east of the PDA (TR 03 NE 8head of the CTRL construction,
evaluations at Little Hook Farm, circa 450m north west of the PDA found linear
field ditches relating to the Iron Age dated by pottery (TR 03 NW 19). To the far
north east of the assessment area is the Grade | listed church from the 12
century 9TR 03 NE 118). To the far south west of the assessment area is an

outfarm that has been demolished (TMKE 56489).

54 Archaeologicahnd HistoricalNarrative
5.4.1 Mershammeans setement of thea Ersas or famous ones. Beitlaersa
hnmQn old Englishit was speltMersaham in 858AD, Merseham in 1086 AD and
was Mersham by 1191 AD. Is thought this probably related to a tribe of
victorious warriors. Forstal is a wordarely found outside of Kenand many
YAY2N) aSGGftSYSyGa I NBorsthR®SNNBR Y2l yRYy Y S
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5.4.2

5.4.3

5.4.4

enclosure or standing place in front of a farmhouse and usually confirmed to the

pastoral areas especially around the Weald.

There is littleevidencewithin Mersham during the prehistoric, Iron Age and
Roman periodsAthough following the CTRL excavatiatd.ittle Hook Farmit

is though that an unidentified Iron Age settlement may exist in the dreghe

north east of Mersham, there are twring ditch cropmarks. In the wider area,
1km to the north west of the PDA on the outskirts of Sevington, Bronze Age ring
ditches, fields systems and trackways have been found. Finds included struck
flint. Pottery from the site all camerdm the Roman eriod with a gap in
occupation in that area until the ¥2and 13" century. The lack of Roman finds
suggests the landscape fell out if use during the Iron Age and the area not
intensively occupied by the Romaather than the Roman Road from Ashford

towards the fort at Lympne passed circa 1km south of the PDA.

Hasted, an historian writing in 1798mments that Mersham was given by one
Siward and Matilda (his wife) or alternatively by King Ethelred to the monks of
Christ ChurchThe village is believetb date back to Saxon times when the
original church was replaced by a stone one in the 12th century. At the time of
the Domesday Book in 108D, the village was part of tHeongridgeHundred

and the Archbishop of Canterbury Christ Church held the lafitiere were 48
householder, 39 villagers and 9 smallholders. There were 12 ploughland for 3
f 2NRQa LJ 2dzZ3KGSFYa ¢gA0K mc YSyQa L 2dAK
meadow, Woodland, 2 mills, 2 salthouses and a church. One of those mills is
possiblethat at Hannover Miland the other Swanton Mill Metal working was a
significant feature to the village in the area to the south of the church in the
early Medieval period, although it may have started earlier in Saxon tasést
formed part of its due to Chist Church Priory The church was extended in the

13" century and new windows added in the'14and 15" centuries.

East of the village three Angi®axon burials were found in 1828, near Bower
Farm. The burials included grave goods of broocheskles, sword, spearhead
and knife. There were also some other possible burials from this period found
elsewhere in the village in the #@entury, as well as a ciray urn. This eastern

area of the church formed part of the Medieval settlement aredofsing
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5.4.5

5.4.6

5.4.7

quarrying in 1967 where wells, pitsd pottery was discovered from the 13

and 14" centuries.

A distinctive feature to Kent is the largeale farmstead, often called a Court

Lodge farm and isisuallysited next to a church, which often developed as a
manorial or estate farmThis appears to be the case here at Mersham. The
Court Lodge is now knawas the Manor House and the Court Lodge name has

since passed to a nearby modern property.

Mersham Hatclon the north side of the A28, Ashford to Hythe Ramathe seat

of the Knatchbull family and has belonged to the family since the time of Henry
VII. The Knatchbull family have many internal monuments in the church and a
family plot outsideand was a major landowner in the area with Christ Church

second largest.

Essentially the village was a farming community made up of many farmsteads
with pastue ard orchards. It consisted of three parts. The northern part by the
Knatchbull park. The middle section of the village being mainly sheep pasture
and the far southern area being of clay and cold and sterile soil, which used to
be inaccessible in winteThe area in this time was a collection of hamlets and

isolated farmsteads.

In 1801 the population was 571, rising to 722 by 1881 as a result of population
growth as seen elsewhere during the same peripd1844 the railway from
Ashford to Folkestonegssed through the village to the south of the church via a
cutting. This necessitation a change in the road levels of Church Road in order
than it could pass over the cuttingThe opening of the M20 in the late 1970s,
close to the main Ashford to Hytheo®& further split Mersham from Mersham
Hatch. In the late 1990s, the Chanel Tunnel Rail Link was constructed
immediately to the north of the Victorian railway and the cutting replaced in

parts with a tunnel.

55 Cartographic Sources and Map Regression
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Andrews, Duryand Herberimap of 17®
5.5.1 Andrews, Duryand Herbert published their atlas some thirty years before the

Ordnance Survey, immediately becoming the bé&sigescale maps of the
county. This shows aparselypopulated landscape. The church and the @ust
of buildings to the west of that can be seen. Moving down south westwards on
the east side of Church Road is the location of Bell House. Further south west is
a small road to the east towards the river in which thdlnsi currently. The
southern corer is likely to be the Farriers Arms. Blind lane which traverses
north west, takes a more rounded route back up towards Mersham Heath. On
the western side of Church Road, one of the properties is likely to be Goodrich
Cottage. However, there appears t@ kanother building fronting the road
broadly in the area of the Old Post Office. Thare also two buildings showing
on the northern side of Blind Lane and a larger group of buildings on Blind Line
G2 0GKS y2NIK 2Sado CKAA YI& 0SS WSYYSGidQ
PDA appears to be fields.(Fig. 3)

Hasted, 798
5.5.2 The area istill sparsely populateénd the locations of buildings not dissimilar
to the map aboveother than the church appears to be located too far to the
north east along Church Stre@tig.4).

Ordnance Surveyors Drawings 1797

5.5.3 This map shows théndividual buildingsand essentially shows an agricultural
landscapeThe area of the PDA is fields and on the eastern boundary can been
seen Goodrich Cottag@he building to the south of it seems to have gonke
map still does not appear to show a draige ditch in the area of the PDA. To
the south of the PDA there appears to be an area of Gr&erthe north west of
the PDA is the farmstedalt the other buildings along Blind Lane are no longer
AK2gAYy 30D ltazz . fAYR [FyS y2g | LIISFNRA :z
road. It may be that the footpath that currently passes to the south of Jemmett
Farm follows the path of the old roado the south east are the buildings
associated with The Farrier Arnmfsurther south east of the Farrier Arms is the
Mill building and the course of THeastStour passes this point. South west of
the PDA a separate watercourse branches off EhstStour and the straight

lines suggest this is manade.To the east on the opposite side of Church Road
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is Bell House and associated cottage. Moving north east up Church Road can
been seen the cluster of buildingsd the Manor House, annex and banmound
the church. (Fig. 5)

Tithe Map from 182

5.5.4 The tithe map shows greater detail. The PDA forms parts oftlee fields
designated 245 and 246 both of which are pasture with the owneegsniah
Goodrich and thexccupierof the land Onslow Andrew®art of fietl 246 within
the area of the PDA now appears to follow the line of the present drainage ditch.
A footpath crosses field 246 from Blind Lane towards the farmstead known here
asBoysFarm f 1 SNJ 1 y2 6y | ésenfisdlyvemithg dffezcorr@d NJY 0
of Blind LaneThe building designated 248 is Goodrich Cottage and 244 is a barn
and yard at the rear, again, owned by Jeremiah Goodrich and occupied by Henry
Rudd. The barn is within the PDA. The location of Farriers Arms and Hanover Mill
can be seen to theast of the PDA. The area to the south of the PDA shows the

course of Thé&astStour and the associated drainage ditcliEi.6).

HistoricOS Map 182 1:2500
5.5.5 This is the first properly scaled OS madpe PDA igart of a field designated91
and 172 The farmstead seen to theorth west has now changed its name to
WSYYSGiQa CINXY® ¢KS SIFIaGdSNYy o02dzyRIFINE 27
and associated Barn. To the north east of the PDA can been seen theyrailwa
cutting and areas designated 193 and 194 are the banks alongside Church Road
that have been constructed in order that the road rises to pass over the railway.
This has necessitated a small change in the driveway up to Bell House. The area
is still geneally pasture.The Denne farmstead can be seen in the south west
corner of the map and the area in to the north east of that now labelled The

Forstal(Fig.7).

Historic OS map 88 1:2,500
5.5.6 No changeso the PDAare apparenbther thanthe barn at the reaof Goodrich
Cottage is no longer there, just a small outbuildidgschool has been built north
east of Bell House up against the cutting of the railway. No other changes are

noted. (Fig8).
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Historic OS map907 1:2,500
5.5.7 The P has not change@nd the general area around is still fieldslowever,

more properties are springing up alotige southemn side ofBlind Lane (Fig9).

Historic OS map B8-19391:2,500
5.5.8 There has been one change to the PDA in that tleeemnow two new building
next to each othershowing to the south west of Goodrich Cottage on the
western side of Church Roadorth east of Goodrich cottage a new residential
property has been built on the south side of the railway cutting. To the north

6Saiz Wanhadpdais ahavEbeen demolish@glo).

Historic OS map971-19721: 2500

5.5.9 Theae have been significant changes in the area of the PDA. The part that
showed 2 new buildings in the previous map now has a large rectangular
building labelled village HaWe know that this hall was built in 19630 the
south west of that is anotheraw building labelled the post office located on the
corner of Church Road and Blind Lane. More residential properties have been
built on the southern side of Blind Lane. The drainage ditch within the PDA is
now showing that there is a footbridge across tlveo fields. In the area of
Hanover Mill a number of large agricultural buildings and silos have been built.
To the north west there now appears to be a new set of farm buildings called
Jemmett Farm in a slightly different location to the original boddi that were

previously demolishe@Fig.1).

Historic OS map ¥2 1:2500
5.5.10 There does not appear to be any difference to the map al{Bigel2).

Historic OS map B89-1992 1:2500
5.5.11 A new residential property has been built between the village hall thedOId
Post Office.At the southern corner of the PDA, the residential property of
Fairlawn has been built and to the west of that, also facing Blind Lane, a

pumping station at the southern end of the drainage ditch in the FBgL3).

Historic OS map9h1-19931:2500
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5.5.12 There do not appear to be any chandegy.4).

Post 1993
5.5.13 The major change in the PDA following the 19993 map is that the village hall
site has since become a car park to a new village hall built in the area to the rear
of Goodrich Cottage. Residential houses have also been built between the school

and Bell lduse on the eastern side of Church Road.

5.6 Aerial Photographs

19405
5.6.1 This shows the PD&s partas pasture with the drainage ditch passing through
the PDA with a number of bushes along the ditch. On the eastern boundary is
Goodrich Cottage and to the south of that in the PDA is small unidentified
building. Jemmet Farm to the north west is not instamce. To the north of the
railway, higher on the slope the area is predominately orchard with pasture

dominating the area around the PDfPlate 1)

1960
5.6.2 The small building has been replatavith a new village Hall building to the
south of Goodrich Qtage. Further south fothat is the Old Post Office. To the
north west, new Jemmett Farm buildings have been bliilthe field next to the
PDA there appears to a possible ditch line on a south west to north west axis to
the west of the drainage ditcht is unclear as to what this may be but could be

drainage related or an old fielsbundary Plae 2).

1990

5.6.3 No changes are noted to the PDA except that on the eastern and southern
boundaries, residential properties and the pumping station has been built. |
the field to the west of the PDA, there appears to be a number of cropmarks.
One is the line seen on the previous photo but additional ones are seen. A
shorted one on the same axis to the west, which appears to turn the corner to a

north west/south eas access heading towards the corner of Blind Lane by the
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farm. It is possible that part of this this follows some of the old footpath. Again

it is not clear what they relate to(Plate 3.

2003
5.6.4 The new village hall has been built in its present locatibthe rear of Goodrich
Cottage. The previous building has been demolished and that area is now a car
park for the village hall. The CTRL has been constructed to the north of the
original railway line with a tunnel in the area to the north of the sdhabich is

grassed over.(Plakt 4).

2007
5.6.5 The PDA appears to be arable. Some possible cropmarks can be seen to the west
of the PDA. (Plae 5).

2008
5.6.6 No changes are notegPlate6).

2014
5.6.7 No changes are notedPlate 7).

2017
5.6.8 No changes are noteather than the PDA has reverted to grgBsate 8).

5.7 Walkover Survey
5.7.1 The walkover survey is not intended as a detailed survey but the rapid
identification of archaeological features and any evidence for buried
archaeology in the form of surfaceadters of lithic or pottery artéacts. The
walkover survey was undertaken on th®th July 2018. No artefacts or

archaeological features were identified in thvalkover(Plates9-19).

5.7.2 The PDAIis grassedvith the exception of the tarmacked parking area ttwe
village Hall. The area of the drainage ditch has hedgerow along the northern
part of its length incorporating some trees. The area between the village hall
parking and the grass fatis screened by a hedge. To the north of the PDA, the

grassed fiel continues. In the area bordered by the rear gardens of the
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properties in Church Road and Blind lane there is low fencing. The village hall sits

slightly lower than the field to the west.

5.8 Summary of Potential

Palaeolithic
5.8.1 The Palaeolithic period represes the earliest phases of human activity in the
British Isles, up to the end of the last Ice Age. The Kenthd&® records from
this period within the 500m assessment arebherefore, he potential for
finding remains that date to this periogithin the confines of the development

site is consideretbw.

Mesolithic
5.8.2 The Mesolithic period reflects a society of huntgtherers active after the last
Ice Age. The Kent HER has no res®mim this period within the assessment
area Thereforethe paential for finding remains that date to this period within

the confines of the development site is consideted.

Neolithic
5.8.3 The Neolithic period was the beginning of a sedentary lifestyle based on
agriculture and animal husbandry. The Kent HERhbaiecords from this period
within the assessment aredherefore, potential for finding remains that date to

this period within the confines of the development site is considdosd

Bronze Age
5.8.4 The Bronze Age was a period of large migrations from the continent and more
complex social developments on a domestic, industrial and ceremonial level. The
KentHERho recordsfrom this period within the assessment arekherefore, the
potential for findirg remains that date to this period within the confines of the

development site is considerddw.

Iron Age
5.8.5 The Iron Age is, by definition a period of established rural farming communities

A N
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within the assessment are®nebeing the Iron Agdinear field ditches found at

Little Hook Farm circa 450m north west of the PDA. It is thought that an

unlocated contemporary settlement may be nearby to the north. Under the

portable Antiquities scheme (PA&)) Iron Age coin was found and is placed in

the recads circa 300m south east. However, PAS finds are normally located to

a grid square rather thannaexad location and therefore the find could have

been found anywhere within the wider assessment are&e potential for

finding remains that date to this period within the confines of the development

site is consideretbw.

RomaneBritish
5.8.6 TheRomanaBritish period is the term given to the Romanised culture of Britain

under the rule of the Roman Empire, following the Claudian invasion in AD 43,
Britain then formed part of the Roman Empire for nearly 400 yebine Kent
HERhastwo records from this periodwithin the assessment are& Samian cup

and saucer was found in the 12%entury circa 450m north east of the PDA.
Also, 300m north of the PDA a Roman coin was foilliedthe south, just over
1km from the PDA, is the route of the Roman RoawmfrAshford towards
Lympne, which was the location of a Roman fotielikelihood of chance finds
cannot be discounted buthe potential for finding remains that date to this

period within the confines of the development site is considded.

Anglo-Saxon
5.8.7 The Kent HER hamne record from this period within the assessment arefa

which much is not known. Thisascinerary urn found in the 9century. There
is the possibility that the metal working seen to the east of the church has
AngloSaxon originsTherefore,the potential for finding remains that date to

this period within the confines of the development site is considdosd

Medieval
5.8.8 The Kent HER hagvenrecords from this period within the assessment area
Thearea around the church to the east has bedentified as a metalworking
site with slag, pits, ditches for water, and boundary ditches. The Grade | listed

church has origins in the early Medieval period and next to the church is also the
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14" centuryGrade IManor House and Grade llisted barn. South of the church

by the East Stour river is the "L8entury public house, The Farriers Arms, which

is grade two listed and near to the PDA. Circa 350m south, south west of the
PDA is Denne and projecting walls being a Grade Il listégirbperty thatmay

have an earlier core. The map regression suggests this area was likely to have
been fields in this periadAlthough the Andrews and Dury map appears to show
some additional buildings on the north side of Blind Lane and the west side of
Church Road, smh of Goodrich Cottage. Theses buildings are no longer here
and may be either under more modern buildings on Church Road or undetected
under the field at Blind Lane. It is possible that the road in Blind Lane changed
trajectory to avoid the flood plaimrea of the East Stour or it may be due to
some other unknown reasonn addition some of the Google Earth maps
suggests possible cropmarks af unknown identiy, that they may possihf
relate to drainage ditches or field boundaries perhaps they couldbe one of

the demolished properties seen in the earlier map®wever, these appear to

be located outside of the PDA arélerefore, the potential for finding remains
that date to this perioccannot be entirely discountedithin the confines of the

development sitebut it is consideredow.

Post Medieval

5.8.9 The Kent HER h&4 records fromthis period within the assessment ardéive
relate to memorials and sundials in the church yard. The rest relates to buildings
with the exception of the London aridover Railway and six farmstead records.
The farmsteads are discussed in the section below. A number of the listed
buildings from this period are close to the PDA, especially Goodrich Cottage
(Grade 1), which is located immediately east of the villageamal is from 1737.
Over the road at the Farriers Arms site, are the Grade Il listed Post Medieval
stables and outbuilding€irca 100m south of the PDA is Brook Cottage, Grade |l
listed from the early 18 century situated in Flood Land.o the east othe PDA
on the eastern side of Church Road, circa 120m from the PDA, is the Grade Il
listed Bell House from the T6century. That was clad and extended in thé"18
century. As the house is set back from the road and that the road is higher than
the surraunding land, there is no intervisibility with the PDMearby is also Bell
House Cottage, that used to be Grade Il list€tca 150m south east of the PDA

is Hanover Mill and Mill House dated to the™&:ntury but may have an earlier
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coreand remodelle extensively in the Victorian perioBy the Manor House is

a 19" century Annex being a much modified™&entury building.tlis not listed

but recorded as part of the group with the Manor Houdgridge House is to the
north of the PDA. It was originally closer but was moved as part of the CTRL due
to its Grade Il listed statusdap regression confirms that theDAwas fieldsin

this period, therefore lhe potential for finding remains that date to this period

within the confines of the development site is consideled.

Modern
5.8.10 KHER #&sone record datingto this periodbeing a Protected Military Remains

site of a Spitfire Crasim 1940. The exact site is unknown but is thought to be
circa 300m south east of the PDAefefore, the potential for finding remains

dating to this period in the PDA is consideted.

Farmsteads

5.8.11 There aresixfarmstead records. One immediataly the PDA, which is on the
site of the present village hall. This was outfarm to the west of Goodrich
Cottage which was a field barn as seen on the early maps that has since been
completely demolished. Immediately south of the PDA on the southern side of
Blind Lane, was another outfarm thought to be pickers huts, agasnhés also
been demolished and residential properties built in this arda the west of the
t5! X gFa WSYYSUiGQa CFNY &asSsSy 2y GKS
completely demolished and a newer farm called Jemmet Farm rebuilt slightly to
the east. Merrsham Manor was also a farmstead, originally referred to as a Court
Lodge as the house, barn and annex still exist, there has been only a partial loss
of its original form. The other farmstead was in the area to the south, south west
of the PDA, being BhDen, which appears to have no apparent alteration as a
farmstead and an outfarm on the outer edge of the assessment area, which has

been demolished.

Overview
5.8.12 Thisdeskbased assessment has considered the archaeological potential of the

site but thispotential can only be tested by fieldwork.
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5.8.13 The deslbased assessment has considered the archaeological potential of the
site. Archaeological investigations in the vicinity, map research, the historical
environment record results and recent archaeolagiovestigations have shown

that the PDA may contain archaeological sites and these can be summarised as:
wPrehistoriclow
wlron Agelow
wRomanilow
wAnNgloSaxoniow
wMedieval:low
wPostMedieval:low

wModern: low

6 IMPACT ASSESSMENT

6.1 Introduction
6.1.1 Cartographic Regression, Topographical Analysis, and Historic Research have
provided evidence for the historic use of the site. By collating this information,
we have assessed the impact on previous archaeological remains through the

followingmethod of categorisation:

9 Total Impact- Where the area has undergone a destructive process to a depth that
would in all probability have destroyed any archaeological remains e.g.

construction, mining, quarrying, archaeological evaluations etc.

1 High Impat ¢ Where the ground level has been reduced to below natural
geographical levels that would leave archaeological remains partly in situ either
in plan or section e.g. the construction of roads, railways, buildirsgsp

foundationsetc.

1 Medium Impact ¢ Where there has been low level or random disturbance of the

ground that would result in the survival of archaeological remains in areas
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undisturbed e.g. the installation of services, pstdne or piled foundations,

temporary structures etc.

1 Low Impact¢ Where the ground has been penetrated to a very low level e.g. farming,

landscaping, slab foundation etc.

6.2 Historic Impacts
6.2.1 Cartographic regression (5.5), Topographic analysis (1.2) and Historical research
(5.4) indicate that thé°®DA wasgricultural land, with pasture the most common
use. Therefore, any impact on surviving archaeological remains would have

beenlow.

6.2.2 Theuseof the PDA for residential developmeand the village hall extension
will require foundations. As a consequence, the proposed development will
have ahigh impact upon any potential archaeologyithin the area of the
foundations. In addition, it is proped to move the drainage ditch. The depth of

which will also have a high impact on any surviving archaeological remains.

7 ARCHAEOLOGICAL MITIGATION

7.1 Introduction
7.1.1 The purpose of this archaeological déslsed assessment was to provide an
assessment of theomtextual archaeological record in order to determine the
potential survival of archaeological deposits that may be impacted upon during

any proposed construction works.

7.1.2 The assessment has generally shown that the area to be developed is within an
area oflow archaeological potential foall periods.However, the possibility of

finding remains from the Medieval periahwardscannot be discounted.

8 OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

8.1 Archive
8.1.1 Subject to any contractual requirements on confidentiality, two copieshi
deskbased assessment will be submitted to the LPA and Kent County Council

(Heritage) within 6 months of completion.
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8.2 Reliability/Limitations of Sources
8.2.1 The sources that were used in this assessment were, in general, of high quality.
The majority of tle information provided herewith has been gained from either
LlJdzof AAKSR GSEGA& 2N I NOKIF S22t 23A0! ¢ WINBeQ

and therefore considered as being reliable.

8.3 Copyright
8.3.1 Swale & Thames Survey Company and the author shall retaioofayright on
the commissioned report under the Copyright, Designs Raténts Act 1988. All
rights are reserved, excepting that it hereby provides exclugieaceto Forest
Homes (Kent) Ltdand representatives) for the use of this document in all

mattersdirectly relating to the project.

Paul Wilkinson PhD MCIfA.
SWAT Archaeology
Juy 2018
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Figure 2Proposed DevelopmeAireg
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Figure 3Andrew, Dury and Herbekap from1769
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Figure6: 1841 Tithe Map
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10 APPENDIX { KCC HER DAT®EE FIGURE&19)

KHER Type Location Period Description

HLC The PDA is in aarea characterised by KCC Historic Landscape

/ KI NI Ol S Naatteledsett2rnyent®ith paddocks (post 1800
extentQ ® ¢ KS sbuth®fithe @DAdréchainétesised as
thiscellaneous valley bottom paddocks and pastufesthe east is
0KS YOKEYt QG mymn SEGSYyiQo

TRO3 NE9 Findspot c.450m NE Roman /AnglaSaxon | Cinerary Urn, cup and saucer. Samian saucer and cup and glob
urn tentively identified as Saxon and exhibited in 1853.
TRO3 NE63 Monument c.400m E Medieval Medievalmetalworking site found in 1998 east of Mersham durin

CTRL. Features include a boundary ditch marking the southern
boundary of the metal working site and pits

TRO3 NE64 Monument c.350m ENE Medieval Metalworking site, south of the church backfilled with iron slag,
ditchesfor water dating to 10561200 AD. Many featussalso
contained late Saxon artefacts suggesting the site may have
originatedcirca 8501050 AD. Some renewal of activity occurred
14751500 AD but ended by 1775

TRO3 NE69 Monument c.180m NE PostMedieval Former site of Bridge House farm. It was a Grade |l listed buildi
that was moved prior to the CTRL construction™ é&ntury with
18" century major alterations, painted brick with plain tiled roof
and timer framed interior.

TRO3 NW 19 Monument c.450m NW Iron Age Linear Field ditches, Little Hook Farm. Late Iron Age ditch and
associated pottery was found in 1997, ahead of @ERL. IT is
suggested that an unlocated contemporary settlement may be
nearby. Post Medieval fie ditches were also observed.

TRO3 NE 23 Listed Building c.400m NE PostMedieval Tomb chest to Elizabeth Mantel dated 1761, 20m south of the
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church Grade Il listed (1233478)imple chest with 3 moulded pier
along long sides and to corners on base with moulded top slab.
Simple inscription panels.

TRO3 NE 25 Listed Building c.350m NE Medieval Barn, 30m north west of Mersham Manor. Graddifited
(1233497). Main construction periods 1300 to 16Jd0mber framed
and weatherboarded on ragstone base, with ragstone and red b
cladding to rear elevations. Plain tiled roof. Hipped roof with
hipped streys to left and to right. Interior: 4lfibbays with aisles with
cantileveredierminal outshots, somewhat obscured by later
divisions. One end bay and aisles extensively reconstructed c.1
but main assembly and part of aisle (reversed assembly) probak]
contemporary with early C14 Mersham ta

TRO3 NW83 Listed Building c.150m SE Post Medieval Hannover Mill and Mill House. Grade Il listed (12335223 or
earlier core, remodelled and greatly extended 1879. Milling
machinery by Holmans of Canterbury. Red brick with some tile
hungframing. Plain tiled roof. Hatburtyard plan. Main range: 2
storeys and attic Mill building to right, with 2 hipped dormers, 2
segmentally headed casements on each floor with boarded doot
between (on both floors). Three storey block to right, witif-
hipped roof and central stack with 1 wooden casement on each
floor and open passag&ay doorway to ground floorBrick on
ragstone sluice and race walls (the whole mill complex is built or
ragstone reinforced walls to stream side) extending someng@es
upstream. Iron sluice gates with passage over. The wheel is a
foot diameter breasishot wheel with 56 buckets driving 3 sets of
stones originally, now only 2. The whole wheel and machinery i
enclosed within the mill building

TRO3 NW82 Liged Building c.100mS PostMedieval Brook Cottage. Grade Il listed (1233524). Earffycitury.Red
brick with tile hanging on first floor and plain tiled roof. Two stor
and attic with hakhipped roof and gabled dormer. Sash to left af
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glazing bar sash to right on 1st floor, and wooden casements on
ground floor. Board door to end left in rakj porch.

TRO3 NW46

Listed Building

c. 350m SSW

Medievalto Post
Medieval

Denne and Projecting Walls. Grade Il listed (1276579)ca6tury
or earlier core, réronted in the late 18 century. Timber framed
origin, clad with galleted ragstone, extded with tuckpointed red
brick. Plain tiled roof. Two parallel ranges. Entrance front: 2 stg
on ragstone plinth, with 3 gauged brick arches on ground floor, &
paired modillion eaves cornice to hipped roof with rear stacks. F
glazing bar sags with louvred shutters on 1st floor, and 3 on
ground floor with gauged heads. Door to centre left, with mould
panels and moulded circular central panel, with traceried semi
circular fanlight and pediment on fluted pilasters. Projecting fror
left a biick wall about 7 feet high with boarded gateway, projectir]
about 20 metres. Wall projecting to right, about 10 metres, on
ragstone base. Rear wing clad in part in galleted ragsteear
range: C16 clasped purlin roof, withused smokélackened
timbers, and remains of even earlier cross roof.

TRO3 NE171

Building

c. 150m E

Post Medieval

Bell House Cottage. Formerly Grade Il listed. Latecéstury,
mainly constructed of red brick, although the original rear wall is
Kentish ragstone and thear extension is weatherboarded and hg
a halthipped tiled roof with central brick chimneystadkis thought
to have been used as servants' accommodation for a larger
detached house, Bell House (Listed at Grade II), situated to the
south east

TRO3NE172

Listed Building

c.400m NE

Post Medieval

Chest tomb to Jane Morris dated 1781, 1m south of the church.
Grade Il listed (1276631 hest on raised base, with raised and
fielded side panels and wide balustershaped side piers. Moulde
top slab.

TRO3NE173

Listed Building

c.400mNE

Post Medieval

Sundial 5m south of the church dated 1763.Grade Il listed
(1276638) Stone with brass or bronze dial and dial plate. Turned
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balustershaped stem. Dial plate signed Elliott Bros. Base inscr
with memorid and names of churchwardens.

TRO3 NE189 Listed Building c. 00mNE Post Medieval Headstone to George Blechyden, dated 1743, 4m south east of
church. Grade I listed (1276694 bout 3% feet high with floriated
scrolled shoulders to segmental cornice with Rocaille ennant,

2 winged cherubs and crossed bones.

TRO3 NE188 Lised Building c.400m NE Post Medieval Tow rows of 3 and 5 headstones about 5 to 15m south of the
church. Grade Il listed (127669%)irst row, #l about 2 feet high,
with scrolled and shaped heads, the first with trumpets and cher
head, the secondith skull in profile over crossed bones to
Elizabeth Hann, d.1729 with winged cherub over raised and fielq
panel. Second row of 5, all about 2¥% feet high, the northernmosg
double headstone, with scrolled shoulders and doubled cornice
separated by smibrelief death's head with motif of winged
hourglass and death's head. The adjacent stone, about 3 feet h
with scrolled shaped head; and skull in profile over bones. Two
adjacent similar stones, with Rocaille scrolled heads, with motif
open book vithin a heart over rounéheaded inscription panel, the
other with indented rectangular panel. The fifth stone to John
Home, d.1749. With scrolled shoulders to pediment shaped cor
with cherub in sunburst.

TRO3 NW 36 Listed Building c.120mE Post Malieval Bell House. Grade Il listed (1233520)" t6ntury, clad and
extended in the 18 century. Timber framed, exposed to rear with
brick infill, clad and extended with ragstone and painted brick. P
tiled roof. Two storeys and attic on ragstonégi with parapet to
hipped roof with 2 fladormers with stacks to end left and to end
right. Regular fenestration of 5 sashes on 1st floor with sunken
panels over and aprons below and 4 sashes on ground floor witl
gauged heads. Central hglazed dooin doorcase with engaged
columns and entablature blocks bearing open pediment. Raking
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wall attached to right. Ragstone return walls, and exposed fram
rear wings.

TRO3 NW38

Listed Building

c.100mS

Post Medieval

Stables/outbuildings about-80m south and west of The Farriers
Arms. Grade Il listed (1276525)-18" century. Timber framed
and weatherboarded and extended with ragstone with red brick
dressings. Plain tiled roof. Single storey weatherboarded raiiigpe
hipped roof. Wooden casements to left and end right, and doub
carriage doors to centre and sliding doors to right. Hoist
housing/upper floor passage at end left with wooden casement ¢
half-door below, joining onto 2 storey ragstone block, hippedeft,
with central segmentally headed boarded door. Included for grot
value.

TRO3 NE147

ListedBuilding

c.200m NNE

Post Medieval

Bridge HouseGrade Il listed (1276697).".@entury. Painted brick
with plain tiled roof. Lobby entry plan. Two storeys on plinth with
plat band. Hathipped roof with moulded stacks to centre left.
Three wooden casements on first floor, and 2 tripartite wooden
casements with segmental heads on grourmbfl Plank and stud
door to centre with raking dormer, with hipped dormer in upper
section. Reported timber framed interidnvestigations
undertaken by Oxford Archaeology in 1999 prior to the relocatio
the house revealed earlier floor levels. A pbksclay floor and a
brick floor were revealed in the NW and north rooms respectivel
though no dating evidence was found. A watching brief during th
moving of the house revealed possible late 14th century activity
consisting of post holes, pits, andyally. Some residual 12th
century pottery probably relates to earlier activity in the vicinity
rather than an earlier phase of the dwelling

TRO3 NwW23

Listed Building

c.100m SE

Medieval to Post
Medieval

The Farriers Arms. Public House! téntury. Extended in the 18-
19" centuries. Grade Il listed (123352Bjmber framed core, clad
and extended with painted brick and tile hung to rear, with plain
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tiled roof. Main block of one storey and attic with hipped dormer
and stack to centre left and 2 wden casements, with 2 storey
hipped wing to left with stack at end left, with glazing bar sash o
1st floor and with 2 storey wing to right with glazing bar sash on
floor, 2 wooden casements on ground floor and stack at end righ
Central boarded daoin raking porch. Catslide outshot to rear.
Framed interior with moulded beams

TRO3 NE 108

Listed Building

c. 00m Ne

Medieval

Mersham Manor. Grade | listed (1233281). Early to-tad
century, altered in the late ¥8century and extended mid9"
century. Ragstone, painted to entrance elevation and extended
with ragstone (part painted) with red brick dressings. Plain tiled
roof. Hall house plan.

TRO3NW 26

Listed Building

c.30mE

Post Medieval

Goodrich Cottage. Grade Il listed (1233657). Dated 1737 with e
core.Timber framed and clad with red and blue brick chequered
brick on ragstone base. Plain tiled roof. Four bay lobby entry plg
Two storeys on plinth with hipped roof and stacks tghtiand
projecting at end left. Four wooden casements on 1st floor, 3 or|
ground floor, with door of 6 raised and fielded panels to right wit
flat hood on brackets, and datestone over. Interior. catslide outs
to rear.

TRO3NE118

ListedBuilding

c. 650mNE

Medieval

Church of St. John the Baptist. Grade | listed (1276698). 12
century origin, expanded ¥3century with 1415" century
fenestration. 1920" century vestry.Ragstone with plain tiled roof
Important internal monuments particularly relag to the
Knatchbull family.

TQ84 W1

Monument

c.200m NE (at
its closest point)

Post Medieval to
Modern

London and Dover RailwayuiB by the South Eastern Company,
incorporated in 1836 and completed by 1844. The route ran fron
Dover toFolkestone and Ashford, and then virtually straight
through the Vale of Kent to Redhill via Tonbridge.
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MKE 56489

Findspot

c.300m N

Roman

PAS find.A complete copper alloy Roman nummus of Constantir
or 1 322325 AD. Revers@ ARMATIA DEVIQY¥Actory advancing
right holding wreath and palm pushing captive. Mint possibly Tri
It appears that the original flan has not been filed down after
castingas there is still waste attached to the edge.

MKE 68755

Findspot

c.300m SE

Iron Age

PAS find.Iron Age struck silvaroinof Cunobelin, dating from circa
15-30AD. Itis 13:496.1mm in diameter and weighs 1.3 grams. Th
unit is a Kentish issu®iscoveed in 2004.

MKE83198

Farmstead

c.350m SSW

Post Medieval

The Den. A loose courtyard farmstead with building son one sid
the yard. Farmhouse detached gable end on to yard. No appar
alteration.

MKE83199

Farmstead

€.480m SSW

Post Medieval

Farmstead south east of The Den. A loose courtyard farmstead
working agricultural buildings on one side. Farmhouse detached
gable end onto yard. Farmstead completely demolished.

MKE 83200

Farmstead

c.320m NW

Post Medieval

WSYYSGidQa exbunyardfarmstead @td Buildings to
three sides of the yard including afplan element. Farmhouse
detached side on to yard. Farmstead completely demolished an
rebuilt to the east.

MKE 83201

Farmstead

c.50m S

Post Medieval

Outfarm north west ofThe Forstal. Consists of a row plan eleme
farmstead completely demolished and could have been pickers
huts?

MKE 87420

Farmstead

c.400m NE

PostMedieval

Mersham Manor (Court Lodge). A loose courtyard plan with
buildings to three sides of the yard. rdouse detached in central
position. Altered with partial loss of original form (less than 50%

MKE 88724

Farmstead

c. Om

Post Medieval

Outfarm west of Goodrich Cottage. A field barn with no associa
yard. Completely demolisheNow the site of he village hall

TR 03 NE 240

Crash Site.

c. 300m SE

Modern

Crash site of a SpitfireASupermarine Spitfire | (N3048) of 66 Sq,
RAF Kenley, crashed 4th September 1940 near Mersham. Pilot
bailed out, died of wounds. Aircraft written off. Site istigated
1978 but exact crash site remains undiscovered
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TR 03 NE 239 | Building c. 400m NE Post Medieval to The Annex, Mersham Manor. A"l&entury building to the rear of
Modern Mersham Manor. Much modifiedThe building is shown on the
Tithe Map of 188. It is simply recorded as part of the house and
gardens of Mersham Court Lodge in the Tithe Apportionment. It
was probably an outbuilding, perhaps associated with the garde
of the manor.

Figurel6: KHER Monument Record
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Plate 1:194Cs. All at an altitude 0832m (Google Earth)
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Plate 2:1960(Google Earth)
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Plate4: 2003(Google Earth)
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Plate5: 2007 (Google Earth)
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Plate6: 2008 (Google Earth)
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Plate7: 2014 (Google Earth)

94



Development at North Road, Hythi€ent
Archaeological DesRased Assessment

Plate8: 2017 (Google Earth)

94



Development at North Road, Hyth€ent
Archaeological DesRased Assessment

Plate9: Viewof thevillage Hall entrancéacingNW).
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Plate D: Viewacross PDA from southwesterorner(facingNE)
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Plate 1: Viewof the eastern boundary from theouth western corngffacingb).
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