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Land at Port Victoria Road, Grain, Kent;

Archaeological an@uilt HeritageStatement andimpact Assessment

Summary

SWAT Archaeology has been commissionédrb Mrs Murisorto prepare aHeritagestatement
relating tothe proposed developmeatea Site of Landat Port Victoria Road, Graiient.

There is aequirement under the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) for the client to explain
the significance of any particular designated heritage assets that have been identified in the vicinity
of the study site and demonstrate any potential impacts thgtraposal will have upon their
significance.

The following assessmentas demonstrated that the Site lies close to the Scheduled Ancient
Monument of coastal artillery defences on the Isle of Grain. This includes a fort and a number of

batteries, one of wigh is to the north of the Site and at the western edge of the MOD area of land.

This demonstrates that the significance of these assets resides in their setting and historical interest.
Since 1956, the Scheduled asset has not had any direct relatiovitihihe Site. Even when the land

was owned by the military, the area of the Site did not have any direct relationship with the
Scheduled Monument other than providing openness to the south of the Grain Battery for the line of
fire. That said, the potdial for archaeological remains does still exist. The proposed Site is located
within an area of Palaeolithic potential and remains associated with the Iron Age, Roman and

medieval periods are recorded within the surrounding area.

The northern area of @ site, in closest proximity to the Scheduled Monument, is proposed to be
retained as an ecological aremd the removal of theadethut, which is closest to the battery and
currently resides within the area of the line of fire will immediately improve the setting of the
heritage assetRecognising the importance of the need to retain the openness in the area of the
firing arc, the reised proposals havee-sited the residential houses away from the firing arc and
also further away from the Grain Batteiry order to reduce the impact upon its setting and retain
the importance of the openness of the firing arc are8urrounding the hoes will be soft
landscaping and native hedging which will separate the heritage asset from the residential
development within the sitéThe eastern boundary of the site will help retain the openness with
metal railing rather than a hard demarcation of teige boundary and the inclusion of interpretation
boards is also welcomed but should be recognised that his battery is only part of a much larger

heritage site and any opportunity to provide information and place this site within the wider context
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should éso be considered. It has been consideretly Historic Englandhat the proposed
developmentinder the previous iteration of six housg#l result in minimal harm to the significance

of the Scheduled Monument as a whole, through alteration to setlimgjfollowing that, these
revised proposalef just five houses away from the firing arc \gill even further to mitigate their
concernsand have even lessimpa¢tK S 2 ¥ T A OMadini CoNdsilliBaNdconsidired that

the previousproposalprovided sufficienteconomic angublic benefits to outweigh any less than
substantial harm and given that the harm has been reduced, these public benefits still apply in

relation to the amended scheme
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Land at Port VictorilRoad, Grain, Kent;

Archaeological and Built Heritage Statement and Impact Assessment
NGR Site Centr688934 176296

1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 PanningBackground

1.1.1 Swale & Thames Survey Company (SVWeE)commissioned byMr & Mrs Murison(the
W/ f Qt&ahriy out m Archaeological and BuMteritageStatement andmpact Assessment
relating to a proposed development areaf Port Victoria Road, GrairKentcentred on
National Grid Reference (NGB§8934 17629¢Figure 1).

1.1.2 An outline planning application for proposed development works was submitted to Medway

Council on the2" June 201&nd includsthe following;

MC/18/1871 Outline application with some matters reserved (appearance and scale) for
construction of six dweltigs (houses) with associated estate road, provision of lditercar

parking spaces, new pavement along the site road frontage and &it@neptile habitat.

1.1.3 The site proposals have been through a number of reiterations and design changes in working
with Medway Council and Historic Englandriginal plans included proposals fome
residential units. This was subsequently amended to six residentialfolida/ing concerns
raised, with one dwelling being moved out of the firing arc, and whilst Historic England noted
that these proposals resulted iféss than substanti@harm and Medway Cacil were
supportive of the scheme that it was refused by Members at the Medway Planning

Committee, against Officer recommendation. The sole reason for refusal being:

oby reason of its siting within the setting of Grain Fort and obstruction of the line of fire of
the Grain batteries would adverse impact o tbetting of the nearby Scheduled Monument.

It is considered that the cumulative community benefits resulting from the development
would not outweigh the identified resulting long term harm to the schedule Monument and
as such the proposed development wdude contrary to Policy BNE20 of the Local Plan and

would not be in compliance with paragraph 196 of the NPPF.

1.1.4 In acknowledgement of the significance and elevated status of thea8ddts firing arc the
client has since revised ifgoposalsfurther to removethe entire residential development

outside of the area of the line of the firing and reduce the number of residential units to
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five. Whilst his documentvas originallypreparedto support theoriginalplanning application

so thatHistoric Englad, Medway Councédnd Kent CountZounci(Heritage & Conservation)

can assess the impact of the proposed developmitiitas been revised in order to take into

account the updated proposed development plarsl tod dzLJLJ2 NI inéwSlarnibgh Sy G Q &
application for this site Thisreport £ a2 NBFSNE G2 | A sniadeNdh@ir 9y 3t I Y R
report dated 29' November2019 andi KS / F &S h T FA OSNIDA baddloi2 NI | i a

the previous planning applicatiasf six residential houses

1.1.5 This document amprises the baseline for this impact assessment.

1.2 Site Description

1.2.1 Theproposed sitds currently a fieldsituatedon the northern side of Port Victoria Road at
the eastern edge of the village of Graiocated within an area called the Isle of GraBrain
is stuated on the eastern end of the Hoo Peninswadseparated by the Yantlet Creek from
the adjoining parishes of Stoke and Allhallows. The village overlooks the confluence of the
Medway and Thaes rivers with Sheerness on the opposite sifidhe MedwayTheSiteis
currently a field of circa two thirds of an acre. To the south and vesestresidential
developmens with a public footpathbordering theboundary to the west. To the north is a
redundant army cadet hut now used for storag@eyond the hut,d the northand easis the
scheduled Ancient Monument area of t@astal artillery defences on the Isle of Gyaihich
is a country parkTheSitelies onbroadlylevel ground at an average iglait of approximately
11m aOD (Fige 1).

1.3 Scope of Document

1.3.1 Despite not being set out as a requirement by the Council after theapptication advice
was received by themhis assessment was requested by the Client in order to determine, as
far as is posible, the nature, extent and significance of the development affecting the settings
of designated heritage assets. The assessment forms part o#tienal Planning Policy
FrameworkNPPrequirement and is intended to inform and assist with decisi@garding
heritage assets and is to be used in the support of planning applications associated with the

proposed development.

1.3.2 The Statement was carried out in accordance with the current guidelines as defined by the

Chartered Institute for Archaeologistsii€2014). The purpose of a Statement is to establish
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the known or potential cultural heritage resource in a local, regional, national or international

context. This specifically includes:

w the identification of site specific statutory amsn-statutory cultural heritage
constraints (includinglanning constraints)

the identification of published and unpublished archaeological events
the examination of available cartographic and documentary sources

a walkover survey to assess tharviving cultural heritage resource

€ €& € ¢

an assessment of potential impacts upon the setting of nearby heritage assets

2 LEGSATIVE AND PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK

2.1 Introduction

2.1.1 National legislation and guidance relating to the protection of, and proposed develpme
on or near, important archaeological sites or historical buildings within planning regulations
is defined under the provisions of the Town and Country Plannin@.8@6). In addition, local
authorities are responsible for the protection of the histagivironment within the planning

system.

2.1.2 The National Planning Policy Framework was updateduly 2018 and is the principal
R20dzySyid ¢6KAOK aSida 2dzi GKS D2@SNYyYSyidQa LIX I yy
expected to be applied. It provides arfinework in which Local Planning Authorities can

produce their own distinctive Local Plans to reflect the nesfdheir communities.

2.2 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
2.2.1 The Historic Environment, as defined in the National Planning Policy Fram@iRri?k 2018):

Annex 2, comprises:

WEEt FAaLISOGa 2F GKS SYy@ANRYYSyld NBadzZ GAy3a FN
through time, including all surviving physical remains of past human activity, whether

visible, buried or submerged, and landscapeRanLJt | Y i SR 2NJ Yl yI 3SR Ff 2
2.2.2 NPPF Annex 2 defines a Heritage Asset as:

WL 6dAf RAYI Y2ydzySyids ardsSs LI FOSsE | NBI 2NJ

significance meriting consideration in planning decisions, because of its heritage
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interest. Heritge assets include designated heritage assets and assets identified by the
f20Ff LA FYYAYy3 FdziK2NRAGe O6AyOf dzZRAYy3I 201t

2.2.3 NPPF Section 16: Conserving and enhancing the historic environment sets out the principal
national guidance on the importance,amagement and safeguarding of heritage assets
within the planning process. The aim of NPPF Section 16 is to ensure that Local Planning
Authorities, developers and owners of heritage assets adopt a consistent approach to their
conservation and to reduce ctexity in planning policy relating to proposals that affect

them.
2.2.4 Paragraph 185 of the NPPF states that:

W[ 20Kt LAFTYYAYy3a | dziK2NRGASE akKz2dzZ R asSi 2 dz
conservation and enjoyment of the historic environmemluiting 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

appropriate to their significance. The planning authoritiesuith take into account:

a) The desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets, and

putting them to viable uses consistent with their conservation;

b) The wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefitscibragervation

of the historic environment can bring;

c) The desirability of new development making a positive contribution to local

character and distinctiveness; and

d) Opportunities to draw on the contribution made by the historic environment to the
character@ | LJX I OS®Q

2.2.5 Paragraph 189 of the NPPF states that:

WLY RSGSNYAYAYy3I [ LIWLX AOLGAZYyas t20Ff LALFYYAY
describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any contribution

made by their setting. The ldve 2 F RS{OFAf &dAK2dzZ R 0S LINE L2 NJ
importance and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the

proposal on their significance. As a minimum, the relevant historic environment record

should have been consulted and theritage assets assessed using appropriate
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expertise where necessary. Where a site on which development is proposed includes or
has the potential to include heritage assets with archaeological interest, local planning
authorities should require developdossubmit an appropriate dedkased assessment

FYRY 6KSNB ySOSaalNEBxX | FASEIR S@lfdad A2y dQ
2.2.6 Paragraph 190 of the NPPF states that:

W20kt LEFYYAYI [ dziK2NRGASA aK2dAf R ARSYyGATE
heritage asset that may be affectdéy a proposal (including by development affecting

the setting of a heritage asset) taking account to the available evidence and any
necessary expertise. They should take this assessment into account when considering

the impact of a proposal on a heritagesgt, to avoid or minimise confliceétween the
KSNRAGEF3AS aasSioa O02yaSNBIFiGA2Y YR Fyeé |aLlsSo

2.2.7 The NPPF, Section 16, therefore provides the guidance to which local authorities need to refer
when setting out a strategy for the conservatiomdaenjoyment 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.

2.2.8 The NPPF further provides definitions of terms which relate to the histokr@ment in
order to clarify the policy guidance given. For the purposes of this report, the following are

important to note:

1 Significance The value of a heritage asset to this and future generations because of
its heritage interest. This interest may bechaeological, architectural, artistic or
KAAG2NAO® {AIYAFAOIYOS RSNA@GSa y22id 2yte TN
also from its setting. For World Heritage Sites, the cultural value described within each

ariasSqQa {4l GSYS yweérsa/alueliodzs pait bf fsRignyfianck.y A

9 Setting The surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not
fixed and may change as the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting
may make a positive or negative caburtion to the significance of an asset, may

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

2.2.9 The NPPF advises local authorities to take into account the following points in paragraph 192

when drawing up strategies for the consengatiand enjoyment of the historic environment;
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a) The desirability of sustaining and enhancing the significance of heritage assets and

preserving them in a viable use consistent with their conservation;

b) The positive contribution that conservation oéritage assets can make to
sustainable communities including their economic vitality; and wider social, cultural,
economic and environmental benefits that the conservation of the historic environment

can bring;

c) The desirability of new development in kireg a positive contribution to local

character and distinctiveness.

2.2.10Paragraphs 193 and 198 consider the impact of a proposed development upon the

significance of a heritage asset.

2.2.11Paragraph 193 emphasises that when a new development is propgesat, weight should
0S 3IAGSYy (2 (GKS aasSiQa O2yaSNBIiAz2y ol yR
weight should be). This is irrespective of whether any potential harm amounts to substantial

harm, total loss or less than substantial hawrits significance.

2.2.12Paragraph 194 notes that any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage
asset (from its alteration or destruction, or from development within its setting), should

require clear and convincing justification. Sulpgi@a harm to or loss of:

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

exceptional;

b) Assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments, protected wreck
sites, registered battlefields, grade | andlisted buildings, grade | and II* registered

parks and gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly exceptional.

2.2.13Paragraph 195 states that where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm (or
total loss of significance of) a designateditege asset, local planning authorities should
refuse consent, unless it can be demonstrated that the substantial harm or loss is necessary

to achieve substantial public benefits that outweigh that harm or loss, or all of the following

apply:

a) The naure of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site; and
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b) No viable use of the heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term through

appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation; and

c) Conservation by graffunding orsome form of charitable or public ownership is

demonstrably not possible; and

d) The harm or loss is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back into use.

2.2.14Conversely, paragraph 196 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 benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum viable

use.

2.2.15The NPPF comments in paragraph Z@bffersthat not all elements o& Conservation Area
or World Heritage Site will necessarily contribute to its significance. Loss of a building (or
other element) which makes a positive contribution to the significance of the Conservation
Area or World Heritage Site should be treatecheit as substantial harm under paragraph
195 or less than substantial harm under paragraph 196, as appropriate, taking into account
the relative significance of the element affected and its contribution to the significance of the

Conservation Area or Worlderitage Site as a whole.

2.2.16Paragraph 198 states thabcal Planning AuthoritiekPA¥should not permit the loss of the
whole or part of a heritage asset without taking all reasonable steps to ensure the new

development will proceed after the loss hascarred.

2.2.17Paragraph 200 encourages LPAs to look for new development opportunities within
Conservation Areas and World Heritage Sites, and within the setting of heritage assets, to
enhance or better reveal their significance. Proposals that preserve those elemetits of
setting that make a positive contribution to the asset (or which better reveal its significance)

should be treated favourably.

2.2.18Any LPA based on paragraph 202, should assess whether the benefits of a proposal for
enabling development, which would férwise conflict with planning policiebut which
would secure the future conservation of a heritage asset, outweigh the disbenefits of

departing from those policies.
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2.3 DesignatedHeritage Assets
2.3.1 Designated heritage assets are defined in NPPFAR3es:

W2 2NIR | SNAGFAS {AGSaz {OKSRdzZ SR az2ydzySyidasz
Registered Park and Gardens, Registered Battlefields and Conservation Areas designated
dzy RSNJ 4 KS NBfS@Fyd tS3aratlriarzyoQq

2.3.2 Designation is a formal acknowledgementlof 6 dzA f RAYy 33 Y2y dzYSyid 2N aa
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.

2.3.3 Statutory protection is provided to certain ckes of designated heritage assets under the

following legislation:

- Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation AreagjL8g60);
- Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas@e79; and
- Protection of Wrecks A¢L973.

2.3.4 There are a number of criteria taddress and they include the impact of the proposed

development on the significance of the Heritage Assets.

Heritage Assets

2.3.5 Any Heritage Ass¢hat includes a World Heritage Site, Scheduled Monument, Listed Building,
Wreck, Registered Park @arden, 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 include designated Heritage
Assets as ell as assets identified by the Local Planning Authority during the process of

decision making or through the plan making process.

Setting

2.3.6 The surroundings in which a Heritage Asset is experieisagfdmportance Its extent is not
fixed and may change de asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements sétting may
maketake several guises; positive or negative contribution to the significance of an gsset
the ability to appreciate that significance drmay have aneutral effect with no changes

observed
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Significance

2.3.7 The value of a Heritage Asset to this and future generations because of its heritage interest.
That interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or hist&ignificance may be
informed by a numbepf factors which may include; assessment of the significance of the

site, setting and building, where relevant, under a number of headings:

9 Historic significance; the age and history of the asset, its development over time, the
strength of its tie to a articular architectural period, the layout of a site, the plan form
of a buildingand internal features of special character including chimneystacks and

fireplaces

9 Cultural significance the role a site plays in an historic setting, village, town or $aage
context, the use of a building perhaps tied to a local industry or agricudtndssocial

connections of an original architect or owner

9 Aesthetic/architectural significance the visual qualities and characteristics of the asset
(settlement site orbuilding), long views, legibility of building form, character of

elevations, roofscape, materials and fabric special features of interest

1 Archaeological significaneeevolution of the asset, phases of development over different
periods, important featurs, evidence in building fabramd potential for below ground

remains.

2.4 Planning Policy Guidance

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

Conservation Principles, Policy and Guidance (Historic Engl&&]), 20
2.4.1 HistoricEngland sets out in this document a logical approach to making decisions and offering

IdZARFYyOS Fo62dzi Fff FawLsSoGta 2F 9y3aAfFryRQa KAadg?
Policies and Guidance are primarily intended to help ensure densig of approach in
carryingouthe N2 £ S &4 (GKS D2@SNYyYSyidQa adlddzi2zaNE | RO
9y It tyRd {LISOAUOLEEas G(GKS& YE1S F O2y{dNROGdziA?2)
heritage protection by proposing an integrated appchato making decisions, based on a

common process.
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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 o§ O (i A Gffoteclrij an? enhancing the natural and historic

environmen cludgd inthis documentre references tdlistoricEnglan@ @oliciesproviding

detailed guidance on sustaining the historic environment within the framework of established

government policy. In particular, the documeaiétails from Planning Policy Guidance note
(PPG) 15 Planning and the Historic Environment (1994) and PPG16 Arghaswld’lanning

(1990) those general principléisat are applicable to the historic environment as a whole.

2.4.3 The policy document provides details about a range of Heritage Values, which enable the

significance of assets to be established systematicallyy thi¢ four main 'heritage values'

being:

Evidential value. This derives from the potential of a place to yield evidence
about past human activity. Physical remains of past human activity are the
primary source of evidence about the substance and ewalafi places, and of

the people and cultures that made them especially in the absence of written
records, the material record, particularly archaeological deposits, provides the

only source of evidence about the distant past.

Historical Value. This derivé®m 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 or associative. lllustration depends on visibility in a way that
evidential value (for example, of buried remaird)es not. Places with
illustrative value will normally also have evidential value, but it may be of a
different order of importance. Association with a notable family, person, event,

or movement gives historical value a particular resonance.

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 the
conscious design of a place, including artistic endeavour. Equally, they can be
the seemingly foriitous outcome of the way in which a place has evolved and

been used over time.

Communal value. This derives from the meanings of a place for the people who
NEEtFGS G2 A0 2N F2N) gK2Y Al U3dzNBa
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Communal values ardosely bound up with historical (particularly associative)

YR I SAGKSGAO @I tdzSa odzi GSyR G2 KI @S | RI
0S O02YYSY2NYXdA@®S |yR ae&voz2fAl0 @I fdzSa NBt
those who draw part of their identity fromar have emotional links to it. Social

value is associated with places that people perceive as a source of identity,
distinctiveness, social interaction and coherence. Spiritual value attached to

places can emanate from the beliefs and teachings of annisgd religion, or

NBEbSOUG LI aay perchigtidndNdbileSpirid of place.

Historic Environment Good Practice in Planning Notes

2.4.4 In March 2015, Heritage England produced three Good Practice Advice in Planning (GPA)
notes. The notes provided infornmiah on good practice to assist local authorities, planning
and other consultants, owners, applicants and other interested parties in implementing
historic environment policy in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and the related
guidance given ithe National Planning Practice Guiddt (t D0 ® Dt ! The Ki206cS NB R W
OYPBANRBYYSY (i ®AyDt [ HOHLINR tSAMREEROY ISIBdidaizs in Peisiow
Taking in the Historic Environmént | Y R Dt !¢oK SO GESINIBAR/ IW 2 Asofl SNA G| 3 S

MaNOK HAaMT I DOtyllnof 3WwiEA BISIHFS t B LIY S yhias stillyirRdratt SNA G 3 S

format.
GPAZ2: Managing Significance in Decidiaking in the Historic Environment.

2.4.5 The guidance focuses on understanding the significance of any affected heritagaratsé
relevant, the contribution of its setting to its significance. The significance of a heritage asset
is the sum of its archaeological, architectural, historic, and artistic interest. The document sets

out a number of stages to follow:
1 Understand he significance of the affected assets
1 Understand the impact of the proposal on that significance

1 Avoid, minimise and mitigate impact in a way that meets the objectives of the
NPPF

1 Look for opportunities to better reveal or enhance significance
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1 Justifyany harmful impacts in terms of the sustainable development objective

of conserving significance and the need for change

9 Offset negative impacts on aspects of significance by enhancing others through
recording, disseminating and archiving archaeologiaal historical interest of

the important elements of the heritage assets affected.

2.4.6 Since heritage assets may be affected by direct physical change or by change in their setting
it is important to be ableto properly assess the nature, extent and importanof the
significance of a heritage asset and the contribution of its setting early in the process to assist

with any planning decisiemaking in line with legal requirements.
GPA3: The Setting of Heritage Assets.

2.4.7 This document emphasises that the infortima required in support of applications for
planning permission and listed building consents should be no more than is necessary to reach
an informed decision, and that activities to conserve or invest need to be proportionate to
the significance of thedritage assets affectedlong withthe impact on the significance of

those heritage assets.

2.4.8 The NPPF makes it clear that the setting of a heritage asset is the surroundings in which a
heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not fixed and may chante asset and its
surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to
the significance of an asset, may affect the ability to appreciate that significance or may be

neutral.

2.4.9 The contribution of setting to the sigréince of a heritage asset is often expressed by
reference to views, a purely visual impression of an asset or place which can be static or
dynamic, including a variety of views of, across, or including that asset, and views of the
surroundings from or thragh the asset, and may intersect with, and incorporate the settings

of numerous heritage assets.

2.4.10lt covers areas such as cumulative change, where the significance of a heritage asset has been
compromised in the past by unsympathetic developmaifiecting its settingTo accord with
NPPF policies, consideration still needs to be given to whether additional change will further
detract from, or can enhance, the significance of the asset. Change over time and

understanding any history of change vidllp to determine how further development within
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of the heritage asset.

2.4.11The implications of development affecting the setting of heritage assetht to be
considered on a casky-case basis and since conservation decisions are based on the nature,
SEGSyid FyR t8@St 2F | KSNAGIAS 448G Qa &AIYATA

broad approach to assessment, undertaken as a series of steps:
1 Step 1 Identify which heritage assets and their settings are affected.

9 Step 2: Assess whether, how and to what degree these settiogsibute to

the significance of the heritage asset(s).

9 Step 3: Assess the effects of the proposed development, whether belefic

harmful, on that significance.
9 Step 4: Explore the way to maximise enhancement and avoid or minimise harm.
1 Step 5: Make and document the decision and monitor outcomes.

2.4.12The guidance reiterates the NPPF in stating that where developnadigtsting the setting
NBadzZ G6a Ay WadzonaldlydadAltQ KFENY G2 aA3yATFTAOLNYyC
developmen(s) deliver(s) substantial public benefit and that there is no other alternative (i.e.

redesign or relocation).

Historic England has algpublished three core Advice Notes, which provide detailed and

practical advice on how national policy and guidance is implemented. These documents

Ay Of HERABIT England Advice Note 1: Understanding Place: Conservation Area
Designation, Appraisal and I y I 3 S Y25ti &eDruary 2016)W1 A G2 NA O 9y 3t |
l ROAOS b23GS HY al {AYIOHKEKIES O WHHNBNNOMES |
9y 3flFyR ! ROAOS b203S oY ¢KS 1 A&0G2NAO 9YDANRY
(30th October 201p

2.5 Locd Polices
2.5.1 Medway Council has a Local Plan adopted in 2003, retained in 2007. The plan has a policy
relevant to SAM.

POLICY BNE20: SCHEDULED ANCIENT MONUMENTS
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2.5.2 Development affecting scheduled ancient monuments or other nationally important sites will
not be permited if it would: (i) damaged or destroy such sites; or (ii) be detrimental to their

setting.

3 METHODOLOGY

3.1 Sources
3.1.1 A number of publicly accessible sources were consulted prior to the preparation of this

document.

Archaeological databases

3.1.2 Although it is reognised that national databases are an appropriate resource for this
particular type of assessment, the loddilstoric EnvironmentaRecordheld at Kent County
CouncilKCCHERpDntains sufficient data to provide an accurate insight into catalogued sites

and finds within both the proposed development area and the surrounding landscape.

3.1.3 The National Heritage List for England (NHLE), which is the only official and up to date
database of all natically designated heritage assets is the preferratthive for a

comprehensive HER search.

Cartographic and Pictorial Documents

3.1.4 A full map regression exercise has been incorporated within this assessment. Research was
carried out using resources offered by tkentCounty Council, the internet, OrdnancerGy
and the Kent Archaeological Sociefyfull listing obibliographic andartographic documents

used in this study is provided in Secti&n

Aerial photographs
3.1.5 The study of the collection of aerial photographs held by Google Earth was undeffi&en
1-5).

Secondary and Statutory Resources

3.1.6 Secondary and statutory sources, such as regional and periodic archaeological studies,
archaeological reports associated with development contamigscape studies, dissertations
and research frameworks are cadsred appropriate to this type of study and have been

included within this assessment.
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Walkover Survey

3.1.7 Thepurpose ofthe walkover srveywasto;
1 Identifying any historic landscape features not shown on maps.
1 Conduct a rapid survey farchaeological features.
1 Make a note of any surface scatters of archaeological material.

9 Identify constraints or areas of disturbance that may affect archaeological

investigation.

3.1.8 The results of the walkoveusvey are detailed in Section 5 of this docurhen

4 ARCHAOLOGICAL AND HISTORRESDURCE

4.1 Introduction

4.1.1 The Isle of Grairs an islandwith a navigable channeintil Post Medieval timesThe islands
approximately3 ¥2 miles long and 2 ¥2 miles wid@rmed by the Yantlet Creeklthough it is
no longer an island Thisran from The Medway river to The Thanmmger. The area was
predominately marsh lantbeing lowlying with two settlement area initially. One in the
centre on higher ground at Walland and one to the east being Graih ( 1@S/2 wi Gd W
English meaning gravelly or sandiyhas also been spelt as Grean, Gryen, Grayne and Graine.

Grain historically was referred to as $ames§krain named after the parish church

4.1.2 The most profitable region for gaining resources, such asfistsaltworking and hunting
wildF2¢6t> ¢Fa G GKS gFGSNRDa SR3IS yR GKS F2N¥SN
difficult to identify, if it remains at all. The Hd®eninsular area was subject to prehistoric
activity with evidence of Bronze Ageplements and enclosures and settlements. The Bronze
Age also provides evidence for salt production where fragments of pottery vessels are found
with structural remains of hearths and brine tanksthewider areaaroundthe Siteand the
village of Grainthere has been seen a number of ring ditch type cropmarks, which whilst
undated suggest prehistoric activity in the arélehe Romans also utilised the Hoo Peninsular
and the Isle of Grain in that period, especially in relatiorsalt manufacture at the coastal
areas. AngloSaxon activity is limited although a coin has been found in the area of the oll

refineryto the south of the Isle of Grasnd the AngleSaxon chronicles refers to an entry for
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Viking forces at nearby Shaatyness in Essex as well as the church .af®neshaving Angle

Saxon origins.

4.1.3 The village does not have its own entry in the Domesday Baidke time of the conquest
the Peninsula was subdivided, with Cliffe, Cooling, Grain and Stoke all becomings imanor
their own right.The village is mentioned in documentation in the 12th centufize manor
of Grain was held by the Archbishop of Canterbury until the dissolution by Henry VIII. It is not
known where the manor house, if there was omeas locatedTheparish church dedicated

to St James is essentially a"l@entury construction, greatly altered in the early 20th century.

4.1.4 Reclamation of the marshes began in the 12th century. This created pastureland to support
sheep. It is clear from documentary andclaaeological evidence that salt production
continued into the Medieval period although it is believed to have ended around the 14th
century as a result of foreign competitiofihat said, maps of the late "18entury show sites
of salt production suggesti it still continued in some shape form. Attempts were made

in later centuries to reestablish the industry unsuccessfully.

4.1.5 The Hoo peninsular has historically been an area notable for regular flooding during the 16th
century and the marshlands assdeid with malaria in the 16ti8th centuries, which
probably accounts for the lack of urbanisation in the area. Hasted comments in 1797, that
Yhe farmers and landowners do not live in Hoo and that the area is only inhabited by those
who directly make a limg from itQ The area was renowned for sheep farming on the salt
marshes in this period and great effort went into maintaining sea walls to protect the valuable

low-lying grazing landl'he areavasdominated by scattered farms.

4.1.6 In the 19th century, the farming land diversified into fruit and hop growingl801, the
population of the Isle of Grain was just 19he village contained the parish churehpoor
house and hostelry. In 182@& congregabnal chapel was opened on m@ad leading
southwardfrom the village known as Chapel LanBy the turn of the 20th centurythe

population rose to 774.

4.1.7 Eventually the creek filled up and a single road crossed it until 1823. The creek was reopened
to allow a short cut for barges at spring tide saving having to go around The Nore, at the north

east point of the island. However, by 1835, road access had been reinstated.

4.1.8 Due to its strategic position at the confluence of the Thames and Medway, The Iglginf G

has attracted military attention. Some earthen batteries were built in th& t&ntury
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following the Dutch Raids in the Medwady.the mid19" century, Grain Tower was built on

a tidal mud flat to the south east of the villages a form of Marted type of tower.Grain fort

was builtbetween 1861 and 1868 with a battery area to the south of the fort in an area called
Smithfield MarshesamedDummy BatteryThe Grain Fort arkedin conjunctionwith other

forts on the Hoo Peninsular and also at Sheerness on the Isle of Sheppey to the east of the
Isle of Grain. Arough the remainder of the 9century, there was an increased military
presence to the east and south of the village of Gaaid twomore batteries were built, Wing
Battery to the east of th&iteand Grain Battery in 1901, north of tigite

4.1.9 The north west area of the island became a firing point and trials battery from 1917.

4.1.10In 1878, the Hundred of Hoo Railway Company was edtablisThe first part of the line to
be opened was in March 1882, from Cliffe to Sharnal Stteetubsequent years the line was
extended by 3.5 miles tGrain,where a deepwater per was built on The Medway with the
aim to connect a ferry service to negrBheerness called Port Victosa,called as it was used
by Queen Victorialocated at the south eastern end of the Isle of Grdihe line was not
successful and the ferry service ceased in 1901, with the pier falling into disuse by 1931. The

station dosing completely in 1951, when the land was utilised by an expanding oil refinery.

4.1.11The southern part of the Isle of graim the Walland aredbecameincreasinglyindustrial
during the 2@ century.To the north east of Port Victorian the coast wasn RNASGrain
Aerodrome Seaplane Statiohhis opened in 1912 as an experimental statigso known as
RAF Port Victorjavhichclosed in 1925.

4.1.12The Admiralty had created a storage facility in the southern part of the island in T8@8.
first oil refineryon the Hoo Peninsula was opened at Kingsnorth in 1932 referred to as the
Berry Wiggins oil refinerat KingsnorthIn 1948 work started on the construction of a new
BP oil refinery, then one of the largest in the country, onghathern end of thdsleof Grain
Between 1971 and 198&rain Power Station wadsobuilt adding to the industrialisation of
the area This ledto an increase in populatioan the Isle of Grain to 1403y 1961where it

continued to grow.

4.1.13The forts and batteriebecame redundat by 1956 andvere demolished in the 196Qgith
the exception of Grain Towerhe oil refinery closed in 1981 and a container termaadled
Thamesportwas constructed on part of the site. The Isle of Grain Power Station ceased

operating in 2012 and has now been demolished.
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4.2 Historical Map Progression

Andrews, Dury and Herbert mgl/69

4.2.1 Andrews, Dury and Herbert published their atlas some thirty yeafsréehe Ordnance
Survey, immediately becoming the best laigmle maps of the county. This shows a sparsely
populatedlandscapedominated by marshy areas. The Yantlet Creek can be seen in the west
forming the islandand the saltings are clearly showén the eastern and central higher
ground are many small hamlets. The Church of St James is incorrectly labefetel i

this map To the eastacross the watercan been seen Sheerness on the Isle of Sheppey

(Figure 17).

Hasted, 1798

4.2.2 The area is stisparsely populatednd predominately marshy. The church is correctly labelled
here as StJameQ The area is still scattered houses and access to the island can be seen to
the south. The salt pan industry is continuing. There dlasbeen a fort consucted at

Sheernesg¢Figire 18).

Isle of Grain Tithe Map, 1842

4.2.3 The tithe map shows greater detail. There is a cluster of houses south west of the church
where there is a widened area of road. Leading eastwards off of that widened area are two
roads. The northern one heads towards the Farmstead of St James. The southern road that
heads eastwards towards Whitehouse Farm. However, the road direction has changed, and
it now curves round southwards in the area of the Site rather than heading diagomaithst
for the farm as per previous maps. The Site is in a large area designated 128 on the northern
side of this road. It is part of a large field of some 47 acres that was owned by Henry Connup
and occupied by John Smith. The field was called St Jante# aras arable, no doubt
0St2y3aAay3a G2 {4 WHYSEaQ CINyo ¢t2 GKS psSai
called Baytree Farm (Fige 19).

Ordnance Survey'Edition map, 1864

4.2.4 This is the first properly scaled OS map. The road on which the Site sits is ChajehRatad
the bend turns into Smithfield Road (now Called Port Victoria Réad)ldingtowards the
coastline. It is named as Chapel Road due to the Bethel Chapel ditomatie. Whitehouse
Farm to the south still exists with agricultural buildings on three sides, whereslSY' S a Q &
Farm to the north appears much smalldtvidence exists to sho@rain Fort was built from

1861 and due to national security interestssitniot recorded on this map. The key evidence
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Engineers Offigesuggestst is likely that some of the buildings arouitdvere to house the
constructors. The centr@rea of the village is still small. The sea walls have been built allowing

much of the area in the east to be reclaimed (F&R0).

Ordnance Survey'®Edition map, 1896

4.2.5 The fort and batteries are still not shown on the mapping. To the west of theB3ijaree
Farm is now a smithy. The village now has a school, post office and afthough it still
appears to be predominately scattered housing and farmsteads. To the east of the Site,
Smithfield Road is more of a track rather than a road, with thenmaad going south past

Whitehouse Farm (Fige 21).

Ordnance Survey“Edition map, 1908
4.2.6 South of the Site between the road and Whitehouse Farm, a Coastguard Station has been

built with a row of cottages for the workers. There are signs of more housthin the village

centre with infill. The fort and batteries are still left off the mapping {Feg?2).

Ordnance Survey"Edition map, 1931

4.2.7 The fort and batteries are shown for the first time. Whitehouse Farm has been surrounded
by new residential deslopment. These are thought to be accommaodation built for the Naval
FANI {GFdGA2y OFftfSR W.dzy3dlLt2g ¢26yQd ¢CKS @At
F220L 0K GKFG LINBOAZdzate NIy FTNRY GKS FNBF 27
pathand now runs alongside the western boundary of the Site. The Site is still part of a wider

field area south and west of the batteries (ig23).

4.3 Kent County Council Historic Environment Record (HER)
4.3.1 A search of the KCC HER was carried out on th@itbber 2019, centred on the proposed

site with a search radius of 1.25km. The search provided evidence for archaeological remains
dated from the prehistoric period and including the Roman, medieval and-rpesieval
periods. A catalogue of find sites/spassincludedin Appendix 2 with map data shown on

Figures 3-16.

4.3.2 Overall,there is very little in the way of recorded archaeological remains within the search
area that predate the posmnedieval period (Figuré), although underlying geological

deposits areof Palaeolithic interest anche site falls within the Medway Valley Palaeolithic
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Project (Figure 15)A Palaeolithid@ € Ay i A & NB O2TNF8% RE 129) anflléatelz0 0 Q& t A
Iron farm settlement is recorded to the north of the SiteGtavel pit near Rose Court Farm
(TQ 87 NE 1062 and TQ 87 NE 14). At the same site a Late Roman cemetery is; whideded
on the northeastern edge of Grain the Church dedicated toJame (TQ 87 NE 1077)

represents aelativelyempty recorded medieval landscape (Figbye

4.3.3 By the postmedieval period and into the modern era the area around the proposed site
becomes much more significant, with the construction of the Grain Fort and agsdci

Coastal Artillery Fortifications. This monument is discussed further in Section 6 below.

4.4  Aerial Photographs

19409
441mMmpnn QA FSNRAFE LIK2 G2 3N LIKRate )kt &r raid KHeltedsiNEhe.J2 4 SR & A

southwestern corner and a distinct lackfield boundariesTo the direct northGrain Battery

is clearly outlined andnhie gun emplacemeston the top of the battergan be seen. Within

the fieldto the east of theSite thereseems to be a number of smaller hasd what looks

like a ditch running south west to north eadtis field between the Grain Battery and the

Wing Battery was used as a military cawigich included theéwo air raid shelters located in

the south west corner of th&ite; Plate 6taken from Whg Battery across this field shows

these huts

4.4.2 A footpath runs alongside the western side of Bigefrom Chapel Road northwards past the
battery. Another track runs between the Grain Battery and the Wing Battery seen to the east.
On the southern sidef Chapel Road is the Bungalow Town estate of hou&esh of this
the row of Coastguard Cottagé3late 1).

19608
443 . & (K S henxcuprentSiebouridaries are in place and separated from the disused battery

to the north. TheSite appears to be emptis grasswith the remains of the air raid shelters
still visible(Plate 2) To the south east of thgiteat Bungalow Town, many of the houses have
been removed leaving behind the halbw adoptedas the village hall. To the west of tBde

is still a feld but there has been a significant amount of new housing within the village
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1990

4.4.4 . & ( K S henidoovestbatheSiteis occupied bgxtensivehousing. The fort and batteries
have beerdemolishedabove groundPart of the area of the Grain Battery is allotmeatsl
between theSiteand the Grain Battery @adethut has been erected (Plate.3YheSiteitself
is rough grass and the field to the east is stgreisswith a number of cropmarks. Many of
the croprarks suggest field boundaries but some cannot be clearly explaimdnay relate
to trenches placed during the First and or Second World. Widre cropmarks in the wider

areamostlikely representarlier drainage channels

2003
4.4.5 The Siteis now scrub andbushesand is particularly overgrown in the area of the air raid
shelters The area of the batteriesnd fort are now less obvious as the vegetation has grown

up and around them The field to the east is a recreation groyidate 4).

2018
4.4.6 Very little has changed by 2018, although an area of grass disturbanbe saan within the
centre of the sitgPlate 5).

LIDAR

4.4.7 The LIDAR mapping is useful as the digital terrain model removes buildings and vegetation.
This allows us to review tharofile of the various features as they currently &eneath the
vegetation. Within theSite in the south west corner are the remains of the air raid shelters.
To the north are the earthworkeemans of the Grain Battery. The resolution is not clear
enough to identify each of the gun emplacements but shows that thersilisa sizeable
mound in place. The clear outline of the battery confiratismap data in thaearthworks
associated with the Grain Battery do nettend into theSite The remaining &thworks of
the fort and Wing Battery can also be identifigith the fort having far deeper and steeper
earthworks than that of Wing Batterwhich shove that it is set lower within the landscape

(Figire 12)
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5 WALKOVER SURVEY

51 Text

5.1.1 A walkover survey was dartaken on the 18 May 2019. The Site is a field surrounded by
concrete posts and metal fencing with trees and bushes growing against the fence in places,
with an entrance in the middle of the southern boundary fromitRéctoria Roadn the south
west corner are the remains of two air raid shelters of which, the roof is no longer in place
and it is overgrown. These were previously considered by Dr. Paul Wilkinson PhD., MCIfA.
FRSA of SWAT in correspondence dated 19/12/17 and provided as part of thétasdb
application following a site visit on the 1®ctober 2017. In conclusiptihey were considered
of no significant loss as a consequence of the proposed development. These are obviously a
remnantfrom the Second World War when the land was under the control of the MOD. As a
consequence, th&iteis essentially not level grouncelmg higher in the south west corner.
Previous uses for the land have been for keeping horses, although it is considered too small
for that purpose now andhasl G SYLI2 NI NB LR NIFOFoAy f20FGSR
surgery. Since then the land has baensed and as a result, despite fencing and gates, it
has attracted at times the illegal dumping of waste leading to an unkempt appearance. To the
north can be seen theadet hut which is currently used for storage. On the eastern boundary

is a publicdotpath alongside residential houses (Platek7].

5.1.2 Beyond the plot in which theadet hutsits can be seen a significant amount of vegetation
overlyingthe Grain Battery. The Scheduled arepast of a country park where a number of
footpaths weave aroud the structure and along the sea wall. There is no obvious indication
at all as to what lies underneath this mass of vegetation. To reach the top of the battery, there
is a single path up and down the slopes on the eastern and western side, which altmss a
to one of the concrete capped areasadfe of the fourgun emplacements. Viewgom the

top are essentially restricted to a few metres due to the vegetation.

5.1.3 Bordering the eastern side of th@oposed Sitds a maintained recreational field of stho
mowed grass. Beyond which is the Wing Battery. Again, this is also covered in a mass of
vegetationwith no obvious indicationsf a structurehaving beerthere, whichalso arrests
any vewstoo. Even on the eastern side facing the coast, views of ¢aease now restricted
due to the height of the top of the sea wall. It is not possible to viewSitefrom the top of

the sea walhor can you identify Grain Battery from that point.

© Swale and Thamea&rchaeological Survey Company@0all rights reserved



Development of Land at Port Victoria Road, Grain, Kent.
Archaeological and Built Heritage Statemant Impact Assessment

5.1.4 The fort is also extremely overgrown and set on land that is higher than the batteries. Even
at the top, where the guns were originally placed, looking across t&iteeall that is seen is

the vegetation from tree lines across the country park.

6 ASSESSENT OF HERITAGE ASSETS

6.1 Introduction

6.1.1 No designated heritage assets are recorded within the site.

6.1.2 The proposed development Sitis adjacentto Grain Fort and Coastal Batterjeghich are

listed as a Scheduled Ancient Monumelnis{ing 101995% see Appendid).

6.1.3 The Grain Battery is a designated heritage asset and is immediately north pfdhesed
Site For illustrative purposes,igure 11lillustratesthe various locations and names of the
buildings and earthworkthat are listed agshe Scheduled Monumentncluding; Grain Fort;
Grain Battery; Wing BatteryMedway Boom, Grain Tower and the southern Dummy Battery
(Figure 11)

6.1.4 The following assessment seeks to identify the significance of these heritage assets and to
what extent theproposed Siteontributesto their significanceParticular attentionhas been

givento the Grain Batterywhich is located directly north of the proposed Site.

6.2 Grain Fort and Associated Coastal Artillery Fortifications

Architectural Interest
6.2.1 A detailed report produced by RCHNI®98 provides a detailed and illustrateatcount of
the origins and development of the Fort, along with all other associated defence structures

and earthworks. A summary of thegport is provided herewith;

6.2.2 Grain Fortwas built between 1861 and 1868 ardksigned as a garrisoned and defensible
semicircular keep surrounded by polygonal earthworks and four caponiers. An internal
earthworkcomprised an additiondive caponiersThe Foristhe largest of all th@ssociate
monuments and plans documenting the layoytated 1893 provide details regarding the
use of many of the structureRCHME (1998) The final design includesevenguns in the
form of the 6¢ rifled muzzle loader, a type of large artilleigpvented in the migl9" century

but replaced in the late 9century bythe 1C¢ rifled breech loader.

© Swale and Thamea&rchaeological Survey Company@0all rights reserved



Development of Land at Port Victoria Road, Grain, Kent.
Archaeological and Built Heritage Statemant Impact Assessment

6.2.3 The Fort remained in use until 1956y Ras $Ubstantially altered betweel961 and 1978
(RCHMBE99835). The monument wasargelylevelledand thecomplete removal of the keep
and infilling of the resulting cleared argaf earth andrubble, createdthe modernflat inner
core that is present todayAlthough the external earthworks largely survidemolition
works although destructive above ground, had the effecpmdserving some of the features
under the currengroundlevels along witlany underground tunnel®eingunaffectedby the

demolition works therebyremaining buried insitu.

6.2.4 Grain Battery originally designed to use four guns, only had three at the time it went out of
use in 1935. Documentation regarding the plans do exist showing the four placements facing
the sea within a simpleval shape and out of all the batteries, had the most straightforward
design in a known standard pattern. The rear of the placements included buildings containing
latrines, cookhouse, command posts along with underground tunnels and magazine stores.
Access was via the north. The gun emplacements were infilled and sealed in the 1960s and

the buildings on the western side removed (RCHME 1998).

6.2.5 Grain Tower is an innovative version of the Napoleonic Martello Towers built on the south
and east coast of Englandther examples of similar towers were built elsewhaliengThe
Mersey and at Pembroke. There were internal alterations between 12107 searchlight
emplacement was added on the side in the Second World War along with -atéeding

barrack block aded to the north west side of the tower.

6.2.6 Wing Batterybuilt in 1895 was to an improved design in that it was set lower into the
landscape. Original plans suggest this battery was little altered during its life and with the

battery infilled and sealed, many features are thought to still survive below.

6.2.7 The oiginal auxiliary battery to the fort was 1km south of the fort and is known as Dummy
Battery. Origindy due to have 16 breech loaders, only four were installed in the 1870s,
possibly due to subsidence. Documentation in the form of the original planstcappear to
exist but the 1904 alterations do. The demolition in the 1950s severely altered the profile,

allowing a moato form.

Historical Interest

6.2.8 The fort and batteries are frorthe 19" and 20" centuriesand form part of a greater set of
defences inThe Thames and Medwasituated on the confluence of the two rivers,

downstream from London. The Naval dockyard at nearby Chatham, to the east, opened in
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1570. The first fort in the area was at Sheerness in tieckntury when a separate Naval
dockyardwas built. Given the proximity of the Isle to Grain to Sheerness Point it made sense
for another fort to be built opposite Sheerness. Documentary evidence from 1532 refers to
defences on Sheppey and Grain in the fornMafrris pikes demicanon and culvens. In

1667, the Dutch entered the River Medway and three earthen batteries were constructed on
the Grain side imesponsebut it is thought that these went out of use soon after. During the

18" century, defence consisted of floating batteries anchoréfdite coast at Grain.

6.2.9 There were apprehensions concerning the defence of The Thames and Medway during the
Napoleonic War in the early Sentury but it was only in 1846 that any action waken,
and the Grain Tower was built to contain cannons. InlB@&0sfollowing a review of coastal
defences, it was decided to build a fort at Grain. Quick firing guns were installed during the
1880s in coastal batteries to counter threats from torpedo baatd, as part of this in 1895
a new battery on the southerside of the fort called Wing Batterywas constructed This

battery contained two large rifled muzzle loaders and two quick firing guns.

6.2.10Further reviews at the beginning of the 20 century, for defencepurposes resulted in
strengtheringthe arrangement at Grain. A new battery was buit®91 andknown as Grain
Batterywhich wasto be armed with four 6 breech loaders. The Dummy Battery was rebuilt
three years after and the remaining batteries upgraded to include magazines, shelters,

command posts and searchlights.

6.2.11During the First World War the area saw increased activity. The coastal area was protected
by barked wire and trenches along with machine guadded Anttaircraft guns were
positioned at the Dummy Battery to support thesarby RNAS seaplane station further south.
After the First World War, the weaponry was removed from the Wing and DummyrRatte

By 1935, Grain Battery was disarmed

6.2.12At the start of the Second World War, Grain Fort had t@d&ech loaders. Grain Tower
was altered in relation to holding new larger, faster guns. Anaintraft battery was built at

White Hall Farm and the coastal region had #dafik defences.

6.2.13In 19586, it was decided to close all artillery fordichresulted in the demolition of meh of
the above ground structuresith some earthworks reduced or filled;idthough much of the

underground structures and tunnels remain.
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6.3 TheSetting
6.3.1 The fort and batteries were located here facing theer Medway on higher ground, opposite
the earlier fort at Sheerness. The area on the Isle of Graithe south was considered too
low. The land was acquired by the military between 1861 and 1863 an8itb& included
within this area with the boundary to the west being the trackway betwSeiwl YSa4 Q& CI NXY

and Baytree Farm.

6.3.2 Originally theFort andBatteries would have had clear coastal veut towards the Medway.
The top of the structurewhere the gun emplacements were, are the highest point of the
structures and would be similar in heigio that of atwo-storeyhouse at the grain Battery.
The present setting of the Grain Battemyhich iscovered heavily in vegetatioprevents any
intervisibility with theSiteor its other surroundings. The potential line of fire from the guns
that were located on the Grain Battery at the southern endysseghe north east corner of
the Site (Figures 26 & 27. The group of houses on the southern side of Port Victoria Road

already impedes into this edge of the line of fire.

6.3.3 The view towards th&itefrom the coast is impeded by the dense vegetation in the area. In
addition, access to the Grain Battery was from the na@thlesser significance is the landward
side of the battery, which were originally kept open to aid defefdee ®tting has already
been altered by the encroachment of the residential houses which abuts the Grain Battery at
the western boundary. Th8itewas part of a larger fielthat was used as part of a military
encampment, although th&8itewas clearly separated from the rest of tfield by the 1940s

havingbeendeemed to have limited importance to the MOD.

6.3.4 The presence of theadet hut to the immediate north of the site currently hinders

intervisibilityfrom the south.

7 DEVELOPMENPROPOSALS AND ASSESSMENT OF IMPACT

7.1 DevelopmentProposals

7.1.1 The proposed developmembmprisesof five residential housewith an ecology area in the
northern and eastern partef the site The poposed houses are located along theuthern
extent of the Site The existingcadet hut at the nath eastern corner of the site will be

removed(Fgure 2.
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7.1.2 At the current time it is unknownwhich foundation design will be used’hat said the
difference between standard trench filundations and piled foundations with ritgeams is
minimal when it comes tampactarea and depthAdded to thisthe requirements foservice
trenches and drainagare also unknown, although depthgtwveen 0.5m and 1m below the

existing ground are asmed.

7.1.3 As the site igelatively level andturrently under scrupit is also assumed thato ground
raising will be required and that the excavation of existing vegetation, turf and topsoil will be
required prior to the construction of roagdsccessplot formation areasand any other

aspects associated with the works.

7.2 Assessment oPhysicalmpact

7.2.1 Assessment of the findings from the KCC HER would suggest that the possibility for
archaeological remains is relatively low. That said, there are a faneslts that need to be
taken into consideration. Archaeological sites from around the Grain peninsula have recently
started to increase with the extent of modern development allowing access to areas that
were previously arable. Grain itself is located just beyond the intertidal zone with former
marshland directly to the east before the sea is reached. Such areas tend to produce
archaeological sites due to the favoured position on higher ground adjacent teeteron
Age and Roman settlemestarerecorded to the north of Grain and the presence of the
medieval church would suggest that the area around the site may have been occupied during
these periods. It needs to be mentioned, at this point, that the absesfcearlier remains
may also be down to the extensive earthworks and construction associated with Grain Fort
and the associated monuments. Earlier archaeologisddience should they have been

present, would have been heavily impacted during construabitiie defensive sites.

7.2.2 It is clearthat the construction of Grain Fort and all the associated monuments had a large
impact on the eastern coast of Grain. That said, there aresgtedt remained unaffected.
Cartographic evidence and aerial photograpleady show the extent of the monuments, as
does the LIDAR imagining. There is no evidence to suggest that any feature or earthwork
associated with the monuments was ever located within the proposedHite Site itself was
not considered as a key areattee MOD, and its connection with the fort and batteriesre
severed with the sale of the land into private ownership in the 194 @stherefore suggested
that the proposed development will have a low/negligible effect on physical archaeological

remains associated with the Fort.
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7.2.3 Although the monuments are clearly outside the proposed development area, it is suggested
that peripheral military activity is taken into consideration. Frequently areas around
fortifications are usedor other military purposessuch as training, campsite accommodation,
storage roads etc. The presence of unknown subterranean features should also not be ruled

out and the exiting air raid shelters should be taken into consideration

7.2.4 It is therefore suggested that the proposedwtlopment will have a lowo moderateeffect
on archaeological remains associated vifif' and 20" centurymilitary activityand thatany
such remains can be addressed by an appropriate planning condaig@rogramme of

archaeological work)

7.3 Assessment of Physical Impa@édtting Assessmeint

7.3.1 Step 1 of the methodology recommended by the Historic England guidBmeeSetting of
Heritage Asset¢see Methodologyabove) is4b identify which designated heritage assets
might be affected by a propodalevelopment. Development proposals may adversely impact
heritage assets where they remove a feature which contributes tosidpaificance of a
designated heritage asset or whereyifey § SNF SNBE A GK |y St SYSyid 27F |
which contribugs to its significance, such as interrupting a k&lgtionship or a designed
viewQConsideration was made as to whether any of the designated heritage assets present
within or beyond the 15km study aredFigure 1) include the site as part of their sedti and
therefore may potentially be affected by the proposed development. Assets in the vicinity

identified for further assessment on the basis of proximity and intervisibility comprise:

9 GrainFort and Associatedirtillery Fortifications

Grain Fort andhssociated Artillery Fortifications

7.3.2 Despite the demolition, filling in and sealing of the structures in the 1960s and 1970s, the site
is now recognised as having national significance given its Scheduled status. The various types
and developments of thaistoric fortifications on a site used over a X€ar period tells the
story of the defence of the Medway and changing technological approacheslimt850s
up to the Second World War. The Grain battery is not considered to be a rare design and it
appeas that the majority of the structure does survive under the mound. It had a short
lifespan of use, just over 30 yeaend was the least altered of all the batteriefal being

said, he setting is considered important #dse Grain Batterywas required todefend the
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confluence of three rivers; the Medway, The Swale andTth@mes and coastalaccesgo

southeast England and London.

7.3.3 The visual setting of the Monuments is therefore of high importance. The arteeteastof
the Siteremains open, althougkiegetation obscures the view to Wing Battery, et and
the coast. The historical setting of Grain Battery has already been affected by the modern
residential development to the west, where it abuts the rear of Badtery and also to the
south east, inere the residential development on the southern side of Port Victoria Road
extends into the edge of the line of fire from tlBattery. The relationship between the Site
and the area of the batteries and fort was severed in the 1940s when it came intdeoriv
ownership. There still remains a buffer of land between Grain Battery and the Site and its sits

outside of thecheduled area as a result.

7.3.4 Firing lines of the guns at the Fort Batteaye also consideredparticularly the closest,
southernmost gun (Figur26). After consulting plans provided by the RCHNIEOE), which
showsl one Fy3ftS FNRY (KS K2NAI 2y, thefringarzd (KS

O
(p))
[

the southern gun has been plotted and clearly cuts actbhesorth-easterncorner of the
proposedSite There iscurrentlya limited view of the Grain Battery from Port Victoria Road
due to the placing of thexistingcadethut, which is also located within the southern gun

firing arc.

7.3.5 The area of each of trmonumentsis currentlyheavily vegetated and limits any intervisibility
between the structuresalthoughit is recognised that sab clearance wouldncreasethe

visibility of the monument fom the Site.

7.3.6 It is worthy of note thainy impact caused to the significance of the heritage asséder the
previous application of six residential unitas O2 Yy aA RSNBR Fa Wt Saa GKIyY
accordance with NPPF Paragraph 486 a view concurred by Historic Englafiae land has
recertly beenleft unused and as a result, despite fencing and gates, it has attracted the illegal
dumping of waste leading to an unkempt appearance to the a@@an the amended design
of five residential units entirely outside of the area of the firingarég S Wt Saa G KIF y & dzo 3

impact is now lessened further.
737DA@GSY G(KS 020S Ad Aa 02y OftdRSR (KId GKS SEGSY
by its natural landscape boundaries, and that {h@posed developmenSite will have a

minimalimpactto the visual settingof the Monument as a wholas concurred byHistoric

Englandin November 2019 where they say that the previous reiteration of the proposed
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RSPSt2LIYSyld Wg2dzZ R NBadzZ &G Ay NBf I (A alSdde f
Y2y dzYSy G I.&raih Bagtefy2rétath® much of its structure under the mound of
vegetation. 1 is considered to have historical interest and its setting towards the coast that
forms its primary heritagsignificarce. However, it must be appreciated that any residential
developmenton the proposedsitemayhave a negative impact on the openness around the
Grain Batteryon the southern sidefrom PortVictoria Roadut this has been significantly

mitigated by sensitivehanges in desigio avoid the area of the firing arc and greatly lessen

2o S

Fye WwiSaa GKIY adzomaidl yaAalfQ AYLIF OG 7FdzNI KS N

7.3.8 The client in recognition of the importance and significance of the firinghascalready
agreed to the removal of theadet hut as partof the proposals through a S10&hich
currently impedes upon the firing arc andfi® closeststructureto the battery and will have
a significant improvement on the setting of the scheduled monument as a result and will
further address HistNA O 9 s/caricdrngais€d in their comments of November 2018
addition, further consideration has been given as to the siting of the new residential houses
within the plot, which now forraa linear development facing the roathd are at the furthest
point possble away from the scheduled monumen#ttention has particularly been paid to
the placement of these to ensure that the easternmost plot also does not impede upon the
firing line of the batteryand that the entire residential element of the proposal remsi

outside of the firing arc.

7.3.9 Therefore, the onsidered mitigation hasurrently been adopted in the design of the
proposed development in ensuring that the views to the north have been retained when
entering the site with metal railings and that tleastern boundary also has metal railings to
native hedging to provide an open aspect and in keeping with the recreation area to the east.
¢tKA&d RSaAdy OKFy3aS G2 (GKS o02dzy R NBE GNEBI @

comments in November 2019 WhNKX o6& GKSe& KIFIR NIA&aSR 02y OSSN
A

[«

TSyOSakLX I yiAy3d s2df R ySOSNIKSt $54 &

7.3.10The Client has already proposed offer public benefitan the formsigrageboardsand has
accepted this as a condition to any applicatidhe loation of which are highlighted in Figure
2 as point A and point B. Point A is intended to detail the history of the battery with point B
detailing the importance of the firing arln addition, the developer will look @rrangng for
information regardiig the sites history to be publicised within the Parish magazine and also

within the Parish noticeboard.
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7.3.11Paragraph 196f the NPPRotes that where a development proposal will lead to less than
substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritagset, this harm should be
weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum viable
use.In this case the Council has acknowledge in thefk ¥ A plaénidréportor June 2020
a number of public benefitsunder the preious proposal when the application was for 6

residential units.Those public benefitanclude the following:

1 Demolition and removal of the cadets building that was constructed before the
designation of Grain Fort as a heritage asset from dh#ing of the scheduled
monument and return of the land in visual form to improve the setting of @rain

Fort in perpetuity.

f ¢2 GdzNy GKS y2NIKSIFad O2NYSNJ 27T bdildn§ | LILIX A OF
land into a biodiversity area and haltit@r translocation of reptilefrom the rest of
the application site and complement the adjoining public oppace. In so doing also
ensure that the fort line of fire would be permanenttgpt open and free from any

structures.

1 Construction of 6no new niket housing in a very sustainable location at a tinten
the Council is in short of five years housing land supply and themeisdato provide
more housing in the borough in response to the growiongsing need. Moreover, in
the context of a villagee size of Grain, theroposed 6 houses would be a reasonably

significant development.

1 Keep the number of dwelling houses to no more than 6no and design the lajout
the development so that the northeast corner of the site, adjacent to the aradkets
land remains permanently open in order to contribute posits@ntribution to the

setting of the schedule monument.

1 Tidy up the land, improve visual and residential amenities of the neadigents and

put the land into a long term viable use that will hdeagenvironmental benefits.

1 The scheme would generate economic benefit through both the construatidrthe
activities of future residents of the proposed houses such residemsid also

contribute socially to the village.
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1 To extend eastward the exisgnpavement that currently terminates in front 67

Chapel Road and just before the PROW to include the applicatioinasitage.

i To installing a notice board to provide background information aboutstireeduled

Monument facility.

7.3.12The latest changes tthhe proposals for 5 houses further strengthens many of these public
benefits with a larger ecology area, further impmoy the setting of the scheduled
monument, whilst a reduction in the number of units from 6 to five, will still retain the
economic and bnefit for housing provisigralong with improvement to the pavements and

tidying up of the land.

7.3.13Tosummarise there isan historical functional association between the lawithin the site
and the Scheduled Monumei that its purpose was to retain a clear line of sigit the
firing arc It has been consideretthat the proposed development will result minimalharm
to the significance of the Schedul&tbnumentas a wholethrough alteration to settin@gs
well asproviding sufficient public benefits to outweigh any less than substantial haha
revised development layout with the removal of thadethut and by ensuring that none of
the proposed residential properties will fall within the area of the firingigiem improvement
upon the previous proposed designs and mitigates agdivesiprevious concerns raisdu/

Historic England

8 CONCLUSION

8.1 Introduction

8.1.1 The purpose of thiBuilt Heritage Statement was to assist the Local Authority to understand
the impact of the proposed development as required by the NPPF on the significance of any
Heritage Assets affected, including any contribution made by their setting.Henigge
Staement has been prepared by SWAT Archaeologvio& Mrs Murisonin support of the

application for proposed developments lodndat Port Victoria Roadsrain Kent.

8.1.2 This report has demonstrated that ti®itelies close to the Scheduled Ancient Monument of
coastal artillery defences on the Isle of Grain. This includes a fort and a number of batteries,

one of which is to the north of th8iteand at the western edge of the MOD area of land.
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8.2 Archaeological Resource
8.2.1 The assessmenthas demonstrated that the it®¢ lies close to the Scheduled Ancient

Monument of coastal artillery defences on the Isle of Grain. This includes a fort and a number
of batteries, one of which is to the north of ti&teand at the western edge of the MOD area

of land.

8.2.2 This demonstrates that the significancetbése assets resides in their setting and historical
interest. Since 1956, the Scheduled asset has not had any direct relationship with the Site.
Even when the land was owned by the military, the area of thediiteot have any direct
relationship with the Scheduled Monument other than providing openness to the south of
the Grain Battery for the line of fire. That said, the potential for archaeological remains does
still exist. The proposed Site is located within area of Palaeolithic potential and remains
associated with the Iron Age, Roman and medieval periods are recorded within the

surrounding area.

8.3 Setting
8.3.1 No designated heritage assets are recorded within the site.

8.3.2 Thenorthern area of the site, irtlosest proximity to the Scheduled Monument, is proposed
to beretained asanecologcalarea.The removal of theadethut which currently falls within
the area of the firing arc is to be removed, providing an immediate benefit to the openness
of the area closst to the battery. Theamendedproposed development includes the-siting
of the housedurther away from that of the battergo that they ardacingonto Port Victoria
Road Thisensuesthat none of the proposed housing plo#sll impede upon the firg arcof
the Grain Battery Surrounding the houses will be soft landscaping and native heediian
will separate the heritagasset from the residential development within the sitee eastern
boundary of thesite will help retain theopennesswith metal railing rather than a hard
demarcation of the site boundasnd the inclusion of interpretation boards is also welcomed
Therefore, it is our view that this is a significant improvement upon the earlier proposed

designs

8.3.3 It isrecognised thathe Grain Batteryis only part of a much larger heritage site and any
opportunity to provide information andlace this site within the wider context should also
be consideredHowever, it should be highlighted that th@&rain Battery and thevider
schedulel complex is outside of the ownership of the Client and as such they do not have

control over the area.
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8.3.4 Historic England highlighted within their comments for the previous application fooases
at the site that there would be minimal harm to the significance of the Scheduled Monument
as a wholethrough alteration to setting. The revised development layout with the removal
of the cadet hut and by ensuring that none of the proposed residential properties will fall
within the area of the firing aranitigates against the previous concerns raised by Historic
England Therefore, it is considerétiat the revised desigwill further minimise anyalready
less than substantial harm to the setting of Grain Battéfe planning case officer
commentedthat there were a number ofpublic benefits to the schemender the previous
application in thathat thesewould outweigh any less than substantial harfimerefore given
that under the revised schemeyith anyless than substaidl harmimpactreducedfurther,

this viewpoint shouldstill applyto the revised scheme.

9 OHER CONSIDERATIONS

9.1 Archive
9.1.1 Subject to any contractual requirements on confidentiality, two copies oHkistage Asset
Assessmenwill be submitted to the LPA and Kent County Council (Heritage) within 6 months

of completion.

9.2 Reliability/Limitations of Sources

9.2.1 The sources that weresed in this assessment were, in general, of high quality. The majority
of the information provided herewith has been gained from either published texts or
I NOKFS2t23A0Ft WIaINBeQ fAGSNY G§dNE KSER

being reiable.

9.3 Copyright

9.3.1 Swale & Thames Survey Company and the author shall retain full copyright on the
commissioned report under the Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988. All rights are
reserved, excepting that it hereby provides exclusive licaloc#r & Mrs Murison (and

representatives) for the use of this document in all mattergclly relating to the project.
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11 APPENDICES

11.1 Appendix 1: Statutory List Description

Coastal artillery defences on the Isle of Grain, immediately east and south east of Grain village

Heritage Environment Record Numb&g 87 NE 8
ListEntryNumber:1019955

National Grid Referenc@Q 88972 76405, TQ 89077 76559, TQ 89193 76555, TQ 89231 75655, TQ
89261 76119, TQ 89642 76043.

Type of Recordscheduled Monument
Date of Listing6™ July1979
Period:Medieval

Summary: The monumaet, which falls into six separate areas of protection, includes five 19th
century coastal artillery fortifications, including a gun tower, a fort and three
batteries, and later 20th century additions, including two searchlight
emplacements, constructed dow-lying ground on the eastern reaches of the Isle
of Grain, commanding the entrance to the River Medway. They formed part of the
wider Thames and Medway defences and, with the positions on the opposite side
of the channel at Sheerness, provided a fiX@adt line of defence to protect the
important naval dockyards and commercial ports from a seaborne attack. Grain
Tower was constructed in response to fears of a French invasion during the mid
19th century, and is located on a tidal mudflat which projécts the Medway
channel. The threstoreyed, roughly oval artillery tower, is bribkilt with walls
faced in granite ashlar, and is Listed Grade ll. Its design resembles that of the
martello towers, built along the south and east coast of England indinlg &9th
century. A thick central column rises from the basement to the top of the tower,
from which springs the barrel vaulted first floor ceiling which supports the gun
position on the roof. Thérst-floor doorway, the lintel of which is incised withe
tower's completion date of 1855, is reached by boat at high tide or, originally, by
steps at low tide approached from the shore by a causeway of concrete block and
timber construction. Cartographic evidence suggests that the causeway was
moved from itsoriginal north west to south east alignment to its present east
west position by 1889. The first floor provided accommodation for the garrison,
with ammunition and supplies stored in the basement below. An internal staircase
rises from first floor level téhe gun platform on the roof, designed to carry one
56-pounder and two 3zounder cannon, mounted on traversing carriages behind
an encircling parapet. In the years leading up to World War I, the tower became
the western anchor point for a chain boom deée across the mouth of the
Medway to Sheerness, and remains of the chain survive around the base of the
tower. Remnants of the fixed, timber section which connected the tower to Grain
beach, and extended beyond the tower towards the central channel, isanbe
seen at low tide. The roof of the tower was also remodelled to accommodate the
emplacements and support structures for two 4.7in gtfickg (QF) guns,
installed to cover the boom, and two new magazine chambers were inserted at
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first floor level. Mich of the southern emplacement survived the further, radical
alterations made to the roof during World War Il. The tower waamaed in 1940
with a twin 6pounder QF gun, to deal with incursions by higleed German

torpedo boats, and a coastal artillesgarchlight emplacement was added to the
side of the tower to assist the gun during night attacks. Accompanying structures
include a battery observation tower located on the roof behind the emplacement
and a freestanding barrack block, constructed oritstiwith access from the

tower on its north western side, providing extra accommaodation for the wartime
detachment. Many original features survive from this period, including the
remains of an electrically powered cage lift, installed at first floor leveteet the
gun's requirement for a rapid supply of ammunition. Grain Fort was added to the
coastline during the 1860s, on the recommendation of the 1859 Royal
Commission into the Defences of the United Kingdom Fortifications, to support
Grain Tower andhe defences at Sheerness. The fort consisted of a rswthh
aligned, semtircular brick keep, enclosed on its eastern front by a ditch, and a
large, heptagonal earthwork beyond, designed to support the armament. The
western gorge wall of the keep extead to meet the ends of the rampart, and the
compound was completely enclosed by a substantial outer ditch. The keep
provided accommodation on two levels, for at least 250 men, and was arranged
around a central parade. The parade was entered through a gessgy in the

gorge wall, defended by two derbiastions and approached through a gap in the
rampart. The keep was further protected by five caponniers constructed within
the surrounding ditch. Subterranean passages led from two of these structures,
beneaththe rampart, to four caponniers in the outer ditch. The main magazine
survives within the north eastern passage, and was surveyed in 1999. Many of its
original fittings survive, including the remains of the ammunition lift and some of
the notices labellingarious components of the magazine. Subsidiary magazines,
and ancillary chambers, were located beneath the terreplein, which was designed
to support 13 heavy, rifled muzzleaders (RMLs) and was accessed, via a covered
way, from the inner ditch. The armeent underwent a series of upgrades before

the final allocation of two 6.2in guns in World War 11 for close defence, and a
spigot mortar at each end of the terreplein, traces of which survive. Grain Fort was
decommissioned in 1956 and its appearance subeatly altered by the

demolition of its keep, and the partial infilling of the surrounding ditch. In addition
to this substantial Royal Commission fortification, a series of open batteries were
constructed along the coastline to the south. The first wait buthe 1860s,
approximately 1km south of Grain Fort and, originally known as Grain Battery, was
renamed Dummy Battery in 1901. The two positions were linked by a
communications road which was carried on an earthen bank across marshland to
the south ofSmithfield Road. The bank survives as an earthwork, up to 2m high
and 4m wide. Two small structures, built at the southern end of the bank during
World War |, are thought to be related to the telephone system or power supply
for the battery. On dryer grouhto the north, the road was carried in a sunken

way, protected by the bank on its seaward side. The nediith aligned Dummy
Battery was defined by ashaped earthwork, enclosed by an outer ditch on its
eastern front. The concrete core of the earthwarkginally supported a linear
arrangement of 11in RMLs. The weapons were upgraded to 6in biteadbrs in
1895, and these, in turn, were replaced by two 4.7in QF guns in about3,904
linked by a covered way, with an underlying magazine, and a battetyot@ost

to the south. The main magazine was protected beneath a large rectangular blast
mound to the rear. The battery was abandoned after World War II, and
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subsequent earth moving during the 1950s exposed the concrete core and
emplacements, and the ditccbecame flooded. The ancillary structures were also
demolished at this time, and their floors can be traced on the ground behind the
emplacements. Major advances in military technology during the late 19th
century, led to the strengthening and modernigatiof coastal defence, including
the addition of two new batteries at Grain. The first, Wing Battery, was built
immediately south of Grain Fort in 1895. It is defined by a nediith aligned,

broadly lozengeshaped bank, enclosing a central, rectangulalidw, entered at

its southern end from the western gorge. The gorge is formed by the road running
south to Dummy Battery. The gently sloping profile of the battery was designed to
be almost invisible to a seaborne attacker, and its surrounding ditch r@mdan
unclimable fence for added protection. It was equipped with two 11in RMLs and a
pair of 4.7in QF guns, arranged in a line along the forward rampart, with
magazines and detachment shelters below. The range finder positions were
located on the rampadrto the north and west, and the concrete remains of these
survive. Several structures were added to the central hollow during World War |,
but these were demolished, and the emplacements infilled, after the site was
abandoned in 1956. Grain Battery wasistiucted to the west of Wing Battery in
1900, and remained in use until the 1930s. Its roughly rectangular, earthen mound
was designed to carry a linear arrangement of four 6in brdealders on the
terreplein. On its south western front the battery wasobosed by a ditch, which
curves around the southern end of the earthwork, and contained an unclimable
fence which extended to the rear. A slight outer bank was constructed along its
seaward side, to help conceal the ditch from view. The battery was etteyea

road from the north, which passed through a gate in the fence. It continued
behind the forward rampart, providing access to the guns and their magazines,
and to shelters constructed beneath the road. The support buildings for the
detachment were loated on its western side, and these were levelled, and the
emplacements infilled, during the 1960s. The remains of two electric searchlight
emplacements, installed before the outbreak of World War I, survive on the
esplanade. Each consists of a small,aegular, concrete chamber with an apsidal
extension on the seaward side which housed the lights. The southern
emplacement was extended to the rear by the addition of a small square room.
There is now little trace of the complex system of amtiasion defaces, including
machine gun emplacements and barbed wire entanglements, which were added
to the coastline during both World Wars, although a strip of-tamik obstacles
survives along the beach to the north of the monument. A number of features
within the area of the monument are excluded from the scheduling. These are as
follows: the modern shed, situated behind the rampart of Grain battery; all
modern fences, railings and gates; modern steps and benches; the surfaces of all
modern paths and the surfacd the modern esplanade, although the ground
beneath all these features is included.
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11.2 Appendix2 ¢ KCC HER Data

KHER Ref Type Period Distance Description

TQ 87 NE 23 Marine Post Medieval €. 1035m WRECK Royal duke

TQ 87 NE 24 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECKondon

TQ 87 NE 25 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Maria

TQ 87 NE 26 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK William

TQ 87 NE 27 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Rochford

TQ 87 NE 28 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Agnes

TQ 87 NE 29 Marine Post Medieval c. 1045m WRECK Edward

TQ 87 NE 30 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Harry

TQ 87 NE 31 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Borstal

TQ 87 NE 32 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK New unity

TQ 87 NE 33 Marine Post Medieval €.1035m WRECK Jonathan

TQ 87 NE 34 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Ballerat

TQ 87 NE 35 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Lady macadam

TQ 87 NE 36 Marine Post Medieval to c. 1035m WRECK Christiana
Modern

TQ 87 NE 37 Marine Post Medieval to €. 1035m WRECK George aRtances
Modern

TQ 87 NE 38 Marine Post Medieval to c. 1035m WRECK Fritz
Modern

TQ 87 NE 39 Marine Post Medieval to c. 1035m WRECK Lady of the wave
Modern

TQ 87 NE 40 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECK Calpie

TQ 87 NE 41 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECK Richard

TQ 87 NE 42 Marine Post Medieval to c. 1035m WRECK Ladessie
Modern

TQ 87 NE 43 Marine Post Medieval to c. 1035m WRECK Cobden
Modern
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KHER Ref Type Period Distance Description

TQ 87 NE 44 Marine Post Medieval to €. 1035m WRECK Dashing wave
Modern

TQ 87 NE 46 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK William

TQ 87 NE 47 Marine Post Medieval €. 1035m WRECK Lucy

TQ 87 NE 48 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Swan

TQ 87 NE 49 Marine Post Medieval €. 1035m WRECK Columbus

TQ 87 NE 50 Marine Post Medieval €.1035m WRECK Mary

TQ 87 NE 51 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Wadstray

TQ 87 NE 52 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Molly

TQ 87 NE 53 Marine Post Medieval c.1035m WRECK London

TQ 87 NE 54 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Maria

TQ 87 NE 55 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Pitt

TQ 87 NE 56 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK William

TQ 87 NE 57 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Polly

TQ 87 NE 58 Marine Post Medieval €. 1035m WRECK Nancy

TQ 87 NE 59 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Gallant schemer

TQ 87 NE 60 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Jane

TQ 87 NE 61 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Ackerman

TQ 87 NE 62 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Hibernia

TQ 87 NE 63 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Nelly

TQ 87NE 64 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Bremezer

TQ 87 NE 65 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Unknown

TQ 87 NE 66 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Matchless

TQ 87 NE 67 Marine Post Medieval €. 1035m WRECK HMS Nottingham

TQ 87 NE 68 Marine Post Medieval €. 1035m WRECK HMS Northingham

TQ87NE 71 Marine Post Medieval €. 1035m WRECK Margaret

TQ 87 NE 76 Marine Post Medieval €. 1035m WRECK Brighton

TQ 87 NE 77 Marine Post Medieval €. 1035m WRECK Emily
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KHER Ref Type Period Distance Description
TQ 87 NE 80 Marine PostMedieval to €. 1035m WRECK Redwood
Modern
TQ 87 NE 82 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECK Resolvo
TQ 87 NE 83 Marine Modern c.1245m WRECK Unknown
TQ 97 NW 145 Monument Modern €. 1145m SE | Unknown
TQ 87 NE 87 Marine Modern c.1035m WRECK Danube iii
TQ 87NE 88 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECK Go ahead
TQ 87 NE 89 Marine Modern €. 1035m WRECK Thom&onnolly
TQ 87 NE 90 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECK Carry on
TQ 87 NE 96 Marine Post Medieval to c. 1035m WRECK Calluna
Modern
TQ 87 NE 97 Marine PostMedieval to c. 1035m WRECK Lorna
Modern
TQ 87 NE 98 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Richard
TQ 87 NE 99 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECK Success
TQ 87 NE 102 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECK Dashing wave
TQ 87 NE 103 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECBerwick
TQ 87 NE 104 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECK Wouldham
TQ 87 NE 105 Marine Post Medieval to c. 1035m WRECK Minnie
Modern
TQ 87 NE 106 Marine Modern c. 1035m WRECK C120
TQ 87 NE 107 Marine Modern €. 1035m WRECK Antje
TQ 87 NE 108 Marine PostMedieval €. 1035m WRECK Ladessie
TQ 87 NE 110 Marine Post Medieval c. 1035m WRECK Malvina
TQ 87 NE 112 Monument Modern c. 445m SE Site of a Defence electric light, near Smithfield Marshes, Isle of
Grain
TQ 87 NE 119 Monument Post Medieval to c. 725m SE Causeway linking the Isle of Grain and Grain Tower
Modern
TQ 87 NE 120 Monument Modern c. 1070m NW | Site of barracks for aanti-aircraft battery, near White Hall Farm
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KHER Ref Type Period Distance Description
TQ 87 NE 123 Monument Modern c. 565m N Base for a temporargtructure associated with Grain Fort, Isle of
Grain
TQ 87 NE 124 Monument Modern c. 540m N Mound and hollow features, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 125 Monument Modern c. 610m N Site of First World War Coast Atrtillery Searchlight serving Grain
Fort, Isle of Gria
TQ 87 NE 126 Monument Modern c.565m N Site of a shelter or bunker associated with the Grain Batteries, |
of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1077 Listed Building Medieval to Modern c. 495m N Church of St James, IsgleGrain
TQ 87 NE 1076 Listed Building PostMedieval ¢. 170m SSW | White House Farmhouse
TQ 87 NE 1079 Listed Building Post Medieval to c. 970m ESE | Grain Tower, Isle of Grain
Modern
TQ 87 NE 1078 Listed Building Post Medieval to c. 435m NW | The Hogarth Inn, Grain, Isle of Grain
Modern
TQ 87 NE 12 Monument Post Medieval ¢. 1010m SSE| Buda battery, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 14 Monument Late Iron Age c. 1050m NW | Iron Age settlement, Gravel pit near Rose Court Farm, Isle of G
TQ 87 NE 1086 Building Modern c. 115m SSW | Barrack buildings in front @€foast Guard cottages, Grain
TQ 87 NE 1090 Building Modern c. 140mw Army married quarters
TQ 87 NE 1101 Building Modern c. 115m SW | Army married quarters
TQ 87 NE 1094 Building Modern c.275m N 'Rissington’, former army married quarters, IsleGrain
TQ 87 NE 1096 Building Modern c. 700m N White Hall Farm battery, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1095 Monument Modern c. 380m SE Defence Electric Light position
TQ 87 NE 1100 Building Modern c. 405m SE Engine House
TQ 87 NE 1091 Building Modern €.430m SE Plinth for twin 6 pounder quick firing battery observation tower
TQ 87 NE 1093 Monument Modern c. 270m NNW | Spigot Mortar Pedestal
TQ 87 NE 1092 Building Modern c. 155m SE Spigot Mortar Pedestal
MKE71351 Findspot Early Medieval oAnglo | c. 985m W Early Medieval copper alloy strap fitting
Saxon to Medieval
MKE71755 Findspot Post Medieval c. 735m NW | Post Medieval silver coin
TQ 87 NE 1102 Monument Unknown c. 395m NNW | Cropmark of a ring ditch, to the north of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1103 Monument Unknown c. 395m NNW | Cropmark of a possible ring ditch, to the north of Grain
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KHER Ref Type Period Distance Description
TQ 87 NE 1104 Monument Unknown ¢. 395m NNW | Cropmarks of a field system, to the north of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1105 Monument Unknown €. 955m NW | Cropmark of a ring ditch, tidhe north west of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1106 Monument Unknown c. 800m NW | Cropmarks of ring ditch, to the west of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1108 Monument Unknown €. 920m NW | Cropmarks of a field system, to the north west of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1107 Monument Unknown c.1210m Cropmark of a ring ditch to the west of Grain

WSW
TQ 87 NE 130 Building Modern c. 235m NW | George VI pillar box, Chapel Road / Grayne Avenue, Grain
TQ 87 NE 1116 Farmstead Post Medieval to €. 1100m NW | Rose Court Farm (Rosecourt Farm), Isl@rain

Modern

TQ 87 NE 1117 Farmstead Post Medieval c. 1005m White Hall Farm, Isle of Grain

NNW
TQ 87 NE 1120 Farmstead Post Medieval c. 1090m Perry's Farm, Isle of Grain

WNW
TQ 87 NE 1121 Farmstead Post Medieval c.1165m W | Wilford's Farm, Isle of Grain
MKE83401 Farmstead Post Medieval c. 690m W West Bear
TQ 87 NE 1118 Farmstead Post Medieval to c. 155m SSW | Whitehouse Farm, Isle of Grain

Modern

TQ 87 NE 1119 Farmstead Post Medieval €. 270m NNW | St James's Farm, Isle of Grain
MKE83405 Farmstead PostMedieval c.425m N Parsonage Barn
MKE83406 Farmstead Post Medieval c.370m N Outfarm south east of Parsonage Barn
MKE83440 Farmstead Post Medieval c. 630m WNW)| Outfarm adjacent to Lee's Cottages
TQ 87 NE 1112 Crash Site Modern €. 980m SW | Crash sitef Dornier D017
TQ 87 NE 1113 Crash Site Modern c.305m S Crash site of Messerschmitt Bf109E
TQ 87 NE 143 Monument Unknown c. 620m SW | Cropmark of a ring ditch, to the south west of Whitehouse Farm
TQ 87 NE 1115 Findspot Unknown c. 545m NNW | Stone head found in Clubb's Pit, opposite Grain Church
TQ 87 NE 20 Marine Modern €. 900m Unknown
TQ 87 NE 1124 Farmstead Post Medieval c. 140m W Baytree Farm, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1125 Building Post Medieval to c. 345m W BethelCongregational Chapel, Grain, Isle of Grain

Modern
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KHER Ref Type Period Distance Description

TQ 87 NE 146 Building Post Medieval to c. 175m SSE | 'Medtha’, Grain, Isle of Grain
Modern

TQ 87 NE 147 Building Post Medieval to c. 75m SW 'Old Guard House, Grain, Isle of Grain
Modern

TQ 87 NE 148 Building Post Medieval to c. 465m N Old School House, Grain, Isle of Grain
Modern

TQ 87 NE 149 Building Post Medieval to c. 465m N Site of former National School, Grain, Isle of Grain
Modern

TQ 87 NE 150 Building Post Medieval to c. 270m WNW,| Site of a former Bethel Chapel and Sunday School, Grain, Isle ¢
Modern Grain

TQ 87 NE 151 Building Post Medieval to c. 480m NNW | The Old Vicarage, Grain, Isle of Grain
Modern

TQ 87 NE 1004 Monument Post Medieval c. 510m NE Windmill on Grain, Isle of Grain

TQ87 NE 1027 Monument Unknown c. 570m NE Site of two circular enclosures, Grain

TQ 87 NE 1025 Monument Modern c. 750m SE Defensive installation, Isle of Grain

TQ 87 NE 1024 Monument Post Medieval to c. 1055m Enclosure, near Grain Gravel Pit gherly White Hall Farm), Isle of
Modern NNW Grain

TQ 87 NE 1023 Monument Post Medieval c.475m SE Site of a Jetty, near Smithfield Marshes, Isle of Grain

TQ 87 NE 1007 Monument Post Medieval c. 860m SSE | Site of a Black Beacon (inner?), Smithfield Marshes, |$eai

TQ 87 NE 1008 Monument Post Medieval c. 890m SSE | Site of a Black Beacon (outer?), Isle of Grain

TQ 87 NE 1057 Monument Post Medieval to c.905m S Site of White Beacon, Smithfield Marshes, Isle of Grain
Modern

TQ 87 NE 1056 Monument PostMedieval c. 230m SE IndependentWharf, Isle of Grain

TQ 87 NE 1042 Monument Modern c. 825m N Site of a gravel pit tramway, Isle of Grain

TQ 87 NE 1043 Monument Modern c. 370m SE Site of a Groyne, near Grain, Isle of Grain

TQ 87 NE 1044 Monument PostMedieval to c. 370m SE Outfall Sewer/sluice at Grain, Isle of Grain
Modern

TQ 87 NE 1045 Monument Modern c.420m SE Wharf, near Grain, Isle of Grain

TQ 87 NE 1046 Monument Modern c. 555m SE Site of an Outfall Sewer, Smithfield Marshes, Isle of Grain

TQ 87 NE 1047 Monument Post Medieval to c. 585m SSE | Site of North Black Beacon, near Grain, Isle of Grain

Modern
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KHER Ref Type Period Distance Description
TQ 87 NE 1048 Monument Modern c. 655m SSE | Site of a Beacon, Smithfield Marshes, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1049 Monument Modern c. 805m SSE | Site of an Outfall, Smithfield Marshes, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1051 Monument Modern €. 490m NNE | Spigot mortar emplacement at Grain Fort, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1052 Monument Roman c. 1050m NW | Late Roman cemetery, Gravel Pit near Rose Court Farm, Isle of
Grain
TQ 87 NE 1053 Marine Post Medieval to €. 1100m Remains of large barge or fishing vessel
Modern
TQ 97 NW 147 Monument Unknown ¢. 1130m SE | Rectangular feature/structure, near Grain Tower, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1058 Building Modern c. 365m NNE | Coast Artillery searchlight, east of Grain Fort, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 1059 Building Modern c. 375m SE Anti-aircraft gun emplacement, Smithfield Marshes, Grain
TQ 87 NE 1062 Landscape Early Mesolithic to Late | c. 1240m SSE| Peatexposure, near Grain Power Station, Isle of Grain
Iron Age
TQ 87 NE 1063 Building Modern c. 530m SE Ammunition Locker, Smithfield Marshes, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 129 Findspot Lower Palaeolithic to c.915mWwW Palaeolithic flint artefact, ClubbRit, Isle of Grain
Middle Palaeolithic
TQ 87 NE 118 Monument Post Medieval to c. 180m SE Road connecting Grain Fort and Dummy battery, Isle of Grain
Modern
TQ 87 NE 91 Listed Building Modern c. 830m N Anti-tank obstacles, Grain
TQ 87 NE 111 Monument Modern c. 730m SSW | Grain Power Station, Isle of Grain
TQ 87 NE 8 Monument Post Medieval to Adjacent to Grain Fort and associated coastal artillery fortifications, Isle of
Modern PDA Grain
TQ 87 NE9 Monument Post Medieval to c.150m E Remains of windattery, Isle of Grain
Modern
TQ 87 NE 10 Monument Post Medieval to c. 610m SE Remains of Grain battery, renamed Dummy Battery, Isle of Gra
Modern
TQ 87 NE 1089 Building Post Medieval to c.70m S Coast Guard Cottages, IsiEGrain
Modern
TQ 87 NE 1080 Building Post Medieval to c. 200m W 'Rose Terrace', Naval married quarters, Grain, Isle of Grain
Modern
TQ 87 NE 1082 Building Post Medieval to €. 240m NNE | Grain Fort, Isle of Grain
Modern
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KHER Ref

Type

Period

Distance

Description

TQ 87 NE 1026

Monument

Post Medieval to
Modern

Adjacent to
PDA

Remains of Grain Battery, Isle of Grain
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Figurel Site location map, scale 1:640,000 and 1:10,000.
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Figure2 Proposed Development Area (MSD Architects)
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Insert HER DATA

My P

Figure3 KHER Prehistoric

Figure4 KHER, Roman
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Figure6 KHER PostMedieval
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Figure7 KHER Modern

Figure8 KHER Historic Landscape Classification
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Figurel0KHER NMP Lines
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Figurel12 KHER NMP Lines, close up
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Figurel4 NMP Project, with labels
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Figurel6 KHER Scheduled Monuments
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Figurel8 Hasted, 1798
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Figurel91842 Isle of Grain Tithe Map
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Figure21 Historic OS Map from 1896
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Figure23 4™ Edition Ordnance Survey Ma@31l
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River Medway

~Dummy Battery

Figure24 Aerial Photograph highlighting the various aspects that make up the Scheduled Ancient Monument
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Figure25LIDAR, 1m Composite DTM (Environment Agency)
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Figure26 Grain Battery southern gun firing arc
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Platel Aerial Photograph, 1940's (Google Earth)
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Plate2 Aerial Photograph, 1960's (Google Earth)
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Plate3 Aerial Photograph, 1990's (Google Earth)
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Google Earth

2079 Kent County Councll

Plate4 Aerial Photograph, 2003 (Google Earth)
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Plate5 Aerial Photograph, 2018 (Google Earth)
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