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62A Abbey Street, Faversham, Kent;

Heritage Statement

Summary
SWAT Archaeology has been commissioned by the landowners to prepare a Heritage
Statement relating to the proposed development area (Site) of Land to the rear and east of

62A Abbey Street, Faversham in Kent.

There is a requirement 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 that a

planning proposal will have upon their significance.

The PDA (Proposed Development Area) is located to the north of Faversham and on the east
side of Abbey Street itself east of Faversham Creek and south of Abbey Road To the south
and east are situated the remains of the St Saviour’s Abbey and to the east the remains of a

Roman villa and Roman aisled barn and later medieval barns (MAP 1-6. Figures 1-2).

The map regression (MAP’s 1-6) show that the PDA has been agricultural since the
dissolution of the Abbey but that underlying the PDA are likely to the remains of the Abbey’s
cloisters and associated Abbey buildings including earlier Late Iron Age and Roman

agricultural buildings (cover plate).

The proposed development (22/504334/FULL) is for the installation of ten PV panels
arranged in two rows on a ground mounted frame (Figures 1-2. Plates 1-4 and front cover).
Historic England have commented on the proposal in that the application is inadequately
documented and recommend that a Heritage Assessment should be undertaken and that
Historic England be consulted about the need for scheduled monument consent prior to

determination.



This Heritage Statement has found that the heritage assets will remain unaffected by the
proposed development, which are buried and will retain their historical and aesthetic
qualities with the proposed development producing ‘no harm’ on their settings or

significance of these assets in accordance with NPPF paragraph 202.

It is worthy of note that the Scheduled Monument of “The site of St Saviour’s Abbey,
including the remains of the Iron Age farmstead and Faversham Roman Villa” (NHLE

Reference 1011804) expressly exclude:

“All surface features such as goal posts and fences are excluded from the scheduling, as are
the surfaces of any paths, the garages to the south west of the playing fields and the sign
post in front of the western wall of the playing fields; also excluded are all standing buildings
on the west side of the monument including Nos 63 and 64 Abbey Street which are listed
Grade Il, Arden's House which is listed Grade II* and the wall on the north side of
the garden of Arden's House (Grade 1l); also excluded is the southern end of a barn on the
west side of the monument; the ground beneath all these features is, however, included in

the scheduling”.
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62A Abbey Street, Faversham, Kent;

Heritage Statement

1 INTRODUCTION

Planning Background

1.1.1 Swale & Thames Survey Company (SWastommissioned byhe landownergqthe

C | '), te cartry out aHeritageStatementrelating toa proposed development area
at landto the rear of62A Abbey Street, Favershamentcentred on National Grid
Reference (NGR02004 161816MAP 14).

1.1.21In acknowledgement of the Siteeing locatedtlose to a&Scheduled Monument (NHLE

1.2

reference 1011804and close to a number of designated ass#tss documenthas
been prepared to support the planning applicati@pplication No. 22/504334/FU)LL
to Swale BorouglCouncil toassess the impact of theroposed developmentThis

document comprises the baseline for thigritage Statement

Site Description

The PDA is locatad the north area of the town of Faversham in the County of Kent.

To thewest is Abbey Street and is south of Abbey Road and reasih of Abbey Place

and just north of the playing fields of
beyond are Abbey Fields to the east and Faversham Creek to théRlatss 14).

Geology

1.2.1The Bitish Geological Society (BGS 1995) shows that the local geology at the PDA

bedrock geology oAccording to the 1:50,000 British Geological Survey map (Sheet
273, 1974) of the area, the downward succession for most of the site is Head
Brickearth over Ténet Beds over Upper Chalk. In the neeiist corner of the site,
Alluvium overlies the Thanet Beds. This general sequence was confirmed by the soil
investigation on the adjacent site to the south in 1997 by Soil Mechanics Ltd. Report
No. 7554/36/2. GroundProfile The downward succession to the adjacent site is

summarised below:



1.2.2 Made Ground Ranges from topsoil and paving material to slightly sandy clay to clayey
sandy gravel. The depth to the base of the stratum is 0.38m to 1.30m. The thickness
of the statum is 0.38m to 1.30m. Alluvium Firm green brown slightly fine sandy to
fine sandy very silty organic clay with occasional shell fragments. The depth to the
base of the stratum is 2.10m. The thickness of the stratum is 0.90m. Head Brickearth
Generally aifm orange brown slightly fine sandy clay, locally a sandy clay and with
occasional flint gravel. Within this stratum becoming a dense orange brown very
clayey sandy flint gravel. The stratum was only penetrated in four boreholes. The
depth to the base othe stratum is 4.70m to 5.80m. The thickness of the stratum is
2.60m to 4.65m. Thanet Beds Stiff green grey slightly fine sandy very silty clay. Not
fully penetrated. The ground level of the site varies from 6.7m OD adjacent to Abbey
Road to 4.3m OD in theorthern corner

1.3 Scope of Document

1.3.1This assessment was requested by the Client in order to determine, as far as is
possible, the nature, extent and significance of the development affecting the
significanceof designatedand undesignatedheritage assets. The assessment forms
part of the National Planning Policy FramewoN®RPIFrequirement and is intended
to inform and assist with decisions regarding heritage assets and is to be used in the

support of planning applications associated wile proposed development.

1.3.2The assessmenwas carried out in accordance with the current guidelines as defined
by the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists (CIfA 2014). The purposen of
assessmens to establish the known or potential cultural heritagesource in a local,

regional, national or international context. This specifically includes:

» the identification of site specific statutory and natatutory cultural heritage
constraints (includinglanning constraints)

* the examination of available cartagphic and documentary sources

» awalkover survey to assess the surviving cultural heritage resource

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



2 LEGISATIVE AND PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK

2.1 Introduction

2.1.1Naional legislation andguidance relating to the protection of, and proposed
development on or near, important archaeological sites or historical buildings within
planning regulations is defined under the provisions of the Town and Country
Planning Ac€1990. Inaddition, local authorities are responsible for the protection of

the historic environment within the planning system.

2.1.2 The National Planning Policy Framework was updatddliy2018 and is the principal
document which sets out licedfer Efglandandmone nt ' s
these are expected to be applied. It provides a framework in which Local Planning
Authorities can produce their own distinctive Local Plans to reflect the nekttheir

communities.

2.2 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
2.2.1The Historic Environment, as defined in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF

2021): Annex 2, comprises:

‘all aspects of the environment resulting from the interaction between people
and places through time, including all surviving physical remains of past human
activity, whether visible, buried or submerged, and landscaped and planted or

managed flora.’
2.2.2NPPF Annex 2 defines a Heritage Asset as:

‘a building monument, site, place, area or landscape identified as having a
degree of significance meriting consideration in planning decisions, because of
its heritage interest. Heritage assets include designated heritage assets and

assets identified by the local planning authority (including local listing)’.

2.2.3NPPF Section 16: Conserving and enhancing thericienvironment sets out the
principal national guidance on the importance, management 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 oftdmgei assets adopt a



consistent approach to their conservation and to reduce complexity in planning policy

relating to proposals that affect them.

2.3 Designated Heritage Assets

2.3.1 Designated heritage assets are defined in NPPF Annex 2 as:

‘World Heritage Sites, Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings, Protected Wreck Sites,
Registered Park and Gardens, Registered Battlefields and Conservation Areas

designated under the relevant legislation.’

2.3.2Designation is a formal acknowledgement of a building, monumentsaort e’ s
significance, 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 classes of designated lgigssets under

the following legislation:

- Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areaq)L880);
- Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas (A679; and
- Protection of Wrecks A¢iL973).

2.3.4There are a number of criteria smldressand they incldle the impact of the proposed

development on the significance of the Heritage Assets.

Heritage Assets

2.3.5Any Heritage Asséhat includes a World Heritage Site, Scheduled Monument, Listed
Building, Wreck, Registered Park or Gardmmservationarea or Landsape 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 well as assets identified by taé Lo
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 experieisaédmportance Its extent

is not fixed and may change as the asset and its surroundirajgee\Elements of a
setting may makdake several guises positive or negative contribution to the
significance of an assdhe ability to appreciate that significance @rmay have a

neutral effect with no changes observed

Significance

2.3.7The value of a Heritage Asset to this and future generations because of its heritage
interest. That interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic.
Significance may be informed by a number of factors which may include; assessment
of the significance of the site, setting and building, where relevant, under a number

of headings:

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

chimneystacks and fireplaces

1 Cultural significance- the role a site plays in an historic setting, village, town or
landscape context, the use of a building perhapsl tto a local industry or

agricultureandsocial connections of an original architect or owner

1 Aesthetic/architectural significance the visual qualities and characteristics of the
asset (settlement site or building), long views, legibility of buildiagnf
character of elevations, roofscape, materials and fabric special features of

interest

1 Archaeological significance evolution of the asset, phases of development over
different periods, important features, evidence in building falan 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 England, 2008)

2.4.1 HistoricEngland sets out in this document a logical approach to making decisions and
of fering gui dance about al | aspects of
Conservation Principles, Policies and Guidance are primarily intended to help ensure
consistency of apwach in carrying outher ol e as the Government
advisor on the historic environment in Eng
to addressing the challenges ofodernisingheritage protection by proposing an

integrated approach to makindecisions, based on a common process.

2.5 Sources

2.5.1 A number of publicly accessible sources were consulted prior to the preparation of

this document.

Archaeological databases

2.5.2 Although it is recognised that national databases are an appropriate resourcegor thi
particular type of assessment, the loddilstoric EnvironmentaRecordheld at Kent
County CouncilKHER)also contains data to provide an accurate insight into
catalogued sites and finds within both tReoposedDevelopmentArea(PDARNd the

surroundirg landscape.

2.5.3The National Heritage List for England (NHLE), which is the only official and up to date
database of all natioally designated heritage assets is the preferred archive for a

comprehensive HER search.

Cartographic and Pictorial Documents
2.5.4A full map regressioMAPs 1-4) exercise has been incorporated within this
assessment. Research was carried out using resources offered ethii€ounty

Council, the internet, Ordnance Survagd the Kent Archaeological Society full



listing ofbibliographic andcartographic documents used in this study is provided in

Section9.

Aerial photographs

2.5.5The study of the collection of aerial photographs held by Google Earth was
undertaken(AP %-4).

Secondary and Statutory Resources

2.5.6 Secondary and statutory sources, such as regional and periodic archaeological studies,
archaeological reports associated Wwitdevelopment control,landscape studies,
dissertations and research frameworks are considered appropriate to this type of

study and have been included within this assessment.

Walkover Survey

2.5.7 Thepurpose ofthe walkover srveywasto;
1 Identifying any historic landscape features not shown on maps.
1 Conduct a survey fdteritage Assets.
1 Understandng the setting of the Heritage s&ets and the wider

landscape.

ARCHAOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL RESOURCE

2.6 Introduction

A search has been made of lnist archive materigpertaining to this sitean County

museums and the results are below

2.7 Kent County Council Historic Environment Record (KHER)

2.7.1 A search of the KCC HER was carried out og4tleNovember2022, centred on the

proposed site with a search radius ¥0m. The search providealargenumber of



recordsof Listed Bildings TherearealsoScheduled Monument§ he PDAs situated

within a Conservation Area.
2.7.2The PDA is locatedlithin area of high histacal and archaeological interest.

2.7.3The following gives a summary of the baseline archaeological conditions associated

with the site.
2.7.4 Prehistoric Periods

2.7.5Before glaciation the Thames flowed to the north of London through the Vale of St
Albans butwherg | aci ers bl ocked the river’s path t
towards its present position. At times of low skewel both the Thames and Rhine met
in an area of the southern North Sea and together flowed sauistwards through
the English Channel td¢ Atlantic Ocean. The terrace deposits associated with the
RiverThames and its tributaries have been found to be rich in Upper Palaeolithic
evidence, with large collections of artifacts and fossils from many sites. Mesolithic (to
4,000 BC) Numerous firgpots of Mesolithic material are known largely from recent
field-walking and records made during the 19th and early 20th centuries (Swale
Survey 1999). These find spots are scattered throughout the immediate area but
there is as concentration around Oaree€k, to the west of the development site and
Nagden to the nortkeast, also along the southern edge of the Swale marshes and
inland headlands leading south of Watling Street. Sea levels were much lower during
the Mesolithic period and large areas of theele estuary would have been available

for exploitation.
2.7.6 Neolithic (4,000-2,000 BC)

2.7.7 Data on possible settlements of Neolithic and early Bronze Age data in the area have
been collected from numerous flint scatters. (Swale Survey 1999). During the
Neolithic period we find the first evidence for the domestication of plant and animal
species, although it is likely that Neolithic communities still relied heavily on wild food
resources which would have been widely available in the estuary area. The

dryland/estuary margin in the vicinity of the development site spans a range of



ecological zones and is the key to our understanding of the Neolithic communities in
the Swale District. With its light soils, access to fresh water, the dryland/estuary
margin at the deviepment site is ideally suited for simple farming and Neolithic flint
scatters at Abbey Farm, Oare, Nagden, Clapgate, School Farm, and Harty Ferry all

confirm this hypothesis.
2.7.81ron Age (700BC-AD50)

2.7.9 A late Iron Age farm was located by BiianPhilp aboutl50 metres soutkeast of
the proposed development site (Philp 1968). Initially, a rectangular enclosure
enclosing domestic huts covered an area of about 200 square metzs
investigated A later ditch system, dated by the excavator to about AR2A.@eens
to have been part of an extensive field system which had become filled with silt and
rubbish by about AD 50 (Philp 1968).

2.7.10 The Roman Period (55BC to AD410)

2.7.11 A Roman villa was found built partially over the Iron Age ditches and the earliest
construction is said to date from AD-100 (Philp 1968). The villa doubled in size,
probably between AD 10050, and a substantial wing added about ADIBID. The
villa was almost certainly the centre of a farming estate, the boundaries of which have
suwvived as the Angl&axon boundaries of the town of Faversham. Only half the villa
was excavated, but it shows features which indicate a Roman villa estate overlaying a
Belgic farmstead. Some of the rooms were decorated with painted plaster. However,
none d the floors survived in situ, but enough tessellation debris suggests some of

the floors were decorated with mosaics of at least five colours

2.7.12 The plan of the Roman villa shows a house with overall dimensions of 22 by 33
metres (72 by 108 ft); clearly m®rooms, and probably another wing, lay to the north

beyond the excavated area. and close to BreposedDevelopment SitéFigure 1)

2.7.13 Built during the 2nd century, this villa estate appears to have continued in use until
the late 4th century (Detsica$987). Fieldvalking to the east and north of the Roman

villa by the Kent Archaeological Field Schogtfieved numerous Roman building



ceramics, and Roman pottery, 42 sherds, having a date range from the late 1st to early
3rd centuries. The amount of Romanaterial found suggests that more Roman
buildings are to be found in this area, both to the east and north in the area of the

Proposedevelopment Site.

2.7.14 The Roman villa estate looked to the Springhead stream, rather than Faversham
Creek, for its watergply and transport. The topography and Roman finds at the
springhead itself suggest the stream was wider and deeper during the Roman period,
and this was confirmed by an auger profile taken of the existing stream (Swale Survey
1999).

2.7.15 Access to Watling ftet, about 1.2 km to the south, was probably by Roman road
leading to the Roman and later Medieval port of Thorne. This road, at right angles to
Watling Street, runs in a dead straight line to the Medieval port and passes through
the ProposedevelopmentSite. This boundary, noted in Angdaxon charters from

AD 699, is also mentioned in a perambulation of 1209.

2.7.16 Fieldwalking at the port of Thorne, just to the north of the Development Site, itself
almost an island at high tide, retrieved 13 sherds of leda Age pottery, nine sherds
of Roman and numerous sherds of Medieval pottery. Also retrieved were two
fragments of Dressel 20 amphorBhepictorial map below (Cott Charter XIIl.12 East
Swale Barrier of Shipdating from about 150 shows medieval wareluses and port
facilities at Thorne, and just to the south, but still on Thorne Island, and close to the

Proposedevelopment Sitare twolarge roofless red brick building8IAP 1below).




2.7.17 Brick in 150 was used in few buildings. In fact, on this particular map, these roofless
ruins are the only buildings of brick. It is suggedgdr Paul Wilkinson thathese
red brick roofless buildings could in fact be Roman port buildings in ruins- Field
walking fas retrieved large quantities of Roman building ceramics from the locality.
To the east of thsepossible Romahuildingsis Clapgate Fleet, the AngBaxon name
of which isMaere-fleot which means boundary waterway, and first mentioned in AD
699. It reinbrces the hypothesis that this is the extent of the Roman villa estate at
Faversham. To the south the estate is bounded by Watling Street (called in AD 1209
‘Key Street’”) and to the west by Favershan
further marshlandvhich may have been available to the Roman estate. The area thus

defined is some 1,580 acres (639 hectares).

2.7.18In 202 an archaeological investigation by Dr Paul Wilkinson of the Kent
Archaeological Field School on an area to the east of the known Ronagowrid the
largest Roman aisled barn known in K@figure 2)Recent work has shown that the
waters of the Swale estuary lapped the buildings, which during the Roman period sat
beside a large tidal inlet deep enough to harbour ships. Currentwork annthenp | e x * s
bathhouse has yielded prestigious small finds including silver jewellery, exotic glass
vessels and large quantities of coloured wall plaster which, together with the

structure’s Iimpressive dimensions,gmeasur.i

of some importancéPlate 1. Below)




N KAFS director Dr Paul

W Wilkinson says the latest

findings suggest it had

rather humbler origins

(MAP2 left).

‘The building was originally

built in the 2nd century AD

as an aisled barn with a

concrete and chal k |
said. ' We have founi
remains of stalls used to

house farm animals in the

Roman estate. But very

soon afterwards the

building was rebuilt as a

huge bathhouse, with

plunge pools, hot rooms,

1:300@A4

steam rooms, and warm

Abbey Barns 2012-2017 Oom 30m

rooms f orEafheassage.’
workontheconp | ex’ s bat hhouse has yielded presti
jewellery, exotic glass vessels and large quantities of coloured wall plaster which,
together with the structure’s stone and br
measuring some 45m ybm, suggests a building of some importagRAP 2.

A silver finger ring (below right) found in the demolition rubble has been dated to

the AngleSaxon period and similar rings found at Dover have a date of 6275

AD. The ring, onl yandsuggests thBomauildihhgpwas a chi | d’
demolished in the late Bcentury to make a platform for a timber hall foundtire
recentexcavation. Pottery in the cill beam

slots dated this building to theecentury AD.

Theretrieved Roman potteryand principally

M»mmwwwwk :

thosesherdsof Early Roman date, consists of



both a few large fresh sherds and more worn materalcluding a few severely
abraded elements. The count of material that can be confidently allocated to the
mid third century AD is compatiaely low, with most of the Mid Roman component
tending to be datable to between c.15125 AD. Other than the noted variation in
sherd size and conditionand the presence of a few burnt sherds from Southern
and Central Gaulamian vesselsthere is nohing particularly significant amongst

this material- with most sherds stemming from kitchen wares and individual sherds
or sherd groups going through the normal range of discard histories that excavation
of afairly longlived occupation site will provid@he wall decoration has the feel of

a municipal baths with none of the luxurious features one would expect of a private
enterprise bathhouseGiven the size of the bathhouse it is far too large for a Roman
villa estate and must have catered for anothet ef clientele It is probably too far
from the main Roman road to London (Watling Street) to have been an Imperial
posting house with hotel but it probably sittose tothe Roman port of Faversham

and may have catered for the crews of visiting slfijfygkinson 2011)

2.7.19 Saxon and Medieval

2.7.20 The first written reference to the port of Faversham was in AD 699 when King
Wihtred called his Council together at a place called Cilling, possibly downstream (at
Clapgate) from théroposedevelopment Site, and to the east of Faversham town.
Cilling was a Saxon port of some importance. Another charter of 812 ‘Saygta
antiqua quae jacet ad portum quae dicitur Cillincg” (“The ancient street
to the port n anehay &l sulviveraga foature im the landssape,
and pass through th€roposedDevelopment Site. Cilling was probably a Royal port
bel onging to the King. The grass pastures
(“The King’'s d¢attnlge pastchhr @o0’s)s.i bCiy means “
pers. corres. 1995), would possibly have been a muddy foreshore, laid with a bed of

tree branches to serve as a hard.



Vessels would have been moored to hitching posts at high tide and then unloaded at
low water. Faversham received a huge economic injection when in 1147 King Stephen
decided to build an Abbey anthstle at Faversham. The site chosen for the Abbey

was probably the place where Stephen had landed after sailing from Boulogne to take

possessin of the Crown, the castle is just south of the possible Rotoan .
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MAP3. Red arrow indicates the location of the PDA
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2.7.21 The map gbove shows the topography and historical remains aroundRheposed
Development Site. Th®rdnance Surveynap shows theextent of thedemolished

Abbeyand has been transposed on the map red blocks and the cloisters can be



seen to the north of the main Abbey building. The stiinding Grange Barns and
associated Medieval farm buildings can be seen to thealseast of theProposed
Development Site whilst the Roman villa and Iron Age faeohdotted lineskit under

the Medieval Farm complegf Abbey FarmThe freshwater spring which served
various period farms can be seen following a rather strange cdinsed) but the

area enclosed is the exact area of the Abbey precinct as itemised in the AD 1276
survey. ThePDAIs situated within the area of the Abbey precincéd arrow). The

modern path of Faversham Creek is off course much different than the Medieval

2.7.22 This is a section of a map drawn in the early 17th century by Elias Allen for the estate
of Abbey Farm. Drawn some 150 years before the Town Map by Edward Jacob the
map shows Faversham Abbey and its environs some fifty years after its removal by
Henry VII. The surviving fabric of the abbey is shown in some detail. The two abbey

gatehouses and the medieval development outside the gates and parts of the abbey

precinct are drawn. Apart from the water mill there are no buildings shown in the

area of Standat Key which is in reMAP4. Below)

2.7.23 Archaeological investigation around tiRDA(red arrow) indicates the main stone
coffered sewer (2) of the abbey runs along Abbey Road parallel to the frontage of the
PDA Medieval timbexframed buildings front the south side of tiste (4). A Medieval
shipyard is known to be situated at (3), dating from 1260 it continued in operation to

the 18th century.



2.7.24 The BenedictinfAbbeyof St Saviour's, Faversham, was founded in 1148 by King
Stephen aghe burial place for his descent line. It was dissolved in 1538 andtiyn
demolished soon after. Excavations in 19@elow GEQ red lineg revealed,
however, extensive chalk foundations of a large Abbey with cloisters and other
attached buildings. It produced many finds of, for example, glazed tiles, carved
stonework and window Igss.This geophysical survey in 2001 by Pendleton, Roberts
and Grimes on behalf of Dr Paul Wilkinson shows that the Chapter House continues
further to the east than recorded by Brian Philp. The Dorter and ferter may lie
in the area of the proposedevelopmentand it is likely the Medieval remains exten
beyond the present Scheduled Ar6aEO 1 below).

| 1
}(’ Comparison plot
} of Geophysical
H‘ Survey (2001)
] and Excavation
i (1965)
2l
|
B
L
| |
8 oy
L] |
s P0sition of Abbey as shown
} on excavation plan (1965)
[ sl : \
2.7.25 r , >

2.7.26 A number of burials were also found. Most of the Abls#e now lies under the
playing fields of Queen Elizabeth's Gramr8ahool The only surviving standing
buildings are 80 Abbey 18et, a fifteenth century timber framed formeguest
houseattached to the mairgatehouseand 81 Abbey $tet, another fifteenth
centurytimber framed buildingvhich may also have formed part of the Abbey

complex. The inneand outer gatehouses survived until the eighteenth centuxy.



geophysical survey in 200GEO hbove)shows that part of the cloisters baurvived

and are close to théroposedDevelopmentArea.

2.8 Historical Map Progression

2.8.1Themap (aboveMAP § shows the topographwnd historical remains arounthe

2.9

Development SiteThe map is based on the Town Map of Edward Jdcalyn about
1745. The extent of the Abbey (@an be seenand the cloisterareto the north of
the main Abbey building J3The stilstandingGrange Barns and associated Medieval
farm buildings (4) can be seen to the sowghst of theProposedDevelopment Site

whilst the Roman villa and Iron Agem (5) sit under the Medieval Farm complex.

Aerial Photographs
The aerialphotographsshow thatin 1960 the PDA was orchard (AP 1) and in 2003 the

trees were even larger and a large yard was on the PDA footprint (AP 2). By 2007 part
of the yard had been reduced in size and the area of the PDA had been cleared of
tree’s and was bare earth (AP 3). In 2021 the PDA has been divided into plots of
gardens with fences summer house and pond (AP 4). Toe#st of the PDA
archaeological investigations 2019by the Kent Archaeological Field Schieol by

Dr Paul Wilkinson had pgsed a large Roman aisled ba#P(5).



Walkover Survey

2.9.1 A walkover survey was undertaken on tBéth November2022 and the PDA was
grass with four concrete ping slabs denotinghe proposed footprint of the solar

panels(Plates 34).

3 ASSESSMENT OF HERITAGE ASSETS

3.1 Introduction

3.1.1 There are a number of eésignated heritage assets that are in the vicinity of the
Proposed Development Area (PDA) including al@fum east a loose courtyard plan
farm with buildings to two sides of the yard (MKE 85850). About 30m to the east
brickearth digging and a postedieval clay pit hae been found (TR 06 SW 252).
About 60m south is the site of St Saviour’
of the Faversham Roman villa (TR 06 SW 270) and just to the south the site of a Iron

Age ettlement. The red dot to the east is the location of the recently discovered

Roman aisled barn and follean AngleSaxorHall located and investigated by KAFS

red arrow(Dr Paul Wilkinson MCIfA




4 DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS AND ASSESSMENT OF IMPACT

4.1 Development Proposals

4.1.1 The proposals includthe installation of ten PV panels arranged in two rows on a
above ground mounted frameRigurel) and location is to the rear of 62A Abbey
Street, Faversham ME13 7BN (Figekel'he ten PV panels will sit above ground with
no impact o the possible buried archaeological remains and the power will be
connected to the residential home by @n-situ overhead cableThere is no impact
on the buried Scheduled Site atigk proposed installatiohas little intervisibility with

the Listel buildings in the vicinity of the PDA.

4.2 Assessment of Physical Impact on Setting

4.2.1Step 1 of the methodology recommended by the Historic England guidaince

Setting of Heritage Assets IS ‘to identify which designated heritage assets might be
affected by a proposed development. Development proposals may adversely impact
heritage assets where they remove a feature which contributes to the significance of

a designated heritage asset or where they interfere with an element of a heritage
asset’s setting which contributes to its significance, such as interrupting a key
relationship or a designed view’. Consideration was made as to whether any of the
designated heritage assets present within or beyond3f@m study areanclude the

site as part of their setting, and therefore may potentially be affected by the proposed
development. Asds in the vicinity identified for further assessment on the basis of

proximity and intervisibility comprise:

1 AbbeyBarrs (MKE 85850)
T St Saviour’s Abbey (TR 06 SW 9)

4.2.2 Abbey Barnsare locatedeast of the PDAand have no intervisibilityr historical
relationshipwith the PDAand the proposed development will not impact upon the
s Abbey i

historical and architectural sigfitcance of these assetSt Savi our

monument and cannot be seen and if the proposed solar panels sit teebfsame



there will be no impact on the buried archaeological remains of the Abbey and/or

Roman Villa.

5 CONCLUSION

5.1 Introduction

5.1.1The purpose of thisleritagelmpact 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. ThisHeritage Statement has beeprepared by SWAT Archaeology foe
landownersin support of the application for proposed developmentdanid to the

rear of 62A Abbey Street, Faversham, Kent ME13 7BN.

5.1.2 The Heritage Statement has found that the heritage assets will remain unaffected by

the proposed development, which retain their historical and aesthetic qualities with

the proposed devel opment producing ‘no har
these assets in accordance with NPPF paragegzh
6 OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

6.1 Archive

6.1.1Subgct to any contractual requirements on confidentiality, two copies of this
Heritagelmpact Assessmenwill be submitted to the LPA and Kent County Council
(Heritage) within 6 months of completion.

6.2 Reliability/Limitations of Sources

6.2.1 The sources that were ad in this assessment were, in general, of high quality. The
majority of the information provided herewith has been gained from either published
texts or archaeol ogi cal ‘“grey’ |l iterature

considered as being relitd



6.3 Copyright

6.3.1Swale & 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 licem€ffset Architects
(and representatives) for the use of this document in all mattersatlly relating to

the project.

Pol slkivsm

Dr Paul Wilkinson MCIfA., FRSA

Appendix 1. Scheduled Monument Status

(remains of)
(Benedictine




6.4 APPENDIX 1

Sheduled Monument 1011804: THETEOF ST SAVIOURBBEYINCLUDING THE
REMAINS OF AN IRON ABRMSTEABND FAVERSHAM ROMANLATR 0182

6172] Remains of St. Sami's Abbey[NR] (Benedictine founded A.D. 1147.) [NAT]

(1) The Benedtine Abbey of St. Saviour, Faversham, was found in 1148 and
dissolved in 1538. No. 80 Abbey Street, a 15th century timber frasaéding was

the guest housedjoining the outelgatehouse and No. 81, a 15th c¢ury timber

framed cottage, may also have formed part of the abbey building) @cheduled.

(5) The remains are as described. No. 80 is in excellent condition and No. 81 is in fair
condition. Both buildings are private residences. See GP, AO/63/128/6.946) The
plan of thechurchand claustral buildings of Favershaib&y was revealed by
excavation under the direction of B. J. Philp. (7)(8) [TR 0198 Gitéof Abbey
indicated by Mr Philp. (9) Nothing remains of the features excavated by Mr Philp.
The site is now occupied by the playing fields of Queen Elizal#thtsol No.s 80

and 81 Abbey Street remain as described by Phillips Gkigt6) in 1963. (10) The
Royal Abbey, Faversham: excavations of this extensive site, covesiagréds,
undertaken during January and February 1965 in advance of development projects,
located the site of the Abbey and examined its associated buildifgsabbey was
founded by Stephen in 1147 for the royal sepulchres and work began in 1148.
Although colonized by Cluniac monks, thenasterywas an independent house.

The church itself proved to be a vastucture- 361ft. in length and nearly 80ft. in
width. Stephen, Matilda and Eustace were all buried within. It was clearly one of the
great abbeys of the realm. To the north was a correspagigtilargecloisterand

attached buildings including@hapter HousgFrater, DorterCellarand West Range.
The church and claustral buildings were reduced in size at a later date, and a
largecemeterycovered part of the original structure. The many small finds included
carved sonework, window glass, leaflpor tiles and several coins. The tilegm an
important series ranging in date from the 12th5th centuries. The glass, painted

and coloured is some of the earliest of its type found. The abbey was surrendered in

1538, the royal tombs robbed, and thorough demolition of the church begue. (Se



lllustration Card for plan.) (11)(12) Additional bibliography. (13) [TR 020 617]
Faversham Abbey, scheduled. (14)

6.4.1 From the National Heritage List for England:
The monument includes the beleground remains of the medieval Royal Abbey of
StSaviour. The site lies to the north of the modeettlementof Faversam Creek
and Abbey Street. Faversham abbey was founded by King Stephen in 1147 for the
royal tombs, and building work commenced in 1148. fdumdationwas originally
colonised by 12 Cluniac monks under Abbot Clarembold, who arrived on the site in
1148. The abbey appears to have been run as an independent house, but by the
reign of Henry lll the brethren were all Benedictine. In 1152 Matilda was buried in
the abbey, followed by her son Eugene in 1153 and Stephen himself in 1154. In the
Taxatio Ecclesiastica taken for Pope Nicholas IV in 1291, it was recorded that
Faversham dtey owned temporalities worth 21 pounds 19s 7d in Ludenham,
Goodnestone, Graveney, Harty, Hawkinge and Boughton Malherbe; 1 pound 2s 7d in
London; 24 pounds 7s 10d in Radwicke and 80 pounds 18s 5d in Tring. By 1535 when
the Valor Ecclesiastica was taken ifeenry VIII, the gross value of the abbey's
holdings in Kent alone was given as 261 pounds 5s 2d. The abbey was surrendered
to the Crown on 8 July 1538, and the abbot and eight remaining monks were
pensioned off. On 10 May 1539, the king sent the ordette church and cloister
buildings to be demolished, and for the stone from the site to be removed. By 1541
material from these buildings was being shipped across the Channel to help in the
building of the fortifications at Calais. Documentary recordgssgthat before
€.1300 the abbeprecinctcovered an area of approxirtely 24 acres, although by
the start of the 14th century, this holding had been reduced to 16 acres. The precise
extent of the pre ¢.1300 precinct is unknown, but by the 14th century, the
boundaries of the precinct ran along Faversham Creek on the wedgining the
areas of the inner and outer courts, and along the extent of the marshes on the
north, later marked by a stoneall. The line of the southerbhoundarycan be seen
to follow the line on which the surviving gatehouse stands, and on the east the
stream would have indicated the extent of the abbey's landholdings. The

arrangement of buildings within the precinct is known from partiedavation



conducted by the Reculver Excavation Group in 1965. This revealed that the church
and cloister were located centrally within the area. The church was originally
designed on a pretentious scale, 361 feet long, built of Kentish ragstone with a Caen
stone dressing on the interior. The cloister stood to the north of the church, and was
designed on an equally impressive scale. The Chapter House stood in the south of
the cloister, with the dorter to the north. By about 1220, the original building pfan o
1148 had not been finished, and a scheme of drastic modifications was undertaken,
due mainly to financial constraints following the cancellation of the annual grant in
1209. The church was reduced by almost 100 feet to 260 feet in length, with the
cloister being reduced in proportion. It is not known why Faversham was chosen by
King Stephen to house his royal abbey, but several important monastic houses had
already been established on other Kentish estuaries, and this may have made
Faversham Creek appean equally attractive prospect. The foundation may have
been wealthy, but Visitations in 1368 and 1511 both revealed an unsatisfactory state
of affairs at the abbey, and that 'women had ingress to the cloisterefedtory. In

1671 Thomas Southouse described the area of the abbey: "In this place sometime
stood the church bthis convent so totally long since demolished that there is not so
much as a stone or underpinning left to inform posterity whereabouts it stood'. A
first attempt at excavation was made by Edward Crow c.1B8&L. His work in

SextryOrchardr eveal ed “~chal k and flint foundati on

6.4.2 Reasons for Designation
From the time of St Augustine's mission teagtablish Christianity in AD 597 to the
reign of Henry VIII, monasticism formad important facet of both religious and
secular life in the British Isles. Settlements of religious communities, including
monasteries, were built to house communities of monks, canons (priests), and
sometimes laybrothers, living a common life of religis observance under some
form of systematic discipline. It is estimated from documentary evidence that over
700 monasteries were founded in England. These ranged in size from major
communities with several hundred members to tiny establishments with a tosind

of brethren. They belonged to a wide variety of different religious orders, each with



its own philosophy. As a result, they vary considerably in the detail of their
appearance and layout, although all possess the basic elements of church, domestic
accanmodation for the community, and work buildings. Monasteries were
inextricably woven into the fabric of medieval society, acting not only as centres of
worship, learning and charity, but also, because of the vast landholdings of some
orders, as centres afnmense wealth and political influence. They were established

in all parts of England, some in towns and others in the remotest of areas. Many
monasteries acted as the foci of wide networks including parish churches,
almshouses, hospitals, farming estatesd tenant villages. Some 75 of these

religious houses belonged to the Cistercian order founded by St Bernard of Clairvaux
in the 12th century. The Cisterciansr "white monks", on account of their undyed
habits- led a harsher life than earlier monastiaders, believing in the virtue of a life

of austerity, prayer and manual labour. Seeking seclusion, they founded their houses
in wild and remote areas where they undertook major land improvement projects.
Their communities were often very large and irdgd many lay brethren who acted

as ploughmen, dairymen, shepherds, carpenters and masons. The Cistercians' skills
as farmers eventually made the order one of the richest and most influential. They
were especially successful in the rural north of Englandrestthey concentrated on
sheep farming. The Cistercians made a major contribution to many facets of
medieval life and all of their monasteries which exhibit significant surviving

archaeological remains are worthy of protection.

6.4.3 Faversham abbey is an exampf a medieval royal foundation, with documentary
records dating from its construction in the 12th century through to its dissolution in
1538. Partial excavations have revealed the impressive scale of the original plan for
the church and claustral buillys, and the subsequent alterations made in the 13th
century. Other unexcavated archaeological remains relating to ancillary buildings
will survive in the area. An Iron Agaclosureand Roman villa are also known from
partial excavation to occur within the area later defined as the abbey precinct. These

will provide informaton relating to the early history of the site, and its development



around the time of the Roman invasion.

6.4.41n 2003 an evaluation was carried out by Swale and Thames Archaeological Survey
Company. Demolition debris and the remains of walls were found, fglralating
to a monastic structure on the north side of the complex. Part of the perimeter wall

was recorded with sections of surviving medieval fabric:32%

6.5
6.5.1 KCCHeritageHER listing

7 HER NUMBER: 1R 06 SW 75

Type of record: Monument
Name: Cropmark of a possible Romhuilding Favershar
Summary

A cropmark 120 metres east of the St Savioddeyand Faversham
Romanvillasites suggestslauilding yet to be identifiedNow known to be an Roman

aisled barn KAFS)

(TR0222617Buildingfoundationvisible as a cropmark 120m east of
Romarnvillaand St Savourabbey(TR 06 SW 9 & 41) (1) asite photographs ().

In 1997 the Kent Archaeological Rescue Unit apparently excavated 12 test pits
somewhere in 'Squarkield, c.200m east of the Roman villa and east of the stream.

Some 15m of flint walling was found, one side of a large Roman building. (7)

HER Number: TR 06 SW 41
Type of record: Monument

Name: Faversham Romaviilla



Summary

The remains of a wingedllawere exposed by bulldozers levelling the playing fields
of the new Queen Elizabeth's Gramm&chooin 1965. This villa had been

remodelledat least three times between c. AD 70 and 300.

Full description

[TR 0208 6172] A winged corridalla, showing four periods of construction and
dating from 75 to 300 A.Dwas excavated in July 1965 by the Reculver Excavation
Group. Thesite overlay a Belgienclosure probably &armstead and afield system

probably dating from 5’0 A.D. (1) Excavation report.

This previously unknown site had been exposed by bulldozers. The walls and floors
had keen totally destroyed but foundations survived and the ground plan was
recovered. Four phases of construction were detected. The first villa, probably of
late 1st century date, consisted of a simple range with penthouse on the east side;
this was extendednd corridors added. The third phase consisted of the additions of
wings, the south one containing an apsidal diningm with at least

onemosaicfloor heated by a channelleldypocaust At about 200 A.D., the south

end of the villa had been rebuilt. Much painted wall plaster was found, and several

of the rooms contained hearths.

A complex of post holes in front of and under the Faversham(#hat12 on

Authority 2 plan) were partly interpreted as forming a timber veranda. Rodwell,
however, could not altogether accept this view on the limited evidence, and as at
Lockleys, Herts (TL 21 NW 2), he saw the posthole complex as possibly repgesentin
part of a late Iron Age or early Rombanilding ante dating the V. (2)

[TR 0208 6172] ROMAN VILLA [R] (site of) [NAM][ER 021 617].

Additional bibliography &.1)



From the National Heritage List for England:

Details

The monument includes the beleground remains of the medieval Roydibeyof

St Saviour, a first century AD Iron Age farmstead and of the Faversham Ridejan
where these have not been the subject of modern development. The Iron Age
farmstead and Roman villa are situated within and towards the eastern edge of the
later abbeyprecinct The site lies to the north of the modesettlementof
Faversham Creek and Abbey Street. A first attempt at excavation was made by
Edward Crow c.185%861. His work in Sext@rchardrevealed "chalk and flint
foundations, much stone and broken tile...". In addition to revealingaae of the
abbey, the 1965 excavations also revealed the remains of a first century AD
farmstead andlitch system, which is thought to have fallen into disuse in the later

part of that century, and a Roman villa. ...

The first Roman building was constructed partly over the ditch system c.AIDGO

It had a range of fourooms, with a passage from back to front and a verandah on

the east side. The villa increased in size and complexity during the second and third
centuries, including the addition of various refinements, such as a hypocaust heating
system and a mosaic floandicating a period of prosperity and success. The

absence of any material dating from the late third or early fourth centuries on the
site has been taken to indicate that the villa was abandoned in the late third century
AD. The villa is thought to hat@med the centre of a farming estate, possibly

extending as far as Watling Street and covering ¢.300 acres.

All surface features such as goal posts and fences are excluded from the scheduling,
as are the surfaces of any paths, the garages to the soat of the playing fields

and the sign post in front of the western wall of the playing fields; also excluded are
all standing buildings on the west side of the monument including Nos 63 and 64
Abbey Street which are listed Grade I, Arden's House whiidted Grade II* and

the wall on the north side of thgardenof Arderis House (Grade Il); also excluded is
the southern end of &arnon thewest side of the monument; the ground beneath

all these features is, however, included in the scheduling. (12)



Summary

A cropmark 120 metres east of the St SavioAbbeyand Faversham

Romarnwillasites suggests lauilding yet to be identified.

Grid Reference: TR 0222 6172
Map Sheet: TRO6SW
Parish: FAVERSHAM, SWALE, |

Monument Types

1 BUILDINGRoman 43 AD? to 409 AD?)

Full description

If you do not understand anything on this page please contact us.

(TR0222617Buildingfoundationvisible as a cropmark 120m east of
Romanvillaand St Savourdbbey(TR 06 SW 9 & 41) (1) asite photographs ().

In 1997 the Kent Archaeological Rescue Unit apparently excavated 12 test pits
somewherein 'SquareField, c.200m east of the Roman villa and east of the stream.

Some 15m of flint walling was found, one side of a large Roman building. (7)

In 200? The Kent Archaeological Figtdool.... (Hi st ordcaessdel®® | and Da
November 2022).
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MAP6. Schematic plan of Faversham Abbey (2) with cl oi s

Roman Villg5)and Roman aisled barn an# 6entury AngleSaxon Halired arrow (Wilkinson)
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Plate5. View of PDA looking NNE



Plate6. View of PDA looking NNE and location of proposed solar panels

Plate7. View of PDA looking west



Plate8. View of proposed installation
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Plate9. Proposed installation but with vertical uprights on horitadhsledgée



