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Summary 
 
 

A Desk Based Assessment has been prepared for a plot of land to the north of 
Pinden Quarry, Longfield, Kent. A review of existing archaeological and 
historical sources suggested that the Site has a high potential for containing 
archaeological deposits of prehistoric to Romano-British date, based on the 
proximity of excavated features located elsewhere in the quarry and 
cropmarks visible on air photographs. The Site is considered to have a low 
potential of containing archaeological deposits of Anglo-Saxon to post-
medieval date, although the possibility of locating former field boundaries and 
deneholes is highlighted – the southern boundary of the Site is formed by a 
historic hedgerow forming a historic parish boundary. Recent intensive 
farming is likely to have truncated archaeological deposits across much of the 
Site to an unknown extent. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
 

Archaeology South-East (a division of the University College London 
Centre for Applied Archaeology) has been commissioned by Bureau 
Veritas UK to carry out an archaeological appraisal, consisting of a desk 
based assessment (DBA) and preliminary walkover survey, of the 
proposed northern extension to Pinden Quarry, Longfield, Kent (Figs 1 & 
2). This report is intended to provide the cultural heritage (archaeology 
and built heritage) baseline for incorporation within an Environmental 
Statement.  

 
This report follows the recommendations set out by the Institute of Field 
Archaeologists in Standards and Guidance for Archaeological Desk-
Based Assessments (IFA 2001) and utilises existing information in order 
to establish as far as possible the archaeological potential of the Site. It is 
prepared in line with a Method Statement submitted to, and approved by, 
Bureau Veritas UK (Murray & James 2006). 

 
The report will also consider, as far as available information will allow, the 
likely effects, whether positive or negative, of the proposed development. 
The temporal scope of the study will include both the construction and 
operational phases of the proposed development.  

  
The site location is shown on Fig. 1. Centred on National Grid Reference 
TQ 598 699, the Site lies on the northern slope of an east-west trending 
ridge forming part of the dipslope of the North Downs.  

 
A wider Study Area, extending for 1 kilometre from the centre of the site, 
has been considered to place the Site in context (Fig. 1). The terms Site 
and Study Area will be used accordingly in this report. 

 
It should be noted that this form of non-intrusive appraisal cannot be seen 
to be a definitive statement on the presence or absence of archaeological 
remains within any area but rather as an indicator of the area’s potential 
based on existing information. Further non-intrusive and intrusive 
investigations such as geophysical surveys and machine-excavated trial 
trenching are usually needed to conclusively define the 
presence/absence, character and quality of any archaeological remains in 
a given area. 

 
In drawing up this desk based assessment, cartographic and 
documentary sources held by the Centre for Kentish Studies at Maidstone 
have been consulted. Archaeological data was obtained from the Sites 
and Monuments Record held by Kent County Council. Listed Building and 
Conservation Area data was acquired from English Heritage and Dartford 
Borough Council. Relevant sources held within Maidstone and Lewes 
reference libraries and the Archaeology South-East library were utilised, 
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and appropriate Internet databases interrogated. These included: The 
Defence of Britain Project, The English Heritage NMR Excavation Index 
and National Inventory, the Kent Landscape Information System (KLiS) 
and the Magic website, which holds government digital data of designated 
sites (Scheduled Ancient Monuments, Registered Historic Parks and 
Gardens and Registered Historic Battlefields) in GIS map form. Relevant 
aerial photographs from the National Monuments Record, Swindon, have 
also been also obtained, and the Kent County Council aerial photograph 
collection inspected. Aspects of the archaeology of the Study Area were 
discussed with local archaeologists (Ted Connell, Fawkham and Ash 
Archaeological Group)1. 

 
 
2.   SITE TOPOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY 
 
 The Site is situated on the north-facing slope of a shallow dry valley, and 

extends from the ridgeline, marked by a hedgerow, to the base of the 
valley. It has a wide view of the valley itself, with more restricted views of 
the wooded hills above Bean to the north-west, and the village of 
Southfleet against a backdrop of Medway industry to the north-east (Plate 
2). The views to the south from the ridgeline encompass the dry valley 
occupied by Longfield and the wooded downland beyond. The Site is 
bounded by a hedgerow, marking the parish boundary between Southfleet 
and Longfield, to the south (with the existing deep pit of Pinden Quarry 
beyond), modern fencing and earthen bunds associated with the Channel 
Tunnel Rail Link (CTRL) to the east (and re-using the former line of the 
Gravesend West Railway), and an unfenced green lane with arable fields 
beyond to the north. The western edge of the Site was not physically 
marked. 

 
 According to the Geological Survey of England and Wales 1:50,000 map 

(Sheet 271, Dartford), the natural geology of the site comprises Upper 
Chalk, with deposits of Thanet Beds (sands) and Woolwich Beds (clays, 
sands and loams) outcropping to the north. River terrace gravels 
associated with a former tributary valley of the Darent lie to the south. Soil 
data held on KLiS (accessed 22/05/2006) shows the Site to lie within an 
area of freely draining lime-rich loamy soils, typical of chalkland areas.         

 
1 An approach was made for information to a representative of the Council for Kentish 
Archaeology and the Kent Archaeological Rescue Unit, but no response was received before the 
deadline for the report. 
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3.   PLANNING BACKGROUND 
 
3.1 Town and Country Planning Legislation and Procedures 
 
 Government guidance to local authorities is given in Planning Policy 

Guidance Notes (PPGs). ‘PPG16 covers Archaeology and Planning. PPG 
15 “Planning and the Historic Environment”, although concerned 
principally with listed buildings and conservation areas, also includes 
references to elements of the historic environment. 

 
 Consideration of detailed planning issues is beyond the remit of this 

report, but the general background as relating to archaeological matters 
can be briefly summarised as follows: 

 
Archaeological remains should be seen as a finite, and non-renewable, 
resource...care must be taken to ensure that [they] are not needlessly 
or thoughtlessly destroyed. (PPG 16 para. 6).  

 
 Where nationally important remains, whether scheduled or not, and 

their settings, are affected by proposed development there should be a 
presumption in favour of their physical preservation. [In the case of] 
remains of lesser importance...planning authorities will need to weigh 
the relative importance of the archaeology against other factors 
including the need for the proposed development (PPG 16 para. 8).  

 
 If physical preservation in situ is not feasible, an archaeological 

excavation...may be an acceptable alternative (PPG 16 para. 13).   
 
 ...the key to the future of the great majority of archaeological sites lies 

with local authorities, acting within the framework set by central 
government...Appropriate policies in development plans and their 
implementation through development control will be especially 
important. (PPG 16 para 14). 

 
 
3.2 Kent and Medway Structure Plan 
 
 Kent County County Council’s policy of conserving and enhancing the 

heritage of the county for the benefit of present and future generations is 
set out in the Kent and Medway Structure Plan 2006 (Interim Pre-Print 
Version September 2006). The relevant policies are summarised below: 

 
Policy QL6: Conservation Areas 

 
Seeks to preserve, and if possible enhance, the character and 
appearance of Conservation Areas. 
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Policy QL7: Archaeological Sites 

 
Seeks to protect and enhance the archaeological heritage, both 
scheduled and non-scheduled. Policies provide for physical preservation, 
site evaluation, excavation, recording and publication, as appropriate. 

 
Policy QL8: Buildings of Architectural or Historic Importance 

 
Seeks to preserve, and if possible enhance, statutorily listed buildings of 
special architectural or historic interest, and their settings.  
 
Policy QL9: Historic Landscape Features 

 
Seeks to protect, and if possible, enhance historic landscapes, parks and 
gardens and their settings. 
 

 
3.3 Dartford Borough Local Plan 
 
 The Dartford Borough Local Plan (Second Deposit Draft 2002, amended 

January 2004) also has policies relating to historic sites. 
 

Policies BE1-BE4: Conservation Areas 
 

Seek to preserve the historic and architectural character and appearance 
of Conservation Areas. 
 
Policies BE5-BE8: Listed Buildings 

 
Seek to preserve the fabric and setting of Listed Buildings. 

 
 Policies BE10-BE11: Archaeological Sites and Ancient Monuments 
 
 Seeks to prevent development proposals that would adversely affect sites 

and monuments of archaeological and historic interest, both scheduled 
and non-scheduled. Includes requirements for developers to evaluate 
archaeological potential, with preservation in situ or by record as 
appropriate. 
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4.   ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 
 
4.1 Introduction 
 
 The Sites and Monuments Record maintained by Kent County Council 

(KCC), and held at County Hall, Maidstone, was consulted, together with 
the NMR National Inventory and Excavation Index. Listed Building and 
Conservation Area data was acquired from English Heritage and Dartford 
Borough Council. Details were taken of all archaeological sites and listed 
buildings within a 1 kilometre radius of the centre of the site (hereafter 
referred to as the Study Area). The identified sites are tabulated in 
Appendix 1 and shown plotted on Fig. 1, with cropmarks shown on Fig. 9. 
Sites 1-21 refer to archaeological sites, mainly listed on the SMR but 
including entries on the NMR and other sources, while sites 22-34 refer to 
Listed Buildings. Two of the sites have dual numbers, where they are 
Listed Buildings that also have entries on the SMR – e.g. The Wheatsheaf 
Public House is 11/25. 

 
 
4.2 Scheduled Ancient Monuments and Designated Sites 
 
 These comprise cultural heritage sites of a higher degree of status and 

significance, some of which enjoy a certain degree of legal protection from 
development and include Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAMs), Listed 
Buildings, Historic Parks and Gardens, and Conservation Areas. These 
designations and others such as Archaeologically Sensitive Areas and 
Areas of High Archaeological Potential are typically detailed in Borough 
Council Local Plans and County Council Plans with appropriate planning 
policies pertaining to each category.    

 
 Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAM) 
 No SAMs are recorded within the Study Area. 
 
 Conservation Areas 
 No Conservation Areas are recorded within the Study Area. 
 
 Listed Buildings 
 Thirteen Listed Buildings are recorded within the Study Area (Site Nos 22-

34 on Fig. 1 and Appendix 1). None of these lie within the Site boundary, 
and only two lie within 500m of the Site boundary (No. 25 – The 
Wheatsheaf Public House; No. 26 – 34 Highcross Road, Southfleet). All 
the Listed Buildings within the Study Area are Grade II, with the exception 
of No. 22 (Church of St. Mary Magdalene, Longfield), which is Grade II*. 

 
 Historic Parks and Gardens 
 No Historic Parks and Gardens are listed on the English Heritage Register 

within the Study Area. 
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 Other Designated Sites 
 One area of Ancient Woodland (i.e. woodland known to have existed 

since 1600, and which may therefore contain archaeological features 
relating to historic woodland management) is recorded within the Study 
Area, 560m to the east of the Site at its closest point (visible on Fig. 1 as 
the linear woodland surrounding sites 17 and 19). No other designated 
sites are recorded in the Study area. 

 
4.3 Archaeological Periods Represented 
 
 The timescale of the archaeological periods referred to in this report is 

shown below. The periods are given their usual titles. It should be noted 
that for most cultural heritage assessment purposes the boundaries 
between them are not sharply distinguished, even where definite dates 
based on historical events are used. The period-based sections are 
summaries of the archaeological and historical context, and are structured 
in the following way – National (England), County/Region (Kent/The North 
Downs/Weald), Site (although the historical periods tend to concentrate 
on the latter two categories).  

 
  Prehistoric: Palaeolithic (c. 500,000 BC - c. 10,000 BC) 
  Prehistoric: Mesolithic (c. 10,000 BC - c.5,000 BC) 
  Prehistoric: Neolithic (c. 5,000 BC - c.2,300 BC) 
  Prehistoric: Bronze Age (c. 2,300 BC - c. 600 BC) 
  Prehistoric: Iron Age (c. 600 BC - AD 43) 
  Romano-British (AD 43 - c. AD 410) 
  Anglo-Saxon (c. AD 410 - AD 1066) 
  Medieval (AD 1066 - AD 1485)  
  Post-medieval (AD 1486 to date) 
 
4.4 Palaeolithic 
 
 Kent is rich in finds of Palaeolithic material (Wymer 1982, 8). Most of this 

material is from derived, essentially secondary contexts, comprising 
isolated finds of artefacts, usually handaxes, mainly found in the major 
river valleys, particularly the Thames and its tributaries the Cray, Darent 
and Medway (Lewis 2000a; Lewis 2000b). A concentration of finds have 
been recovered from gravel quarries in the Swanscombe area, 4 kms to 
the north of the Site, including material of national importance. Recent 
work along the eastern part of the North Downs has recovered 
Palaeolithic material from within the Clay-with-Flint deposits masking the 
chalk. 

 
 One Palaeolithic site is recorded within the Study Area: 1 relates to a 

chance and poorly provenanced find of a rough grey flake identified as a 
possible borer. 
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4.5 Mesolithic 
 
 The Mesolithic period is quite elusive in the archaeological record. Few in 

situ settlement sites are known from Kent, with the exception of rock 
shelters such as High Rocks, near Tunbridge Wells, and low-lying riverine 
sites such as Lower Halstow. Most sites of this period are represented by 
concentrations of flintwork, often forming clusters that may correspond to 
discrete activity zones. Much of the evidence focuses on the Wealden 
forests and the coastal marshlands, two areas of high resource potential 
(Drewett, Rudling & Gardiner 1988, 23). 

 
 No Mesolithic sites are recorded within the Study Area. 
 
4.6 Neolithic 
 
 The Neolithic was a period of increasing temperatures and more settled 

human occupation, allowing the development of more permanent farming 
systems. This picture is amplified by the results of pollen and mollusc 
studies indicating forest clearance, with the latter of greater importance in 
Kent due to the poor preservation of pollen within calcareous soils 
(Clarke 1982, 25). Evidence for settlement sites of this period is limited, 
with many suitable locations in coastal and floodplain areas likely to be 
buried deeply beneath later deposits. A similar situation may exist in the 
chalkland dry valleys, such as that immediately south of the Site – similar 
valleys in the South Downs have been found to contain Neolithic 
settlement evidence, including Beaker material, buried by thick deposits 
of colluvium (Allen 2005). A number of finds of pottery and axeheads 
have been made in the Darent valley (Ashbee 2004, 11). 

 
 No Neolithic sites are recorded within the Study Area. 
 
4.7 Bronze Age 
 
 The Early Bronze Age is characterized by the introduction of metals, 

generally associated with new types of pottery such as Beakers, and the 
construction of new types of ceremonial sites, notably round barrows 
often forming linear cemeteries on ridges. The Middle and Late Bronze 
Age saw a change in emphasis away from ceremonial and monumental 
landscapes towards the development of large-scale agricultural 
landscapes, typified by blocks of field systems associated with scattered 
settlements. A scatter of metalwork has been recorded in the Darent 
Valley (Yates 2004). 

 
 One Bronze Age site is recorded within the Study Area. This refers to a 

round barrow of Early Bronze Age date (2) located during archaeological 
works associated with the construction of the CTRL. This comprised two 
concentric ditches, severely truncated by the construction of the 
Gravesend West Railway in the 19th century. No central burial was 
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observed, although a secondary inhumation was excavated. The 
landscape context, situated on an elevated position overlooking the 
shallow valley to the north, is comparable with other sites in the area, and 
forms part of a wider pattern of activity in the Gravesend area (Bull 2006). 

  
4.8 Iron Age 
 
 The Iron Age is characterised by increasing evidence for field systems, 

the development of defended sites and stronger influences from the 
Continent, with evidence in the later Iron Age for contact with Belgic 
tribes in Gaul. Caesar’s famous comment in 54 BC of an ‘extremely large’ 
population, and ground ‘...thickly studded with homesteads...and the 
cattle very numerous’ reflects his experience of the coastal plain. 
However, recent fieldwork over the last two decades indicates that a 
similar concentration of settlement existed in the river valleys, in 
downland areas and on the claylands. Late Iron Age activity, possibly 
ritual in nature, has been located in the Springhead area, 2.5 kms to the 
north-east of the Site. 

 
 Four Iron Age sites are recorded within the Study Area. 3 relates to 

cropmarks to the south-west of Longfield, incorporating a kite-shaped 
enclosure. The site is interpreted as an Iron Age farmstead, although 
there is no secure dating evidence for this. 4 relates to an area of Iron 
Age occupation examined in 1974 during topsoil stripping in advance of a 
quarry extension – a number of ditches, pits and postholes were 
observed, and further lengths of ditches were plotted in subsequent 
phases of quarrying (Cockett 1974; Cockett 1976; Cockett 1977; pers. 
Comm. Ted Connell). 5 refers to a series of field boundary ditches and 
associated features found during CTRL construction work at Fawkham 
Junction. 6 is not yet on the SMR database, but refers to an excavation 
carried out just to the west of the Site during the construction of the 
Shorne to Farningham gas pipeline. A succession of features were 
recorded spanning the whole of the Iron Age period, representing up to 
ten phases of activity, and including a large rectangular enclosure 
containing a four-post structure interpreted as a grain storage platform. 
Later phases of activity included field systems and a discrete area of 
grain storage pits. A roundhouse was constructed during the Late Iron 
Age, associated with evidence of industrial activity (Kathy Laws, 
Engineering Archaeological Services Ltd – interim statement within KCC 
project file). 

 
4.9 Romano-British 
 
 As the nearest part of Britain to the Continent, Kent experienced contact 

with Rome from an early date, first as trade and then as conquest. 
Caesar’s abortive forays of 55 and 54 BC set the scene for a number of 
failed attempts by Augustus and Gaius Caligula before Claudius’ 
successful invasion of AD 43 brought (southern) Britain firmly into the 
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Empire. The initial invasion route along the Kentish coastal plain2was 
later heavily settled along the major Roman road linking Richborough, 
Canterbury, Rochester and London (Watling Street) that runs 2.5 kms to 
the north of the Site. Many settlement sites have been excavated: the 
most notable examples in the wider area are at Springhead (Vagniacis) 
(Detsicas 1983) and a number of villas in the Darent valley, including 
Darenth and Lullingstone (Andrews 2004). 

 
 Five Romano-British sites are recorded within the Study Area. 4 relates to 

a small inhumation cemetery located in an area previously occupied 
during the Iron Age. 5 refers to a series of field boundary ditches and 
associated features found during CTRL construction work at Fawkham 
Junction. 7 comprises a findspot of a coin found in 1951 on Longfield 
allotments, while 8 represents a ditch or pit of 1st century AD date found 
during construction work at Dean Bottom Farm in 1971. Excavations at 9 
in advance of a quarry extension found a Romano-British ditch. 

 
4.10 Anglo-Saxon 
 
 Kent was one of the first areas to be heavily settled by Germanic 

peoples, who tended to favour the more tractable soils of the coastal 
plain and river valleys. The densest occupation in the early Anglo-Saxon 
period seems to have been in the north-east of the county, the heartland 
of the kingdom of the Cantware, protected to the west by the Medway 
and to the south-east by the Weald (Hawkes 1982). Anglo-Saxon society, 
as deduced from the early law codes and from cemetery studies, was 
hierarchical, and this fact would be reflected in the settlement pattern, 
with a hierarchy of sites of differing status. Southfleet originated as the 
southern part of a large Jutish estate centred on Ebbsfleet, with the 
church established as a daughter chapel of St Botolph’s Minster, 
Northfleet (Everitt 1986). By the 10th century, the multiple estates 
characteristic of Kent had begun a process of fragmentation into smaller 
units, and it is from this process that the separate parishes of Southfleet, 
Longfield, Horton Kirby etc probably derive, although the date of this 
process is unclear. 

 
Little is currently known of the nature of early and mid Saxon occupation 
in the surrounding rural area, although later Saxon settlement is likely to 
have consisted of nucleated settlements around church sites surrounded 
by a more dispersed pattern of farmsteads across the chalk dipslope. 
Longfield was mentioned in a charter of c.975, when land was willed by 
Byrhtric and Aelfswith to the church of St. Andrew, Rochester (Flight 
1995), and Pinden was listed in a document of the same date as being 
responsible for maintaining the third pier of Rochester Bridge (Ward 
1934) – this appears to refer to the Trinoda Necessitas, three obligations 

 
2 Recent controversies have sought to champion an alternative beach-head at Fishbourne in 
Sussex. 
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(bridge-work, fortress-work and military service) associated with the 
granting of land, often of royal origin (Reynolds 1999), suggesting that 
Pinden may have been a settlement of some importance, now 
represented only by a farm. The location of Pinden at the hub of five 
parishes, with two more in close proximity, suggests it might have 
functioned as a meeting place, perhaps for the Hundred of Axtane – the 
place-name (meaning ‘enclosure’ – Wallenberg 1931) has been linked as 
cognate with that of Penenden Heath, near Maidstone, the traditional 
meeting place of the men of Kent.  
 
The settlement pattern, which largely developed from the Late Saxon 
period, tends to conform to the Ancient Countryside pattern (Rackham 
1986), comprising an amalgamation of Wealden and downland 
landscapes – nucleated settlements along the main river valleys and 
some of the tributary dry valleys and along the Vale of Holmesdale (the 
scarpfoot zone), but with the downland typified by an irregular landscape 
of fields carved out of the woodland, with settlement largely comprising a 
dispersed pattern of hamlets and isolated farmsteads, together with areas 
of former open sheep and cattle pasture. This mixture of landscapes 
along the North Downs, very different from the South Downs, is due to 
the presence of thick deposits of acidic clay (Clay-with-Flint) masking the 
chalk (Brandon 2005). The area falls within the Weald Sub-Province 
within the South Eastern Province in Roberts & Wrathmell’s rural 
settlement classification (Roberts & Wrathmell 2000). 

 
 No Anglo-Saxon sites are recorded within the Site or the Study Area.  
 
4.11 Medieval  
 
 Longfield, Southfleet and Pinden are all mentioned in Domesday Book, 

the first two as manors held by the Bishop of Rochester, the latter 
seemingly a sub-manor of Farningham, held by the Bishop of Bayeux 
(Odo, half-brother of the Conqueror) (Williams & Martin 2003). Longfield 
appears to have been wholly arable at this time (the place-name means 
‘open land’, perhaps reflecting unfenced arable – Wallenberg 1931), 
while the other two entries include references to meadow and woodland. 
Clearly, Longfield would also have had access to other resources for 
fodder and fuel. Much of the pasture and woodland is likely to have been 
up on the downland above the valleys – the Kent Historic Landscape 
Character (HLC) map shows the dry valley running to the south of the 
Site occupied by blocks of fields that follow the valley side and appear to 
be derived from piecemeal enclosure, possibly of  earlier open fields (a 
pattern commonly found in other downland areas), while the fields 
beyond are of modern date representing reworked later enclosure of 
probably wooded downland.  

 
 Later in the medieval period, the area to the north of the Site became part 

of the manor of Pole/Pool. This was owned by the Berese family, with a 
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Richard de Beresse attested in 1125-42 (Bell 1995). The manor was not 
mentioned in Domesday, although Bell suggests this may be due to the 
complexity of the Kentish manorial system, which, like Wales but unlike 
most of England, practised gavelkind whereby estates were divided 
equally between all the heirs and not passed down to the eldest, thereby 
resulting in a complex and fragmentary landscape. The northern and 
eastern boundaries of the manor have been reconstructed by Bell as 
running along Sandbanks Hill and Westwood Road respectively (Fig. 3), 
and his interpretation of the southern boundary has it running diagonally 
across from Green Street Green to Whitehill, thereby bisecting the Site. 
There is no physical boundary visible in the present landscape, but it is 
possible that the boundary may have originally followed the 
Southfleet/Longfield (formerly Southfleet/Horton Kirby) and 
Southfleet/Darenth (formerly Southfleet/Stone) parish boundaries. 

 
 One Medieval site is recorded within the Study Area. 10/22 relates to the 

Church of St. Mary Magdalene, Longfield, constructed in the 12th century. 
The church is a Grade II* Listed Building. 

 
4.12 Post-Medieval 
 

The agricultural landscape within the Study Area can be reconstructed to 
a degree from the Kent HLC map. The Site falls within a large expanse of 
open fields with minimal boundaries listed as ‘fields predominantly 
bounded by tracks, roads and other rights of way’. Fields of this type are 
found generally on chalk uplands and represent post-medieval informal 
enclosures, with the tracks originating as droveways. The farming regime 
was mixed, with corn, sheep and cattle recorded at Southfleet in the 
1640s (Bower 1994), and the open nature of much of the landscape is 
reflected in Hasted’s comment in 1797 that the parish of Longfield had no 
wood (Hasted 1797). By the 19th century, most of the land was 
predominantly arable (Whyman 2004). Small-scale industrial exploitation 
of the chalk is indicated by the presence of deneholes, essentially small 
mines, across the landscape. Limekilns, such as the one situated in a 
chalk pit to the west of the Site (Fig. 6), were used to convert the chalk 
into lime, an essential soil dressing to ‘sweeten’ the acidic clays. Large 
scale quarrying of the chalk began in the early 20th century. 

 
 Scattered across the landscape are a number of large farms, often 

comprising buildings of early post-medieval date, but occupying much 
older sites – e.g. Pinden End Farm. Smaller building plots along the 
roadsides often represent illegal encroachments (squatter settlements) 
onto former wasteland – the hamlet of Green Street Green originated in 
this way along a linear strip of commonland in the valley floor (see Fig. 4). 
Other small hamlets in the vicinity include a scatter of buildings of 16th-
19th century date, notably Westwood. 20th century additions to the 
landscape include the expansion of the chalk quarry, the growth of 
dormitory settlements such as Longfield and the establishment of a 
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Heavy Anti-Aircraft battery at Green Street Green during the Second 
World War, elements of the concrete footings of which still survive 
immediately outside the north-west edge of the Study Area. 

 
 Twelve Post-Medieval sites are recorded within the Study Area (11/23 – 

34): all are Grade II Listed Buildings, ranging in date from the 15th century 
(11/25 – The Wheatsheaf public house) to the early 19th century (31 – 
Oasthouse, Highcross Road). Finally, the hedgerow forming the southern 
boundary of the Site (Plate 4) is of historic interest as it meets two of the 
historic criteria used to determine importance within the Hedgerow 
Regulations 1997 – it corresponds with a pre-1850 parish boundary and 
forms an integral part of a pre-1845 field system shown on historic 
mapping (i.e. the 1843 Southfleet Tithe map) (Appendix 2). 

 
4.13 Undated 
 
 Ten undated sites are recorded within the Study Area: 12 – 19 relate to 

undated cropmarks identified from aerial photographs, and including a 
number of possible enclosures and pits. These are likely to represent later 
prehistoric settlements and field systems. Most of the sites are clustered 
within the dry valley, with few on the higher downland beyond. An 
exception is 21, although this may not be of archaeological origin. 20 
refers to a denehole, probably of post-medieval date although much 
earlier examples have been found. 
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5. CARTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE  
 
 No estate or enclosure maps cover the site. Edward Hasted’s map of 

1797 (Fig. 4) is too small a scale to show any useful detail, but it provides 
a clear impression of the network of small lanes and scattered settlements 
in the area. The Southfleet Tithe map of 1843 (Fig. 5) shows the Site as 
lying within the southern portion of a block of rectangular arable fields, 
listed on the Apportionment as parcels 116 (Nine Acres) and 118 (The 
Down and Wallace’s Field), forming part of West Wood Farm.  

  
 The First Edition OS 6-inch maps of 1863-8 (Fig. 6) show the 

engrossment of fields that had taken place since the 1840s, probably 
reflecting the increasing emphasis on arable during the High Farming 
phase of the third quarter of the 19th century. All the field boundaries 
shown on the Tithe map had been removed, apart from the prominent 
curving boundary followed by the parish boundary forming the southern 
edge of the Site, marked by a hedgerow (RH on the map refers to ‘Root of 
Hedgerow’ – Oliver 2005). The chalk pit to the west of the Site included a 
limekiln, but no major chalk quarrying had yet been commenced. 

 
 The relevant sheet from the Second Edition OS 6-inch maps of 1897-8 

was missing, and is not therefore illustrated – the sheet covering the 
location of the existing quarry indicates that no quarrying was taking place 
at this time. The Third Edition of 1909 (Fig. 7) shows a largely unchanged 
landscape, apart from minor alterations to the line of unfenced tracks. The 
existing quarry was now in operation as a small linear gravel pit 
immediately north of Mile End Green. The parish boundary was marked 
by a series of boundary stones (marked B.S. on the map), one of which 
still survives (Plate 3). Orchards form a notable addition to the wider 
landscape.  

 
 The 1931-6 Revision (not illustrated) also misses the crucial sheet 

covering the Site, but clearly shows the extent of small-scale chalk and 
gravel extraction around Mile End Green at this time. The 1949-50 
Provisional Edition (Fig. 8) sheets show the Site still as part of one large 
field. Quarrying to the south is evident in one chalk pit containing a kiln, 
probably for the production of lime. 
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6. AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS 
 
 A search was made of the vertical and oblique collections of the National 

Library of Air Photographs held at the National Monuments Record 
Centre, Swindon, in addition to the air photographic collection maintained 
by Kent County Council (KCC). The search area comprised a 1.5 
kilometre diameter circle centred on NGR TQ 150 305. A total of 20 
vertical prints were consulted from the NMR collection, spanning the 
period 1946-1992.  Seven prints were consulted from the KCC collection, 
spanning the period 1946-1999 (an eighth print, from the 1967 run, was 
missing from the file) The following aerial photographs were checked 
(KCC collection in italics), one of which is reproduced as Plate 1.  

 
 Table 1: Vertical Aerial Photographs 

Sortie No. Frames Date Scale 
RAF/3G/TUD/UK/32 5198-90, 5192-4 15/01/1946 1:4,700 
CPE/UK. 1789 3148 11/10/1946 6” 
RAF/540/636 4057-60 03/12/1951 1:10,000 
RAF/82/1006 0087-88 31/08/1954 1:15,000 
HSL UK 61 90 6827 Run 7 24/06/1961 6” 
HSL KENT 67 11 0971-3 (Missing) 13/06/1967 6” 
HSL UK 72 85 6385 Run 3 13/07/1972 6” 
JASAIR 6185 069 Line 10 03/11/1985 1:10,000 
OS/89055 058-060 28/03/1989 1:8,050 
JASAIR 21 90 202 11/07/1990 1:10,000 
OS/92388 388-93 07/08/1992 1:6000 
Aerofilms/95c/386 8856 Run 14 24/07/1995 1:25,000 
UKP 051 5055 Run 7 05/10/1999 1:10,000 

 
  A spread of photographs was available for the site from 1946 to 1999. In 

terms of land-use, they served to support the generally unchanging 
nature of the Study Area, which has mainly been used as agricultural land 
for the entire period covered by the photographs. Many of the 
photographs were at too small a scale to show any useful detail. Some of 
the cropmarks listed on the SMR were visible, although none in 
immediate proximity to the Site. A cropmark plot prepared by Kent County 
Council is reproduced as Fig. 9. 

 
  The only photograph to show any anomalies of possible archaeological 

origin is the RAF print from January 1946 (Plate 1). This shows a group of 
light-coloured circular features running across the centre of the Site (A) – 
a rough assessment of scale would suggest that the features measure 
4.5-5m in diameter. There are four possible interpretations: 

 
• Geological features such as solution hollows. 
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• Groupings of pits, perhaps associated with the nearby prehistoric 
and Romano-British activity areas. 

• Deneholes, representing small-scale chalk extraction of probable 
medieval or later date. 

• Bomb craters, the linear grouping perhaps representing a ‘stick’ 
dropped as a response to the proximity of the AA battery at Green 
Street Green. 

 
  However, the light colouring of the anomalies contrasts with the other 

cropmarks in the area, which are darker relative to the surrounding 
vegetation. This suggests that the anomalies are not caused by silted-up 
features such as pits, but are made up of material that retards vegetation 
growth, such as chalk rubble. Both the pits and bomb craters would be 
likely to produce darker anomalies and are therefore less likely3.  

  

 
3 Work on bomb craters in Scotland suggests a darker core surrounded by a lighter halo 
representing the blast zone (Tavener 1999). None of the identified anomalies conform to this 
pattern, although an ephemeral dark anomaly surrounded by a lighter ring (B) is visible in Plate 1 
in the north-eastern corner of the field immediately to the south, now occupied by Pinden Quarry. 
Later photos of the quarry appear to show it after topsoil stripping, and the anomaly is visible as a 
dark feature, suggesting a filled-in depression of some kind. This could alternatively be a former 
chalk pit or denehole not recorded on historic mapping (or even an unrecognised barrow similar to 
2 forming part of a linear cemetery along the ridge). It has now been completely destroyed by 
quarrying. 
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7.         WALKOVER SURVEY 
 
 A rapid walkover survey by the author was undertaken in respect of the 

site on 13th October 2006. Conditions were good, being generally dry and 
sunny.   

 
 The objective of the walkover survey was to identify historic landscape 

features not plotted on existing maps, together with other archaeological 
surface anomalies or artefact scatters, in order that they may be 
described and added to the existing archaeological dataset for the 
appraisal site. 

   
 The Site comprised a gently sloping field, until recently used for arable 

but currently uncultivated and covered in farmland weeds. The 
boundaries of the Site were modern or unmarked, apart from the 
southern boundary, former by a mixed hedgerow set upon a low earthen 
bank and marked by at least one surviving boundary stone. The ground 
surface was largely obscured by vegetation, but a concentration of fire-
cracked flint was identified in one area, corresponding with a shallow 
depression (Fig. 2). No other aspects of archaeological significance were 
noted. 

 
 Visits were also made to all the Listed Buildings within the Study Area to 

assess the setting of and determine the visual impact of the proposed 
development. The results were as follows: 

 
 22 – Site not visible, being situated beyond Longfield village and the 

CTRL. 
 23 – Site not visible beyond the ridge. 
 24 – Site largely obscured by large well-vegetated garden, with distant 

views of the Site from the garden boundary. 
 25 – Site not visible, obscured by properties and vegetation on south side 

of Highcross Road. 
 26 – Site not visible, obscured by large mature conifer hedge forming 

property boundary. 
 27 – 31 – Site not visible, obscured by landform and vegetation. 
 32 – Site not visible beyond the ridge. 
 33-34 – Site not visible behind the ridge. Foreground view includes 

existing quarry on forward slope of the ridge. 
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8. ASSESSMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL  
 
 A preliminary review of the cultural heritage evidence detailed earlier 

indicates that the Site has archaeological potential. This archaeological 
potential is considered by period and then in terms of significance.  

 
8.1 Prehistoric – Romano-British  
 
 Several significant finds of prehistoric and Romano-British date have 

been found within the Study Area, although nothing has been found 
within the Site apart from a scatter of fire-cracked flint, possibly reflecting 
early prehistoric activity (or post-medieval stubble burning). The existence 
of prehistoric and Romano-British ceremonial monuments, occupation 
sites and field systems in the vicinity of the site, including features 
excavated immediately to the south, increases the possibility of further 
archaeological deposits of this date existing within the Site. A review of 
the Study Area has identified the Site as occupying a significant 
topographical location, whereby all the known cropmark sites and other 
archaeological sites are concentrated within or around the immediate 
margins of the dry valley west of Longfield. This is comparable with 
settlement patterns identified on the South Downs, where the early 
prehistoric occupation of the downland is modified by deteriorating 
climatic conditions in the later prehistoric period, manifested by the 
withdrawal of settlement into more sheltered valley locations 
(significantly, this is reflected by later settlement patterns identified on the 
Kent HLC map, whereby piecemeal enclosure along the valley sides 
represents medieval and post-medieval occupation of the valleys with the 
downland above used for pasture). The Site can be seen as lying on the 
edge of this identified zone of favoured settlement.  

 
 The potential of the Site for this period is High. 

 
8.2 Anglo-Saxon 
 
 Little is known about the site during the Anglo-Saxon period, and no 

Anglo-Saxon sites are known from within the Study Area. 
 
 The potential of the appraisal site for this period is low.   
 
8.3 Medieval 
 
 The only medieval site in the Study Area relates to the parish church in 

Longfield. Documentary evidence suggests that the southern boundary of 
the manor of Pole/Pool lay somewhere in the vicinity of the Site. There is 
a possibility, therefore, that former boundary features of medieval date 
may exist within the Site. There is also the possibility of encountering 
former deneholes.  
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 The potential of the appraisal site for this period is low. 
 
 8.4     Post-Medieval  
 
 The examination of post-medieval maps clearly shows that for much of 

this period the Site itself, and much of the surrounding landscape has 
been farmland. The field boundaries are mainly of post-medieval date, 
although some of the major boundaries, particularly the parish boundary, 
may be of medieval origin. There is a possibility of encountering former 
deneholes and field boundaries. It is unlikely, however, that any further 
unrecorded archaeological features of post-medieval date lie within the 
site. However, the former existence of short-lived agricultural buildings not 
represented on the maps should be borne in mind. None of the Listed 
Buildings within the Study Area will be physically impacted upon by the 
development. 

 
 The potential of the Site for this period is low.   
 
 
8.5 Summary of Potential 
 
 A desk-based assessment can generally only consider the potential of a 

site in principle. As is the case here, its conclusions usually require testing 
by fieldwork in order to confirm whether remains are actually present and, 
if this is the case, to establish their character, condition and extent and 
thus indicate the weight that ought to be attached to their preservation. It 
must always be acknowledged that remains of a type for which there is no 
prior evidence may be found on a site by fieldwork.  

 
 The potential for discovery of new sites has been revealed by a review of 

known archaeological sites in the immediate vicinity. The estimated 
potential for sites and/or findspots being located within the appraisal area 
can be summarised thus: 

 
 Prehistoric – Romano-British - High 
 Anglo-Saxon - Low 
 Medieval - Low 
  Post-Medieval – Low 
   
 
 The cartographic evidence has revealed a relatively static landscape, in 

which agriculture has been the predominant factor. Agricultural practices, 
especially those of the 20th-century may have truncated or even 
destroyed shallow archaeological deposits, but deeper features (pits, 
ditches, building foundations, etc.) may still survive.  
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 To conclude, the Site is considered to lie within an area of generally high 
archaeological potential.  

 
8.6 Assessment of Archaeological Significance  
 
 Although the potential existence of archaeological deposits within the Site 

has been discussed, only one historic feature has been securely 
identified at the time of this study. This comprises the hedgerow forming 
the parish boundary between Longfield and Southfleet. This hedgerow is 
a surviving remnant of an earlier historic landscape, set within a 
fieldscape characterised by boundary removal, and therefore constitutes 
an important visual facet of the historic character of the landscape. All 
hedgerows older than 30 years in age (the ’30 year rule’) and not 
surrounding a private dwelling are subject to the Hedgerow Regulations 
1997, and are classed as historically ‘important’ if they meet at least one 
of eight historic and ecological criteria laid out in the Regulations. The 
hedgerow forming the southern boundary of the Site conforms to two of 
the criteria (see Appendix 2): 

 
1. The hedgerow marks a pre-1850 parish or township boundary. (The 

boundary is clearly shown on the 1843 Southfleet Tithe map). 
 

2. The hedgerow forms an integral part of a pre-1845 field system (The 
boundary is clearly shown on the 1843 Southfleet Tithe map). 

 
Other ecological criteria relating to the number of woody species within 
the hedgerows may also apply, but these are beyond the remit of this 
report. 
 
Significance: Important 
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9. EXISTING IMPACTS ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL 
 
 The site is situated on chalk, which is generally alkaline in nature.  

Alkaline soils will preserve bone and iron. Most pottery survives 
reasonably well in all soil conditions. It should be remembered that many 
other factors, including ‘types of local bedrock, vegetation and human 
activity in the vicinity of the site can all influence acidity or alkalinity, either 
of which may differ widely over the geography of a single site’ (Watkinson 
& Neal 1998, 7). Sub-surface survival of flint though, is likely to have been 
good.  

 
 The area is likely to have been under a mixed arable/pastoral regime from 

at least the medieval period onward. Intensive cultivation by modern farm 
machinery is likely to have been extensive over the Site. This will have 
impacted upon the archaeological resource to some degree, with 
truncation of sub-surface deposits expected. The degree to which any 
truncation may have occurred is impossible to judge without the 
establishment of ploughsoil depth4, and this is likely to differ between and 
within fields. 

 
 The pre-medieval landscape will not necessarily have respected the 

modern field and settlement pattern. Consequently, such pre-medieval 
settlement evidence that might survive beneath the ploughsoil may not 
have been disturbed by later occupation. 

 
 In summary it would appear that past and present arable cultivation is 

likely to have had the most adverse impact on the likely archaeological 
resource of the site area, although to what degree is uncertain. Acidic or 
alkaline ground conditions may have destroyed or badly damaged the 
preservation of specific types of material remains.  

 
4 The sections within the adjacent quarry that might have provided some guide to topsoil depth 
could not be inspected for safety reasons. 
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10. ASSESSMENT OF FUTURE IMPACTS 
 
 At this stage no specific details are currently available of any proposed 

development of the Site, so the impact on specific features of 
archaeological significance can only be considered in the broadest terms.  
While it is clear that any quarrying within the Site will completely destroy 
any archaeological deposits, the spatial extent of the quarrying is not yet 
known with any certainty.  

 
10.1 Construction 
 The likely impacts of the construction phase are relatively straightforward 

to identify. The removal of topsoil, subsoil and bedrock will totally destroy 
any sub-surface deposits. Any areas around the main quarry pit, but not 
subject to extraction, may be subject to destruction or damage due to the 
provision of buildings, associated services, haul roads and the general 
traffic of heavy machinery. The hedgerow is at threat during this phase 
from being grubbed out or, if left in place, from being damaged by 
machinery operating in close proximity. No Listed Buildings will be 
physically impacted upon by any proposed development. Their locations 
diminish the likelihood of impacts from construction noise and traffic, 
although this would need to be assessed by a noise specialist.  

 
 The settings of the Listed Buildings are also important. However, the 

nearest is 420m away, and none of the buildings have a direct view of the 
Site. Two of the Listed Buildings (24 and 26) may have a distant partial 
view from the edge of their curtilages, but this could not be adequately 
assessed during the walkover survey. 

 
10.2 Operational  
 The operational impacts are as described above. The Listed Buildings 

(with the probable exception of 33 and 34) may be subject to impacts 
from increased passage of heavy vehicles, although this information is 
not yet available – the identity of potentially affected properties is 
dependent on the traffic route utilised. 

 
10.3 Summary Assessment of Impacts 
 

Construction 
Sub-surface archaeological deposits – Adverse/Very High 

 Hedgerows – Adverse/Very High (if removed); Adverse/Minor (if 
damaged during works) 

 Listed Buildings – No Change / Negligible if traffic remains at present 
level; Adverse / Minor if traffic increases. 

 
 Operation 
 Hedgerows – Adverse/Minor  
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11. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 A number of preliminary recommendations will be offered in this section to 

provide a suggested framework for future mitigation. Again, it should be 
stressed at this point that no details are currently available for any 
proposed site development, so the impact on specific features of 
archaeological significance can only be considered in the broadest terms. 
The recommended response can be divided into two phases. All of the 
following comments should be discussed with Kent County Council 
Heritage Conservation Group (KCCHCG). 

 
 Phase 1 – Non-intrusive 
  
 The most appropriate first phase of mitigation works is to conduct a 

geophysical survey. A magnetometer survey is being carried out, at the 
request of  KCCHCG, during the final stages of this report preparation, but 
the results are not yet available for incorporation.  

 
 

Phase 2 – Intrusive 
The second phase of works should include an evaluation by trial 
trenching. This would help to establish with a greater degree of certainty 
the presence or absence of any archaeological features, and would 
provide a relatively economical method for establishing the character, 
dating and degree of preservation of any such deposits. This information 
would then be invaluable in formulating an appropriate mitigation strategy 
for the Site. Particular consideration should be given during this phase to 
testing the anomalies identified at A on the air photograph, and also any 
anomalies identified during the geophysical survey. 
 

 
Other Mitigation 
The historic hedgerow present on the Site is an important element in local 
landscape character. The hedgerow should be preserved as a landscape 
feature, particularly as the hedgerow forms a prominent skyline feature in 
many inward views. 
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Appendix 1 - Summary Table of SMR/NMR and Listed Building Entries (refer 
to Fig. 1) 
(NMR numbers are in italics) 
 
Site 
No. 

SMR/NMR No. NGR (TQ) Description Period 

1 KE1397 600 690 
(nearest km) 

Chance find of rough flake with point, 
possible borer. 

Palaeolithic 
 

2 KE20618 5988 6978 Round barrow containing secondary burials, 
surrounded by a double ditch. Partly 
destroyed by railway, excavated in advance 
of CTRL. 

Bronze Age  

3 KE447 5951 6889 Pentagonal enclosure visible as cropmarks, 
interpreted as farmstead. 

Iron Age 

4 KE459 
NMR_NATINV-

409945 

5942 6978 Settlement site, comprising ditches, pits, 
postholes and inhumation burials. Also 
quantities of pottery, slag and wattle-
imprinted cob. Excavated in 1970s. 

Iron Age / 
Roman 

5 KE20617 5920 6919 Six boundary ditches containing pottery. 
Also pits and possible oven. Excavated in 
advance of CTRL. 

Iron Age / 
Roman 

6 - 5925 6990 Settlement site found during pipeline 
construction. Ten phases of activity from 
Early to Late Iron Age, including enclosures, 
boundaries, pits and a roundhouse. 
Excavated c.2000, not yet submitted to 
SMR. 

Iron Age 

7 KE460 
NMR_NATINV-

409948 

5978 6943 Roman coin found on Longfield allotments, 
1951. A badly-worn 2nd brass. 

Roman 

8 KE466 597 689 Ditch/pit containing 1st century AD pottery 
found during construction of farm buildings, 
1971. 

Roman 

9 KE514 
NMR_NATINV-

410012 

5938 6980 Romano-British ditch. Roman 

10 KE1401 5987 6929 Church of St Mary Magdalene, 13-19C. 
Grade II* Listed Building 
(see also 22) 

Medieval 

11 NMR_NATINV-
949164 

5994 7036 The Wheatsheaf Public House, 15-17C. 
Grade II Listed Building 
(see also 25) 

Post - 
Medieval 

12 KE483 
NMR_NATINV-

409981 

596 697 Cropmarks – two rectangular enclosures 
with linear features and a pit cluster. 

Undated 

13 KE500 5949 6891 Cropmarks – banjo enclosure and 
associated features. 

Undated 

14 KE1415 
NMR_NATINV-

413275 

6000 6955 Cropmarks – triangular/rectangular 
enclosure with possible trackway. 

Undated 

15 KE1421 6042 6918 Cropmarks – rectilinear feature. Undated 

16 KE1422 6010 6938 Cropmarks – small ovate enclosure and 
rectangular structure, with pits. 

Undated 
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17 KE1428 6050 6975 Cropmarks – three pits. Undated 

18 KE1430 
NMR_NATINV-

413290 

6020 6947 Cropmarks – possible rectangular 
enclosure. 

Undated 

19 KE1431 6037 6952 Cropmarks – pit. Undated 

20 KE825 5905 7019 Collapsed denehole, 10m in diameter, filled 
with rubbish. 

Undated 

21 KE889 5953 7057 Cropmarks – curvilinear, possibly natural. Undated 

22 416866 5987 6929 Church of St Mary Magdalene. 
Grade II* Listed Building 
(see also 10) 

13-19th 
century 

23 172647 5881 6988 Ryecroft Farmhouse 
Grade II Listed Building 

17-19th 
century 

24 172653 5970 7060 Ivy House 
Grade II Listed Building 

18th century 

25 172654 5994 7036 The Wheatsheaf Public House. 
Grade II Listed Building 
(see also 11) 

15-17th 
century 

26 172655 5981 7047 34 Highcross Road 
Grade II Listed Building 

19th century 
(1820) 

27 172656 5980 7049 Granary 15m north of No 34 Highcross 
Road 
Grade II Listed Building 

18th century 

28 172657 5981 7050 Stables 20m north of No 34 Highcross Road 
Grade II Listed Building 

18th century 

29 172658 5981 7053 Barn 70m north of No 34 Highcross Road 
Grade II Listed Building 

18th century 

30 172659 5978 7053 Stables 60m north of No 34 Highcross Road 
Grade II Listed Building 

18th century 

31 172660 5976 7054 Granary 15m north of No 34 Highcross 
Road 
Grade II Listed Building 

18th century 

32 416864 5899 6975 Rats Castle 
Grade II Listed Building 

17th century 

33 416869 5903 6933 Pinden End Farm Cottage 
Grade II Listed Building 

17th century 
(1636) 

34 416870 5905 6929 Pinden End Farmhouse 
Grade II Listed Building 

18th century 
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Appendix 2 – Criteria used to determine important hedgerows (The 
Hedgerows Regulations 1997) 
 
To be ‘important’, a hedgerow must be at least 30 years and meet at least one of 
eight set criteria summarised below: 
 

1. Marks a pre-1850 parish or township boundary. 
 
2. Incorporates an archaeological feature. 

 
3. Is part of, or associated with, an archaeological site. 
 
4. Marks the boundary of, or is associated with, a pre-1600 estate or manor. 

 
5. Forms an integral part of a pre-1845 field system. 

 
6. Contains certain categories of species of animals or plants listed in the 

Wildlife and Countryside Act or Joint Nature Conservation Committee 
(JNCC) publications. 

 
7. Includes: 

 
a) at least 7 woody species, on average, in a 30 metre length; 
b) at least 6 woody species, on average, in a 30 metre length and has 

at least 3 associated features; 
c) at least 6 woody species, on average, in a 30 metre length, 

including a black-poplar tree, or large-leaved lime, or small-leaved 
lime, or wild service-tree; or 

d) at least 5 woody species, on average, in a 30 metre length and has 
at least 4 associated features. 

 
The number of woody species is reduced by one in northern counties. 
The list of 56 woody species comprises mainly shrubs and trees. It 
Generally excludes climbers (such as clematis, honeysuckle and 
bramble) but includes wild roses. 
 

8. Runs along a bridleway, footpath, road used as a public path, or a byway 
open to all traffic and includes at least 4 woody species, on average, in a 
30 metre length and has at least 2 of the associated features listed at (i) to 
(v) below. 

 
(i) a bank or wall supporting the hedgerow; 
(ii)  less than 10% gaps; 
(iii)  on average, at least one tree per 50 metres; 
(iv)  at least 3 species from a list of 57 woodland plants; 
(v)  a ditch; 
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(vi)  a number of connections with other hedgerows, ponds or 
woodland; 

(vii) a parallel hedge within 15 metres. 
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Plate 1: Aerial Photograph RAF/3G/TUD/UK/32 (frame 5190), 15/1/1946
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Plate 2: General view of site, looking NE

Plate 3: Parish boundary stone

Plate 4: Hedgerow forming parish boundary
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