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Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment in Advance of the Proposed
Development at The Old Woodyard, Moat Lane, Fordwich, Canterbury,

Kent.

Summary

SWAT Archaeology has been commissioned by Mr R Haywood & Mr S Matthews to
prepare an Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment of the proposed development area (PDA)
at The Old Woodyard, Moat Lane, Fordwich, Canterbury, Kent

This Desk Based Assessment is intended to explore and disseminate the known and
potential heritage resource within the site and the surrounding area, and to assess the likely
impacts of the development proposals on this resource. Based on this data the potential for
archaeological sites either on or in the near vicinity of the proposed development can be
summarized as:

e Prehistoric: high

e Iron Age: moderate

e Roman: low/moderate
e Anglo-Saxon: low

e Medieval: low

e Post-Medieval: low

e Modern: low

The PDA is situated on the far north eastern outskirts of Canterbury in Kent, the centre
of which is located 3km away. The village of Fordwich is circa 300m to the north, which the
river Stour flows through and the land to the south on the valley sides rises sharply. The PDA
covers an area of 0.55ha. The PDA is located on the eastern side of Moat Lane with access
currently located at the far north western end of the PDA. The PDA currently exists of bare
ground mixed with hardstanding, tarmac, made ground and storage buildings. To the south
and east of the PDA are traveller sites. The Site was extensively quarried for gravel in the late
19" and early 20" century, with the current land level of the PDA significantly lower than that
to the south and east. Since then the site has been light industrial use as a nursery and a
woodyard. The PDA was of high importance as it was this quarry at the PDA and the wider
area to the north east that found hundreds of Palaeolithic implements in the 1920s. In the

wider area, the majority of archaeology interest can be found to the north in Fordwich, which
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the settlement has Anglo-Saxon origins but prior to that, was considered to be the port of
Canterbury in the Roman period. Many Medieval and Post Medieval buildings remain and
many are listed. The settlement has a Conservation Area, which extends as far south as to the
southern boundary of the PDA. At least from the Medieval period until the late 19" century,
the PDA was on the rural hinterland of Fordwich and was agricultural land. Located just below
the high point on the valley sides, to the east is Trenley Park, which was a Medieval deer park,
which an Iron Age settlement is located and to the west is also another Medieval deer park of
Old Park.

Given the significant amount of disturbance that has occurred at the site due to the
quarrying, it is not possible to be completely certain in respect of the changes in land levels at
the PDA. Very little, if any of the PDA has not been quarried, with the only possible area being
underneath the northernmost outbuilding leading to a conclusion of total historical impact
across the PDA except for under the outbuilding, which is uncertain. The proposed new
residential houses by way of piles for foundations, including the requirement for roads and
services will have a low impact on any potential archaeology given that it has by all likelihood
already been removed, even to the Palaeolithic levels. In the area of the current northernmost
building, the building is to be removed and this area is being planted with vegetation atop the
existing ground levels. Given that is highly likely that all archaeological potential has already
been removed from the site, the need for, scale, scope and nature of any further assessment
and/or archaeological works is not recommended. However, should they be required should

be agreed through consultation with the statutory authorities.



The Old Woodyard, Moat Lane, Fordwich, Canterbury, Kent
Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment

1 INTRODUCTION

111

121

1.2.2

1.1 Project Background
Swale & Thames Survey Company (SWAT) was commissioned by Mr R Haywood
& Mr S Matthews (the ‘Client), to carry out an archaeological desk-based
assessment of the proposed development area (PDA) at The Old Woodyard, Moat
Lane, Fordwich, Canterbury, Kent centred on National Grid Reference (NGR) TR

18090 59103 (Fig 1).

1.2 The Site
The PDA is situated on the far north eastern outskirts of Canterbury in Kent, the
centre of which is located 3km away. The village of Fordwich is circa 300m to the
north, which the river Stour flows through and the land to the south on the valley
sides rises sharply. The PDA covers an area of 0.55ha. The PDA is located on the
eastern side of Moat Lane with access currently located at the far north western
end of the PDA. The PDA currently exists of bare ground mixed with hardstanding,
tarmac, made ground and storage buildings. To the south and east of the PDA are
traveller sites. On the western side of Moat Lane are arable fields and pasture.
The PDA sits at an average height of 41m on sloping ground from a low 38m aOD
in the north western corner, rising to 45m aOD in the south eastern corner and is
set lower in the landscape that the sounding areas due to the previous quarrying

that has taken place at the site (Fig. 1).

The British Geological Society (BGS 1995) shows that the local geology at the PDA
consists of bedrock comprising of Lambeth Group - Sand in a patch surrounded by
Thanet Formation — Sand, Silt and Clay. Within the patch of sand to the east is an
area of Harwich Formation — Sand and Gravel. The sands overlie the chalk. There
are superficial deposits immediately to the south of River Terrace Deposits 3 —
Sand and Gravel associated with the Stour and potential contains Palaeolithic
remains. However, this data is at relatively low resolution (1:50,000) and offers
only a rough indication of the site geology, and the site’s location within a river
valley landscape could mean a high level of variation is present in the geological
deposits. Given that the site was quarried for gravel, it is likely that the PDA was

located atop river terrace gravels.
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Geotechnical Information

123

1.3.1

141

151

There is no geotechnical information at the PDA or in the surrounding assessment
area. However, a 1933 article regarding the Palaeolithic flint found in the quarry
which was within and around the PDA commented that the base of the gravels

was at 130ft aOD, rising to the east, with the water laid gravel resting on sands.

13 The Proposed Development
The proposed development is an outline application (CA/20/00189) that seeks
approval for the Access and Layout for the development of six detached units,
with Scale, Appearance and Hard and Soft Landscaping remaining as reserved
matters. The proposal involves the relocation of the existing site access from the
north western corner of the site, which has very limited visibility splays to the

centre of the site (fig.2).

1.4 Project Constraints

No constraints were associated with this project.

1.5 Scope of Document
This assessment was requested by the Client in order to determine, as far as is
possible from existing information, the nature, extent and significance of the
Historic Environment and to assess the potential impact of development on
Heritage Assets. The assessment forms part of the initial stages of the
archaeological investigation and is intended to inform and assist with decisions
regarding archaeological mitigation for the proposed development and

associated planning applications.

2 PLANNING BACKGROUND

2.11

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

protection of the historic environment within the planning system and ensure
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2.1.2

221

2.2.2

2.2.3

than a Heritage Asset is protected to enable it to be passed on to future

generations.

Statutory protection is also provided to certain classes of designated heritage

assets under the following legislation:

e Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990;

e Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979; and

e Hedgerow Regulations (statutory Instrument No. 1160) 1997

e Treasures Act 1996

e Burial Act 1857.

2.2 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) sets out the Government’s core
principles in relation to planning and the historic environment and is covered in
section 16, paragraphs 185-202. These principles are designed to underpin the
planning and decision-making process to ensure that Local Planning Authorities
(LPA), developers and owners of heritage assets adopt a consistent approach to

the conservation of the Historic Environment.

The Historic Environment, as defined in the National Planning Policy Framework

(NPPF 2018): 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.”

NPPF 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)’.

10
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2.2.4

2.2.5

2.2.6

2.2.7

Paragraph 189 of the NPPF states that:

‘In determining applications, local planning authorities should require an applicant
to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any

contribution made by their setting.’

Paragraph 190 of the NPPF states that:

‘The LPA should take this assessment into account when considering the impact of
a proposal on a heritage asset, to avoid or minimise conflict between the heritage

asset’s conservation and any aspect of the proposal.’

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

report, the following are important to note:

e Significance. The value of a heritage asset to this and future generations
because of its heritage interest. This interest may be archaeological,
architectural, artistic or historic. Significance derives not only from a

heritage asset’s physical presence, but also from its setting.

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

appreciate that significance or may be neutral.

The NPPF is supported by the Planning Policy Guidance, which includes
Conservation Principles, Policy and Guidance (2008) as well as Good Practice

Advice in Planning Notes 1 to 3, all issued by Historic England.

Hedgerow Regulations (statutory Instrument No. 1160) 1997

2.2.8

The Regulations apply to most countryside hedgerows. In particular, they affect
hedgerows which are 20 meters or more in length; which meet another hedgerow
at each end; are on or adjoin land used for: agriculture, forestry, the breeding or
keeping of horses, ponies or donkeys, common land, village greens, Sites of
Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs) or Local Nature Reserves. The act is to protect

important countryside hedgerows from removal, either in part or whole. Removal

11
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231

2.3.2

2.3.3

234

2.3.5

not only includes grubbing out, but anything which could result in the destruction

of the hedge.

2.3 Local Policies
Canterbury City Council has a Local Plan adopted in 2017. The plan has a number of

policies relevant to archaeology:

e POLICY HE1: Historic Environment and Heritage Assets

e POLICY HE4: Listed Buildings

e POLICY HE5: Development Affecting and Changes to Listed Buildings

e POLICY HE6: Conservation Areas

e POLICY HES8: Heritage Assets in Conservation Areas

e POLICY HE11: Archaeology

e POLICY HE12: Areas of Archaeological Interest

These policies are covered in turn in more detail below.

POLICY HE1: Historic Environment and Heritage Assets
The City Council will support proposals which protect, conserve and enhance the historic
environment and the contribution it makes to local distinctiveness and sense of place.
Proposals that make sensitive use of historic assets through regeneration and reuse,
particularly where these bring redundant or under-used buildings and areas into an

appropriate use, will be encouraged.

Development must conserve and enhance, or reveal, the significance of heritage assets
and their settings. Development will not be permitted where it is likely to cause
substantial harm to the significance of heritage assets or their setting unless it is necessary
to achieve substantial public benefit that would outweigh the harm or loss, or all of the

following apply:

The nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site; and, no viable
use of the heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term through appropriate

marketing that will enable its conservation; and, conservation by grant-funding or some

12
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2.3.6

2.3.7

2.3.8

2.3.9

2.3.10

form of charitable or public ownership is demonstrably not possible; and, the harm or loss

is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back into use.

Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the significance
of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of
the proposal, including securing its optimum viable use. Any development affecting
directly, or the setting of, a listed or locally listed building, Conservation Area, Scheduled
Monument, registered park or garden, historic landscape, or archaeological site will be
required to submit a Heritage Statement with any Planning Application. The statement
will need to outline and provide evidence as to the significance of the heritage asset
including its setting, the likely impact of the development upon it and be proportional to

the importance of the said heritage asset.

POLICY HE®6: Conservation Areas
Development within a conservation area should preserve or enhance its special

architectural or historic character or appearance.

Development, in or adjoining a conservation area, which would enhance its character,
appearance, or setting will normally be permitted. Important features or characteristics,
which contribute to its special character and setting, that need to be protected, include;
plan form, buildings, architectural features, built form, archaeological sites, materials,

trees, streets and spaces and the relationships between these features.

New development in a conservation area should aim to preserve and enhance the
character and local distinctiveness of the historic environment and respect its
surroundings in terms of height, massing, volume, scale, form, materials, details,

roofscape, plot width and the design of any new pedestrian, cycle or vehicular access.

POLICY HE8: Heritage Assets in Conservation Areas
The City Council has a presumption in favour of the conservation of heritage assets. The
more significant the asset, the greater the presumption in favour of conservation and the
greater the justification required for its alteration. Proposals involving substantial harm to
designated heritage assets within a conservation area will normally be refused unless it
can be shown that the harm or loss is necessary to achieve substantial public benefits that
outweigh that harm or loss, or all the other criteria in Policy HE1 apply. If the proposal will

lead to less than substantial harm to the significance of a heritage asset, or the building,

13
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2.3.11

2.3.12

2.3.13

2.3.14

2.3.15

2.3.16

or the element affected does not contribute to the significance of the area, the harm will

be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal.

POLICY HE11: Archaeology
The archaeological and historic integrity of designated heritage assets such as Scheduled
Monuments and other important archaeological sites, together with their settings, will be
protected and, where possible, enhanced. Development which would adversely affect

them will not be permitted.

Planning applications, on sites where there is or is the potential for an archaeological

heritage asset, must include an appropriate desk-based assessment of the asset.

In addition, where important or potentially significant archaeological heritage assets may
exist, developers will be required to arrange for field evaluations to be carried out in

advance of the determination of planning applications. The evaluation should define:

The character, importance and condition of any archaeological deposits or structures
within the application site; The likely impact of the proposed development on these
features (including the limits to the depth to which groundworks can go on the site); and
the means of mitigating the effect of the proposed development including: a statement

setting out the impact of the development.

Where the case for development affecting a heritage asset of archaeological interest is
accepted, the archaeological remains should be preserved in situ. Where preservation in
situ is not possible or justified, appropriate provision for preservation by record may be
an acceptable alternative. In such cases archaeological recording works must be
undertaken in accordance with a specification prepared by the Council’s Archaeological
Officer or a competent archaeological organisation that has been agreed by the Council in

advance.

POLICY HE12: Areas of Archaeological Interest
Within the Canterbury Area of Archaeological Importance and areas of recognised
archaeological potential elsewhere in the District the City Council will determine planning
applications involving work below ground level once the applicant has provided
information in the form of an evaluation of the archaeological importance of the site, and,

an assessment of the archaeological implications of the proposed development.

14
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Local Planning Guidance
2.3.17 The Kent Design Guide, 2008. Prepared by the Kent Design Group, it provides the criteria
necessary for assessing planning applications. Helps building designers, engineers,
planners and developers achieve high standards of design and construction. It is adopted

by the Council as a Supplementary Planning Document.

3 AIMS AND OBIJECTIVES

3.1 Introduction
3.1.1 This Desk-Based Assessment was commissioned by Mr R Haywood & Mr S
Matthews to support a planning application. This assessment has been prepared
in accordance with guidelines set out by the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists
(see below) and in the National Planning Policy Framework and the Good Practice
Advice notes 1, 2 and 3, which now supersede the PPS 5 Practice Guide, which has

been withdrawn by the Government.

3.1.2 This Desk-Based Assessment therefore forms the initial stage of the
archaeological investigation and is intended to inform and assist in decisions
regarding archaeological mitigation for the proposed development and

associated planning applications.

3.2 Desk-Based Assessment — Chartered Institute for Archaeologists
(2017)

3.2.1 This desktop study has been produced in line with archaeological standards, as
defined by the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists (2014, revised 2017). A

desktop, or desk-based assessment, is defined as being:

‘Desk-based assessment will determine, as far as is reasonably possible from existing
records, the nature, extent and significance of the historic environment within a
specified area. Desk-based assessment will be undertaken using appropriate methods
and practices which satisfy the stated aims of the project, and which comply with the
Code of conduct and other relevant regulations of CIfA. In a development context desk-
based assessment will establish the impact of the proposed development on the
significance of the historic environment (or will identify the need for further evaluation
to do so) and will enable reasoned proposals and decisions to be made whether to

mitigate, offset or accept without further intervention that impact.’

15



The Old Woodyard, Moat Lane, Fordwich, Canterbury, Kent
Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment

(2017:4)

3.2.2 The purpose of the desk-based assessment is, therefore, an assessment that

provides a contextual archaeological record, in order to provide:

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

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

interests

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

extent or significance of the resource is not sufficiently well defined

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

changes on the significance of the heritage assets and their settings

° strategies to conserve the significance of heritage assets, and their settings

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

place-shaping

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

CIFA (2017:4)

4 METHODOLOGY

4.1 Introduction
4.1.1 The methodology employed during this assessment has been based upon relevant
professional guidance including the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists’
Standard and guidance for historic environment desk-based assessment (CIfA,

2017).

16
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4.2 Sources
4.2.1 A number of publicly accessible sources were consulted prior to the preparation

of this document.

Archaeological databases
4.2.2 Although it is recognised that national databases are an appropriate resource for
this particular type of assessment, the local Historic Environmental Record held
at Kent County Council (KCCHER) contains sufficient data to provide an accurate
insight into catalogued sites and finds within both the proposed development

area and the surrounding landscape.

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

archive for a comprehensive HER search.

4.2.4 The Archaeology Data Service Online Catalogue (ADS) was also used. The search
was carried out within a 750m radius of the proposed development site and
relevant HER data is included in the report. The Portable Antiquities Scheme
Database (PAS) was also searched as an additional source as the information

contained within is not always transferred to the local HER.

Cartographic and Pictorial Documents
4.2.5 A full map regression exercise has been incorporated within this assessment.
Research was carried out using resources offered by the Kent County Council, the
internet, Ordnance Survey and the Kent Archaeological Society. A full listing of
bibliographic and cartographic documents used in this study is provided in Section

10.

Aerial photographs
4.2.6 The study of the collection of aerial photographs held by Google Earth was

undertaken (Plates 1-5).

Secondary and Statutory Resources
4.2.7 Secondary and statutory sources, such as regional and periodic archaeological

studies, archaeological reports associated with development control, landscape
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studies, dissertations and research frameworks are considered appropriate to this

type of study and have been included within this assessment.

Walkover Survey

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

Identifying any historic landscape features not shown on maps.

e Conducting a rapid survey for archaeological features.
e Making a note of any surface scatters of archaeological material.

e Identifying constraints or areas of disturbance that may affect

archaeological investigation.

5 ARCHAOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT

5.1 Introduction

5.1.1 This section of the assessment will focus on the archaeological and historical
development of this area, placing it within a local context. Each period
classification will provide a brief introduction to the wider landscape (750m radius
centred on each site of the PDA), followed by a full record of archaeological sites,
monuments and records within the site’s immediate vicinity. There were no
Scheduled Monuments, Registered Parks and Gardens or Protected Military
Remains in the search area. Time scales for archaeological periods represented in

the report are listed in Table 1.

Palaeolithic ¢. 500,000 BC —¢.10,000 BC
-§ Mesolithic ¢.10,000 BC —c. 4,300 BC
% Neolithic c.4.300 BC—c. 2,300 BC
2 BronzeAge ¢. 2,300 BC — ¢. 600 BC

Iron Age c. 600 BC—c.AD 43
Romano-British c.AD 43 -c. AD 410
Anglo-Saxon AD 410 - AD 1066
Medieval AD 1066 — AD 1485
Post-medieval AD 1485 — AD 1900
Modern AD 1901 — present day

Table 1: Classification of Archaeological periods
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5.1.2

5.21

5.2.2

5.2.3

531

5.3.2

The Kent HER records within the 750m assessment area are dominated by listed
buildings in the Fordwich area to the north. Below ground archaeology is sparse
reflecting the rural nature of the area that has predominately been in between

settlements.

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

Heritage Assets — English Heritage Guidance (English Heritage 2011).

This guidance states that “setting embraces all of the surroundings (land, sea,
structures, features and skyline) from which the heritage asset can be
experienced or that can be experienced from or with the asset” (The Setting of

Heritage Assets, English Heritage 2011).

There are 40 designated assets within the assessment area and five building
records, all of which are to the north of the PDA in the Fordwich core settlement
area. Given the dense woodland between the PDA and Fordwich, and the way
that the PDA sits low in the landscape compared to surrounding land levels due
to the quarrying, there is no intervisibility between these designated assets and
the PDA. Therefore, the PDA will have no impact upon these heritage assets and

will not affect their significance or setting.

5.3 Previous Archaeological Works

There have been a number of events within the assessment area, the majority to
the north on the PDA in and around Fordwich. Location of the events are in Figure

18.

18 test pits were dugin 1998 in Fordwich, which revealed Bronze Age, Roman and
Anglo-Saxon pottery (TR 15 NE 107). Early fieldwalking of the area to the north
west of the PDA in 1998 identified Prehistoric flint scatters (TR 15 NE 111). A
watching brief in the centre of Fordwich in 2006 found probable Anglo-Saxon

ditches (TR 15 NE 179) and at Fordwich Farm, also within Fordwich Roman and
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Medieval features were found. Outside of Fordwich, the only intrusive
investigations are to the east in Trenley Park Woods undertaken between 1952-
58, when an Iron Age ditch were found and a probable settlement seen (TR 15 NE

23).

Conservation Area

5.3.3

The PDA falls within the far southern extent of the Fordwich Conservation Area.
Unfortunately, no appraisal has been completed to date. As well as covering the
current core settlement area, it also encompasses a large area west of the
settlement and also south of the town encompassing as far south as the PDA to
include the area of Sandpit Wood and the quarry, which corresponds in part to

known areas of potential archaeology (Fig. 16).

Landscape Characterisation

534

5.3.5

5.3.6

The PDA is in an area characterised by KCC Historic Landscape Characterisation of
‘Small rectilinear with wavy boundaries’ that applies to an area on the eastern
side of Moat Lane. Around the PDA there is quite varied land use across the area
on the hinterland of the town of Fordwich attesting to the rural landscape in this
area away from settlement. The topography of the landscape has lent itself of

woodlands, and plantations with arable land essentially along Moat Lane (Fig. 15).

To the west and south west is an area of steep sided woodland of which golf
courses developed alongside and is classed as an area of generally poor soils that

was part of Old Park.

In the Canterbury Landscape Appraisal, Moat Lane marks the dividing point
between the Old Park Area to the west and the Trenley Park Woodlands Area to
the east. It is described as an extensive woodland area on stony coarse well
drained soils over Thanet Beds and River Terrace Gravels with undulating and
irregular topography. The Trenley deer park area ceased to be enclosed in the
15™ century and is now managed as coppiced woodland. The woodlands
fragmentated by roads, agricultural lands and former sand pits. However, it has
to be noted that that PDA lies outside of the main woodland area of Trenley Park
in the location for former quarry and considered to be a potential area of acid

grassland and heathland, which also applies to the western side of Moat Lane next
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to the PDA. The linkage of woodlands by hedgerows and shelter belts is key with

the wood character to be preserved.

Stour Palaeolithic Area

5.3.7

5.3.8

5.3.9

5.3.10

The PDA is in the Palaeolithic area designated PCA 19 and covers the area of
brickearth deposits on the plateau between the confluence of the Great Stour and
Little Stour. The majority of this area also has the superficial deposits of higher 3™
terrace. Terrace 3" deposits are known to hold Palaeolithic remains. North east
of the PDA on the lower ground by the Great Stour, a gravel quarry has produced
more than 200 handaxes as well as four hand axes at Trenley Park Wood pit to

the east.

In addition, it appears that the quarry at the PDA in the 1920s found Lower
Palaeolithic handaxes. Based on the article in the Journal of the Prehistoric
Society of East Anglia in 1933, the location described would appear to match that

of the quarry at the PDA as follows:

In the angle between the road leading due south from Fordwich and that from
Stodmarsh to Canterbury, west of Moat Cottages...., gravel has been worked over
a considerable area, the depth being about 7 feet on the east and over 20 feet at
the west end. The nearest bench-mark is 151-4 feet and the base of the gravel on
the west is therefore about 130 feet O.D., rising to the east. The tongue of high
ground between the rivers is covered in patches with gravel and brick-earth resting

on Thanet Sand, and forms a plateau about 5 miles long at about the 100 ft. level.

The extract above provides a height of 130 feet OD, which matches the current
height of the PDA at 39m. The article mentions hundreds of implements were
found, some of which made their way to the British Museum and local collections.
However, these were not extracted archaeological under stratigraphic conditions.
267 specimens were studied that were considered unrolled and 21 rolled and

considered to be of the Acheulian type of the Lower Palaeolithic.

Lower-level terrace deposits have produced mammalian fossils, the best-
provenanced of which is probably the range of cold climate fauna (mammoth,
woolly rhino and horse) recovered from the pit to the southwest of Canterbury
East, some 3km south west of the PDA. Therefore, this Stour Palaeolithic area is

considered to have a high likelihood of Palaeolithic remains and the BGS geology
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54.1

5.4.2

5.4.3

suggests that these river terrace deposits are present in and around the PDA (Fig.

17) as evidenced from previous finds.

5.4 Archaeological and Historical Narrative

In the prehistoric period the attraction to the area to the north would have been
next to Great Stour, on the lower levels around Fordwich, many prehistoric tools
have been found as well as also on the higher level in and around the PDA mainly
from late 19%™, early 20" century quarrying of the gravel terraces of the ancient
river Stour around Fordwich. There is little by way of the Bronze Age and Iron Age
in the wider area except for a few pieces of Bronze Age pottery in Fordwich.
Recent excavations to the west of the PDA at Howe Barracks, there were Bronze
Age Beaker pottery along with environmental remains suggesting a possible
settlement nearby. There is also to the east on Trenley Woods an Iron Age
settlement suggesting that the high ground was occupied in the later Prehistoric

period.

To the south west of the PDA was the walled town of Duroverum Cantiacorum.
To the south of the PDA was the Roman road from Canterbury to Richborough of
which the current Littlebourne Road broadly follows the alighment of. North of
the PDA was the settlement of Fordwich and in Roman times, the Wantsum
Channel was navigable and it was possible to sail up as far as Fordwich, which

essentially became the port of Canterbury.

Fordwich was first mentioned in 675AD as ‘Fordewicum’ from the Old English wic
meaning dwelling or trading settlement beside the ford. It had its own entry in
the Domesday Book with six households, being a small village and belonged to the
St Augustine’s Abbey in Canterbury. William the Conqueror had the following to

say about Fordwich:

William King of the English to Lanfranc archbishop, and Hamo sheriff, and R. son
of earl G, and H. Sheriff, and all the thanes of Kent French and English greeting.

Know ye that the Bishop of Bayeux my brother for the love of god and for the

salvation of my soul and of his own has given to St. Augustine's whatsoever he
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5.4.4

5.4.5

5.4.6

5.4.7

5.4.8

possessed at Fordwich as well in lands meadows and houses as in other rights and

that he has given what he has given with my leave...

William King of the English by the grace of god to Lanfranc Archbishop of
Canterbury and Godefried Bishop of Constance, and r. count of eu, and H. de
Montfort, and his other nobles of the kingdom greeting. | command and enjoin
that you cause St. Augustine and Scotland the abbot to repossess the borough of

Fordwich which hamo the sheriff now holds and all.

The town owned the quay and the crane, and derived income from duty on
imported goods and the hire of the crane. Caen stone for Canterbury Cathedral

passed through the port in the 12" and 13 centuries.

By the 11th century it became self-governing and freed from paying national
taxes, in return for providing ships and men to fight for the crown. Later the
provision of ships was changed to the payment of money. It became a limb of

Sandwich, one of the Cinque Ports.

By the early Post Medieval period, the Wantsum had silted up and the port started

declining. Edward Hasted, an historian in the late 19" century commented:

The town of Fordwich lies very low and unhealthy, close to the marshes, on the
southern bank of the river Stour, a lonely place, of little or no thoroughfare. It is
but small and mean, consisting of about thirty houses and cottages. The only
remains of antiquity, of its having belonged to the abbey of St. Augustine for a
great length of time past, was a lost arched gateway, built of brick, at the entrance
to their wharf here, lately pulled down, and a small length of flint wall close to the
river. Near which is a large handsome house, belonging to the Blaxlands, and now

made use of as a soap manufactory.

Fordwich finally ceased trading as a port in 1830 when a railway was built linking

Canterbury with Whitstable Harbour.

South of the PDA, the area north of the Littlebourne Road once formed part of
the lands belonging to Wyke family. There has been a house on the estate since
1100 AD by the Wyke family who were archbishop tenants. By 1430, we know

the site have become moated and began to be known by its alternative name as
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5.4.9

5.4.10

54.11

5.4.12

‘The Moat’ and was at that time still occupied by tenants by Knights service. The
road south out of Fordwich headed towards the rear entrance of the estate, hence
the name Moat Lane. In 1509, the estate was inherited by William Finch, the son
of a wealthy landowner of Icklesham and other estates in East Sussex called Henry
Finch. The house remained in the Finch family until 1716. By then the house was
considered old and ruinous. William Cowper brought the estate in 1716 who was
Lord Chancellor and later in 1718, Earl Cowper. Eventually, The Moat was
demolished in 1785 and the land divided up into mixed use of wood, arable land

and pasture and tenanted out.

The house was approached via gates from the Littlebourne Road and traces of the
house could be found behind the Polo Farm Sports Club. The gate piers to this
house are still surviving and are Grade Il listed. Map show that the drive was lined
by trees. Maps and documentation also show that the house went through a

number of changes over the period it was standing.

Old Park is an ancient deer park east of Canterbury and south west of the PDA,
having been established as a Royal Park during the reign of Henry VIl of some 350
acres. Prior to which it belonged to St Augustine’s Abbey. It was thought it was
only in use for about a century and sold to Lord Cobham. The boundaries of the
park are unclear and have not been confirmed. Beyond the park, towards
Canterbury, in the area of Howe Barracks, recent evaluation has identified

Medieval field systems.

Nearby Trenley Park, to the east of the PDA was also a deer park and is considered
to be one of the oldest in Kent and possibly the country as it was mentioned in
the Domesday Book as one of only two in Kent at the time. It was created by
Bishop Odo of Bayeux and first mentioned in a 1071-82 AD
charter. It ceased to be enclosed around 1425 when 200 acres of the wood were

sold when the last Earl of March, and Lord of the Manor of Wickham, died.

Mount Hospital, to the south west of the PDA, was opened in 1897 and originally
named the Canterbury Sanatorium to accommodate cases of contagious diseases.
In 1959, the hospital was refurbished and re-opened under the new name The

Mount Hospital. By 1985, the site had become a site for geriatric care and in 1987
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5.4.13

a day care centre was opened. However, the site closed in 2006 and the land

converted for residential development of 21 houses.

The area to the south west on the northern side of Littlebourne Road, was home
to temporary military training area, which by the Second World War, had become
more permanent. The land under the Ownership of the Crown was part of the
Royal deer park. By the early 1960s, the area had been laid out with army
barracks. The barracks closed in 2015 and the site converted for residential
housing. Military paraphernalia is scattered across the area of the deer park and

the eastern part of Old Park is now managed as a golf course.

5.5 Cartographic Sources and Map Regression

Andrews, Dury and Herbert map of 1769

5.5.1

Andrews, Dury and Herbert published their atlas some thirty years before the
Ordnance Survey, immediately becoming the best large-scale maps of the county.
The map shows the location of The Moat and its grounds to the south of the PDA.
The main entrance to The Moat is on the Littlebourne Road at the far south of the
map. There is a road south out of Fordwich that heads towards the northern
entrance to The Mote estate. It is not clear as to whether this is Moat Lane or Well
Lane but given that it continues straight from the high Street it is more likely to
be Well Lane. The core area of Fordwich is to the north. To the east is Trenley
Wood although here it is referred to as Old Park Wood. The PDA is located west
of the road (Fig. 3).

Ordnance Surveyors Drawings 1797

5.5.2

This map shows greater detail in the land use and field boundaries and a more
accurate representation of the road layout. Moat Lane now shows alongside that
of Well Lane. The PDA is part of a large field. The Mote estate has gone by this
time. To the east is now called Trenley Wood and to the west Old Park. The area
in between is rural. To the east of Moat Road is now another road south 