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CHAPTER 6: CULTURAL HERITAGE

INTRODUCTION

Assessors

6.1

This cultural heritage assessment was written by S.N. Collcutt MA(Hons) DEA DPhil FSA, A.P.
Johnson BA(Hons) PhD MIfA, and M.R. Petchey MA DipArchaeol MIfA. OAA were incorporated as
a cultural heritage consultancy Company in 1987; since 2004, we have conducted a significant
number of impact assessments of wind energy proposals across England, including, where
required, the provision of expert evidence at public inquiry.

Background Parameters

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

The application site is centred at NGR TF 205 457 and lies within the District of North Kesteven.
The land is in arable use. There has been design iteration during the assessment project (see
below) but the final assessed layout involves 22 turbines (125m maximum height to blade-tip) and
their supporting site infrastructure (as described in detail in Chapter 4 Project Description).

This assessment addresses the full range of cultural heritage matters, that is, archaeology and
associated palaeoenvironmental material, built cultural heritage features and Historic Landscape.
This Environmental Statement chapter is supported by Appendix 8.1: Technical Statement, 8.2:
Cultural Heritage Scoping, 8.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer, 6.4: Archaeological
Documentary and Cartographic Date, 6.5: Geophysical Survey, containing the full details of all
procedures and data used and judgements made.

In respect of potential direct (fabric) effects, a study area within a radius of 2 km (sometimes wider
as comparisons have been required) of the centre of the proposal site has been used.

In respect of potential indirect (setting) effects, a study area comprising a number of ‘concentric
bands’ has been used. Within 2 km of the centre of the proposal site, all cultural heritage assets
(whether or not formally designated) have been considered. All more important standing assets
(including Scheduled Monuments and Listed Buildings of Grades | and 11*) have been considered
out to a radius of 10 km. Thereafter, after due examination of the standard cultural heritage
databases (including the National Heritage List and the County Historic Environment Record), any
intrinsically more prominent or sensitive asset has been assessed, effectively out to a range of
approximately 15 km.

METHODOLOGY

Standards

6.6

The present document has been compiled as part of an Environmental Statement under the
Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 2000 (as
amended). In accordance with appropriate English Heritage guidelines (Planning for the Past:
Volume 1 - A review of archaeological assessment procedures in England 1982-91 English
Heritage 1995, page 16), this statement has been undertaken by qualified archaeologists/historians

with suitable skills. The statement has been structured in accordance with the guidelines set out in
the document: Guidance on the Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England
and Wales) Regulations 2000, (now within the ambit of the Department of Energy & Climate
Change). Further relevant guidelines have also been consulted: Preparation of Environmental
Statements for Planning Projects that Require Environmental Assessment: A Good Practice Guide
(Department of the Environment 1995, TSO: London) and Environmental Impact Assessment:
guide to procedures (Office of the Deputy Prime Minister 2004, TSO: London). The
relevant studies have been carried out in accordance with the Code of Conduct, Standards and
Guidelines issued by the Institute for Archaeologists.

Consultation

6.7

6.8

6.9

Initial contact was made by Ecotricity with the County and District in respect of the cultural heritage
during 2009-10. Following appointment as assessors, OAA circulated a draft cultural heritage
scoping in November 2010 to the following parties:

e North Kesteven - Angela Haywood (Conservation Officer); Alan Oliver (Planning); Jenny
Young (Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire, Archaeology).

e Boston - Paul Edwards (Planning); Jenny Young (Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire, Archaeology).

e Lincolnshire County Council - Dr. Beryl Lott (Cultural Heritage Manager).

e English Heritage - Tim Allen, Dr. Ben Robinson.

A final scoping, including provision for assessment of all specific assets mentioned by consultees,
was circulated at the end of December, 2010.

During the project, interim and final geophysical survey (field evaluation) reports were provided to
the District's archaeological consultee (Jenny Young, Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire), as was the
final draft text of the desk-based assessment of the site (including cartographic and aerial
photograph analysis). The resulting mitigatory layout modifications (see below) were also notified
to Ms. Young.

Assessment Criteria — Archaeological Fabric

6.10

The likelihood of intersection of the proposed development works with buried archaeological
features has been assessed, taking into account existing documentary and historical records,
cartographic evidence, aerial photographs and satellite imagery (cropmarks caused by underlying
features), and field evaluation (geophysical survey, using magnetic susceptibility and gradiometry
to ‘image’ underlying features). The heritage ‘importance’, or ‘sensitivity’, of the most probable
categories of remains has been assessed against the criteria laid down in the County and Regional
Archaeological Resource Framework & Agenda. The magnitude of impact from direct (fabric)
effects (normally irreversible) is a function of the degree of destruction of information that would
result from development in the absence of mitigation.
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Assessment Criteria — Setting

6.11

6.12

6.13

6.14

The concept of the setting of cultural heritage features has long been evolving, according to
professional usage and case precedents as well as to past guidance. This evolution has recently
been curtailed and it is uncertain as to whether, or to what extent, past experience and usage is still
valid. The current situation is represented in PPS5 *, which imposes the following definition:

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 present assessors take the term “experienced” to mean that the significance of an asset in its
setting should be visible or otherwise capable of direct perception by the public.

In keeping with relevant statute and case law, PPS5 defines heritage-significance in terms of
‘special interest’, and extends the criteria involved from initial designation to all aspects of
subsequent assessment, stating that:

[Introduction] 5. Those parts of the historic environment that have significance because of
their historic, archaeological, architectural or artistic interest are called heritage assets.

..

HE®6.1 Local planning authorities should require the applicant to provide a description of
the significance of the heritage assets affected and the contribution of their setting to that
significance. The level of detail should be proportionate to the importance of the heritage
asset and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on
the significance of the heritage asset. [...]

The relevant policy and statutory basis requires that indirect (setting) impacts on the cultural
heritage be assessed according to the following general schema:

e Assessment of the heritage-significance of an asset (in terms of special interest).

e Assessment of the contribution from setting to heritage-significance (1).

¢ Identification of the setting elements potentially at risk from proposed development.

e Assessment of the contribution from setting elements (3) to heritage-significance contribution
(2).
e Assessment of the likely magnitude of proposal effects upon contribution (4).

e Assessment of the Planning-significance of assessed effects (5).

1 DCMS 2010. Planning Policy Statement 5: Planning for the Historic Environment Department of Culture, Media & Sport, 23 March 2010
(Annex 2: Terminology).

6.15

6.16

In practice, these steps (or some of them) may commonly be implied and/or merged, and there is
usually rapid iteration in steps (1-3) to reduce the need for reporting of all aspects of any given
asset, although a true gap or non sequitur in this logical chain would not be justified. It is especially
important to note that PPS5 Policy HE6.1 does not require the analysis and exposition of the full
heritage-significance of every asset, only that level of detail which is “proportionate” and “no more
than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on the significance of the
heritage asset”.

The fact of formal designation, together with any ‘grading’ of importance, has served here as a
starting point, at the scoping stage, but the assessment of heritage-significance has not been rigidly
pre-judged. Whilst a vocabulary of ‘Low-Medium-High' is used to reflect scalar degrees in
judgement, given the stepwise schema set out above, a simple ‘sensitivity versus magnitude of
impact’ matrix would not reflect the proper assessment process. The necessary professional
judgement is therefore set out as an explicit verbal argument for each asset in the accompanying
Technical Statement. The final assessment of ‘significance of effect’ is given according to the
following tabulation 2, with actual planning weight (needing to be carried forward to the overall
planning balance) arising from effects (if adverse, equating with “harm”) of Major, or greater,
‘significance’.

2 DCLG June 2006. Environmental Impact Assessment: A guide to good practice and procedures — a consultation paper Box on p.40.
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6.17 Finally, in respect of setting, it is important to note that the Cultural Heritage and the Landscape &
Visual Planning topics may not be ‘merged’ or in any way confused, in either policy or proper
assessment parameters.

BASELINE

Policy Matrix

6.18 The North Kesteven District Local Plan (adopted 2007) has the following policies (saved in
September 2010) relevant to the main cultural heritage topics here at issue: Policies HE1-3, 5 and
7.

6.19 The Local Development Framework, in terms of North Kesteven and the wider Central Lincolnshire
Joint Core Strategy, is still in consultation stage, although the current documentation appears
consistent with both the Adopted Local Plan and national policy on the cultural heritage.

6.20 The East Midlands Regional Plan (adopted 2009) has the following policies relevant to the cultural
heritage: Policies 26 and 27.

6.21 In respect of the cultural heritage, the statutory Development Plan appears fully consistent with the

detailed expression of national policy set out in PPS5.

Archaeological Fabric

6.22

6.23

6.24

6.25

There are no designated cultural heritage assets within the proposal site.

The only HER records relate to Romano-British pottery and some briquetage (a rough ceramic
material normally used in vessels employed in salt-making), found along the line of the north-south
gas pipeline, on the southwestern side of (and to the north, within) the proposal site. It is unlikely,
given the then fenland context, that there will be remains of any significant habitation within the
proposal site but features, known as ‘salterns’, deriving from seasonal salt-making, involving
mounds of broken briquetage and burnt material (‘red hills’), may be present along the former
creek-sides; such archaeological sites do not usually comprise traces of major structures, a few
postholes, pits and perhaps a basin or channel section being the most that would normally be
expected, although some more varied midden material and even a kiln may be present at locations
subject to more prolonged use. Such sites are common in the region, there being over 300 known
(probable) examples from the Iron Age and Roman period within the Lincolnshire fenland, as well
as a smaller number of late Bronze Age occurrences; most, as would be the case within the
proposal site, have been ploughed down, the survival of actual mounds at the surface being rare.

During the geophysical survey (field evaluation), three location towards the northeastern corner of
the proposal site produced magnetic signals suggesting the buried presence of burnt/fired material
and possibly pit-forms; one of these anomalies (close to Holland Dike) showed a rather more
substantial magnetic ‘signature’ which would be consistent with the presence of a moderately sized
saltern (salt-making site, see above). No briquetage or significant discoloration was noted in the
topsoils during the survey in any part of the proposal site.

Representing the history of the area since reclamation, there will be a number of disused field
boundaries (mostly at locations known from maps) to be crossed by project trackways. It is unlikely

that the locations of any of the known pumping windmills along the northern and northeastern
boundaries of the site will be intersected by development groundworks, although not all such
features are necessarily known from the available maps. The buried remains of a pentagonal duck
decoy, some 240 m in overall diameter, have been identified as a cropmark (without surface
expression), some 500 m NNE of Six Hundreds Farm. Such features were relatively common in
Lincolnshire (the county was said to be ‘the home of decoys’), although most, as at the proposal
site, do not survive with surface expression in the modern agricultural landscape. The pond, pipes
(‘farms”) and enclosure ditch of the Six Hundred Decoy will probably preserve some evidence for
construction and use during the suspected currency in the C18; if waterlogged or particularly well
sealed, the deposits may preserve more varied organic remains, such as seeds, pollen, or timber,
providing information on the use of the decoy and the local environment. There is only minor
documentary evidence for this particular example. The Six Hundred Decoy is considered to be an
archaeological site of regional significance, whilst other traces of the post-reclamation history of the
proposal site would be of local significance.

6.26 The probable grid connection route (although subject to a separate application in due course) has
been considered and the known cultural heritage material in a ‘corridor’ along this route has been
reviewed as a desk-based exercise. There are no significant buildings within this corridor, the
nearest traditional agricultural structures being at Parks (Hall) Farm, some 300 m east of the
proposed line. There are no designated entries of any kind on the National Heritage List within a
kilometre of the proposed line. The County HER (PRN 13900) notes rectilinear cropmarks within
the field centred at TF 187 396 (immediately west of Bicker Wind Farm), although the Google Earth
© image referenced is not particularly convincing. However, further north on the GE satellite
images, there are clear archaeological cropmarks in the fields just east of the Old Sixteen Foot
Drain centred at TF 192 415 (Getmapping 311207 & Digital Globe 260404) and TF 194 418 (Digital
Globe 260404), plausibly representing a Romano-British farmstead, droveway and field system; the
proposed connection line would run in the fields immediately to the west of the drain but might
cross the periphery of the area of archaeological interest (unresponsive crops in all available
images). At the northern end, just before the A 17, the line runs outside (west of) the former formal
grounds of Park House (a C19 mansion, since demolished), although still within the area known as
“Abbey Parks” (unexplained placename).

Setting

6.27 Appendix 6.1: Technical Statement accompanying this ES chapter contains detailed descriptions
and discussion of significance for all the cultural heritage assets listed below.

6.28 The following Scheduled Monument lies within ¢.2.5-5 km of the centre of the proposed
development.

e Settlement site 650 yards (600 m) east of Holme House, Heckington (SM LI317 - TF 17912
45474)

6.29 The following Scheduled Monuments lie beyond 5 km from the centre of the proposed development
and were included in the assessment at the specific request of consultees.

¢ Remains of Medieval monastery, moated manor house, fishponds and post-Medieval garden,
South Kyme (SM 22622 - TF 16896 49753)

¢ Village Cross, North Kyme (SM 22632 - TF 15164 52667)
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e Butter Cross, Tattershall (SM 22633 - TF 17912 45474)

e Churchyard Cross, St Oswald’s Churchyard, Howell (SM 22635 - TF 13507 46242)
e Butter Cross, Swineshead (SM 22666 - TF 23788 40250)

e Stump Cross, Swineshead (SM 22667 - TF 23934 39716)

e Churchyard Cross, St Andrew, Heckington (SM 22670 - TF 14292 44106)

e Tattershall Castle & College, Tattershall (SM 22720 - TF 21162 57515)

e Remains of a motte and bailey castle in Manwar Ings, Swineshead (SM 22744 - TF 24326
40978)

e Swineshead Abbey, Swineshead (SM 22747 - TF 24888 40684)
The following Listed Buildings lie within c.2 km of the centre of the proposed development.
e Church of St John The Baptist, Claydike Bank (west side), Amber Hill (LB Il N0.192067 — TF
21896 47348)
e Kyme Tower, Church Lane, South Kyme (LB | N0.192771 — TF 16858 49622) (cf. SM)
e St Mary & All Saints Church, Church Lane, South Kyme (LB II* N0.192770 — TF 16854 49788)
e Church of All Saints, Holland Fen with Brothertoft (LB Il N0.191922 — TF 23218 50176)

The following Listed Buildings lie well beyond 5 km from the centre of the proposed development
and were included in the assessment at the specific request of consultees.

e Church of St Edith, Church Lane (east side), Anwick (LB 1 N0.192548 — TF 11451 50642)

e Church of St Andrew, Asgarby & Howell (LB | N0.192554 — TF 11627 45389)

e Church of St Oswald, Asgarby & Howell (LB 11* N0.192556 — TF 13507 46256)

e Church of St Andrew, Church Lane (north side), Ewerby & Evedon (LB | N0.192565 — TF
12166 47277)

e Church of St John The Baptist, Church Street (south side), Great Hale (LB | N0.192585 — TF
14841 42926)

e Church of St Andrew, Church Street (east side), Heckington (LB | N0.192598 — TF 14293
44120)

e Heckington Mill, Hale Road (west side), Heckington (LB | N0.192603 — TF 14564 43537)
e Manor Farmhouse, The Green (east side), Helpringham (LB II* N0.192615 — TF 14007 40730)

e Church of St Andrew, High Street (south side), Helpringham (LB | N0.192618 — TF 13875
40749)

e The Old College (behind No.3 Market Place), Tattershall (LB II* N0.400468 — TF 21297 57847)

e Tattershall Castle, Sleaford Road (south side), Tattershall (LB 1 N0.400478 — TF 21056 57544)
(cf. SM)

e Ticket Office & Shop, Tattershall Castle (LB | N0.400479 — TF 21140 57592) (cf. SM)

e Kitchen Ruins, Tattershall Castle (LB 1 N0.400480 — TF 21065 57522) (cf. SM)

¢ Round Towers, Tattershall Castle (LB | N0.400481 — TF 21062 57558) (cf. SM)

e Tattershall Castle moat walls, Tattershall (LB | N0.400482 — TF 21104 57512) (cf. SM)

e Tattershall Castle Stable Ruins, Tattershall (LB 1 N0.400483 — TF 21019 57562) (cf. SM)

e Church of Holy Trinity, Tattershall (LB |1 N0.400485 — TF 21210 57584)

e Church of St Mary, South Street (west side), Swineshead (LB | N0.408242 — TF 23753 40194)
e Church of St Botolph, Church Close (south side), Boston (LB | N0.486305 — TF 32692 44181)

6.32 The following non-designated assets (with potential standing elements), included in the Lincolnshire
Historic Environment Record, lie within c.2 km of the centre of the proposed development.

e Former Primitive Methodist Chapel & Sunday School, Heckington Fen (HER No0.62989 — TF
18376 45886)

e Former Church of St John, East Heckington (HER N0.63654 — TF 20406 43848)
e Former smithy, East Heckington (HER No0.63819 — TF 19306 44353)

ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

Archaeological Fabric

6.33 Any examples of salterns found at Six Hundreds would be considered to be archaeological sites of
local significance, possibly of regional significance were one to survive in an unusually complex
form and/or with good survival of organic remains.

6.34 The Six Hundred Decoy is considered to be an archaeological site of regional significance, whilst
other traces of the post-reclamation history of the proposal site would be of local significance.

6.35 The proposed development will not harm or obscure the Historic Landscape in this area. There will
be no highways works likely to cause significant direct (fabric) effects. With respect to the probable
grid connection, the line is to be carried overhead, on field poles, such that any potential direct
(archaeological) effects would be minimal.

Setting

6.36 Falling within 10 km of the centre (NGR TF 204 457) of the proposed wind park development at
Heckington Fen, totals of 15 Scheduled Monuments (2 of them more distant still) and 206 Listed
Buildings (and an additional 11 more distant still) have been considered (through the standard
documentation for designated assets, as well as by means of additional mapped and satellite
archives) in the present setting assessment. All the Scheduled Monuments, the higher Grade (I
and II*) Listed Buildings and all assets within 2 km have been field-assessed (all of them on at least
two separate occasions).

Page 6 - 4

If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED 4038 P0126 02



Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Chapter 6: Cultural Heritage

6.37

6.38

6.39

6.40

6.41

6.42

6.43

During this work, the likely intervisibility between historic assets and proposed turbines has been
sought out but such intervisibility is not automatically to be equated with undesirable impact. Thus,
the setting of all relevant cultural heritage assets has been considered and the potential
development effect upon the significance of the assets has been assessed. The Technical
Statement accompanying this ES chapter contains a full description of this process for each asset.

The large majority of cultural heritage assets in the area will receive no (or ‘negligible’) effects from
the proposed wind park development; this holds for the assets for which an explicit assessment text
had been included in the Technical Statement (as a precautionary step) and for those assets
eliminated as even less vulnerable on reasonable documentary grounds. Table 8.1 at the end of
this chapter contains entries for all those assets judged to be likely to receive at least a ‘low’
magnitude effect; the relevant view is noted in each case.

Lincolnshire has one of the finest collections of Medieval churches in England; there are some 600
known foundations, of which 457 are extant (at least in part) as Listed Buildings. Most of them (as
they survive) were built in the Perpendicular style on the wealth of the wool trade. However, the
wider agricultural value of the fenlands was also a factor, becoming particularly important in the
C18 and C19 and allowing high quality restoration of those churches around the fenland edge, not
to mention establishment of new parish churches outwards as the reclamation progressed.
Churches are a particularly sensitive category in connection with wind farm proposals and the
present case is no exception. This is not a strongly 'religious' matter per se - it is simply that
churches have functioned historically as 'social nodes' in the landscape. They are often
constructed to be seen from afar (towers/spires and, where available, prominent locations) but
there is an expectation that churchyards should be relatively 'quiet' places (often, indeed nearly
always, secured by perimeter treatment). Churches have an attraction for the community as a
whole. Furthermore, they have a special attraction for those who worship there (even occasionally)
or who have relatives or friends buried in the graveyard. Thus, undue impact upon a church is
usually more likely to attract local, regional and possibly even national comment than an impact
upon any other category of cultural heritage feature. It is for this reason that the setting of churches
in this vicinity have been analysed very carefully, so as to avoid such impact.

In as much as church towers and spires are visible over long distances in this fenland-edge
landscape, many of the local examples would be visible from points ‘within’ the proposed turbine
group. However, there are no public footpaths across the proposal site.

Similarly, looking ‘through’ the proposed development at a church on the ‘far’ side, each spire or
tower will remain recognisable. Since no prominent church stands close to the proposal site,
distant spires would stand well ‘below’ foreground turbine blades.

Taking the viewpoint to the ‘far’ side of a church, it is important that the visual dominance of the
latter be maintained. Again, because of the significant remove between prominent churches and
the proposal site, turbines would never challenge the church spires in this configuration.

Moving to the environs of a church, and eventually into the churchyard itself, it is noteworthy how
closely most of the examples in the present survey area are flanked by built form and tree-planting.
The architectural detail and proximal setting of Kesteven churches are normally very well
embedded within their respective villages. St Botolph’s (Boston Stump), with its balcony around the
tower, is a special case, with a designed outward panoramic view; the considerable distance to the
proposed development would reduce it to a relatively minor detail in the complex landscape visible

6.44

6.45

6.46

6.47

from this high viewpoint, itself originally dedicated to the spotting of mercantile movements on land
and sea.

There are no cases resulting from the Heckington Fen proposal which would result in high
magnitudes of effect (such as major conflict with historic views of a skylined tower/spire, or the
overbearing presence of turbines in close and open views of a church and its immediate environs).
The present assessment contains many instances in which significant impacts have been ruled out
by fieldwork, the task often being informed by visualisations. There is one instance only, the former
church (now in residential use) of St John the Baptist, Amber Hill, in which a higher Moderate effect
upon the still active graveyard (part of the Grade |l Listed grouping) might arise (the visualisation
used to help assess this effect can be found in Figure 6.4 (viewpoint 4)

There are two fortified towers within the survey area, at South Kyme and Tattershall. The original
function of such features was certainly defensive, the height allowing a constant lookout. However,
towards the end of the Medieval period and into the post-Medieval, the function shifted increasingly
towards the display of wealth/status in ‘tower houses’ and ‘prodigy houses’. As with Boston Stump,
the considerable distance to the proposed development would reduce it to a relatively minor detalil
in the complex landscape visible from these high viewpoints.

As a final point in this section, attention is drawn to the density of standing or former windmills in the
vicinity. Lincolnshire County Council notes that, at the peak, the county is estimated to have had
500 windmills in operation; the HER carries 309 entries and there are 136 sites with significant
standing remains (mostly the towers of C18 and C19 tower mills). Other former windmills in the
Heckington Fen area include: the 1821 tower mill, Station Road, Swineshead (LBIl N0.408244, TF
22924 41490); and the ¢.1800 drainage tower mill, Claydike Bank, Amber Hill, (LBIl, N0.192066, TF
22933 46049). An additional 14 tower mills (mostly earlier C19 but a few late C18) or their known
sites are noted in the HER within 10 km of the centre of the proposal site (cf. Sibsey Windmill);
some of these mills were for drainage but many were cornmills. There were also a much larger
number of (mostly) smaller pumping mills, all along the local dike systems, over a dozen of them in
very close proximity to (or even just within) the proposal site. The conspicuous use of wind-power
is therefore a historically authentic element in this landscape.

No other development projects are known to the present assessors which might combine with the
Heckington Fen proposal to give cumulative impact. The existing Bicker Fen Wind Farm has
already been included in the baseline.

CLIMATE CHANGE AND THE CULTURAL HERITAGE

6.48

It is a basic tenet in physical conservation of cultural heritage fabric (whether standing or sub-
surface) that micro-environmental change is more likely than not to be damaging (since, in near-
equilibrium situations, decay and erosion must have slowed for survival to have occurred at all) and
should thus be avoided wherever possible. Any initiative to limit, retard or decelerate climate
change, even by very small increments, will be beneficial (other things being equal) to the historic
environment, locally, nationally and internationally. It should also be remembered that the
construction of wind turbines has a symbolic value beyond the direct contribution of green energy, a
value consistent with a trajectory of change in public and governmental attitudes towards
management of the historic environment, incorporating sustainable objectives, that is generally
recognised as having cultural worth. This critical background must be borne in mind throughout the
planning process (cf. Policies HE1.2 and HE1.3 in PPS5).
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MITIGATION

Archaeological Fabric

6.49 During June 2011, a full design review for the project took place, integrating all emerging data from
the various EIA topics, including archaeology. Although no turbine bases had been planned to fall
directly on top of any of the identified archaeological targets (magnetic anomalies and decoy
cropmark), trackways would have passed close to or over these features. The new proposed
turbine layout will avoid direct impacts upon the archaeological site of Six Hundred Decoy (the
whole occupied area having been taken out of the development groundworks footprint) and will
avoid or at least minimise effects upon certain magnetic anomalies, discovered during field
evaluation and potentially representing archaeological sites.

6.50 In respect of potential direct impacts, a suitable archaeological mitigation programme (integrated
with the normal cross-topic micro-siting provision) will be designed. The programme can be
secured either through a standard negative condition or through an s106 undertaking, whichever is
considered most appropriate in the event, either case resulting in an approved scheme of
archaeological works prior to commencement of the development and of any necessary enabling
groundworks.

Setting

6.51 In respect of likely indirect impacts, it is judged that the expected effects on setting at the graveyard
of the former Church of St John the Baptist, Amber Hill, could be reduced were additional tree
planting to be provided along the yard boundaries; it is the normal characteristic of the churchyards
in this region to be well enclosed. It should be noted that there is no Planning necessity to reduce
impacts to the Negligible level; if the opportunity is not taken here, it will obviously be because the
relatively low level of impact involved (assessed as higher Moderate) has not been found to be
unacceptable. The suggestion is offered in the context of the professional duty of the present
assessors to identify any reasonable option which might minimise cultural heritage impact, even
when individually already below the Planning significance ‘threshold’.

STATEMENT OF RESIDUAL SIGNIFICANCE

6.52 After avoidance (through micro-siting) or appropriate preservation by record of any archaeological
remains encountered during construction or other groundworks, it is expected that there will be no
Planning-significant residual direct or indirect impacts. The proposed development would cause no
“harm” to the cultural heritage.

REFERENCES

6.53 DCMS 2010. Planning Policy Statement 5: Planning for the Historic Environment Department of
Culture, Media & Sport, 23 March 2010.

6.54 DCLG June 2006. Environmental Impact Assessment: A guide to good practice and procedures — a
consultation paper.
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Table 8.1: Cultural Heritage Non-Negligible Indirect Effects (Summary)

6.55

SENSITIVITY OF
ASSET IMPORTANCE SETTING ELEMENT AFFECTED SETTING ELEMENT MAGNITUDE OF SIGNIFICANCE OF
OF ASSET AFFECTED SETTING EFFECT IMPACT
South Kyme earthwork complex National View across southern fishponds Low no more than Low Negligible-Minor
and Tower (SM 22622 & LB | Outward view from top of tower Medium no more than Low Minor
N0.192771) Long view to tower from southeast on Brown'’s Drove Medium no more than Low Minor
Tattershall Castle (SM 22720 & National Outward view from top of tower High no more than Low Minor
LB |1 N0.400478)
Manwar Ings Motte & Bailey National Longer views from southwest of earthworks (taking association
earthworks (SM 22744) with Swineshead Abbey into account) Medium no more than Low Minor
Former Church of St John the Regional Views from active graveyard (church itself now in residential
Baptist, Amber Hill (LB Il use) Low to Medium Medium higher Moderate
N0.192067)
St Mary & All Saints Church, National View from near southeastern gate to churchyard Medium no more than Low Minor
South Kyme (LB II* N0.192770)
Church of St Andrew, Asgarby National Long views from west of church (cf. A 17) Medium no more than Low Minor
(LB I N0.192554)
Church of St Andrew, National Long views from southwest and west of church Medium Low Minor
Heckington (LB | N0.192598) Long views of the spire from north and northwest (cf. graveyard
of St John the Baptist, Amber Hill) Medium Low Minor

National Long view from Claydike Bank Medium no more than Low Minor
Heckington Mill (LB |1 N0.192603)
Church of St Mary, Swineshead National Long view from south of church Medium no more than Low Minor
(LB I N0.408242)
Church of St Botolph, Boston National Outward view from tower balcony High no more than Low Minor
(LB | N0.486305) Long view eastwards from Crab Lane Medium no more than Low Minor
Former Primitive Methodist Local Outward views (private) eastwards Low no more than Low Negligible-Minor
Chapel & Sunday School, (non-designated)
Heckington Fen (HER No0.62989)
Former Church of St John, East Local Outward views (private) northwards (taking into account
Heckington (HER N0.63654) (non-designated) | architectural association with former school) Low no more than Low Minor
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Statement of Significance 82 S. NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY

FIGURES
INTRODUCTICN

ATTACHMENTS Assessors

" . . 51 This cultural heritage assessment was written by 5.N. Collcutt MA{Hons) DEA DFhI FSA, AP.
Appendix 6.2 Cultural Heritage Scoping Johnson BA{Hons) PRD MIFA, and M. Petchey MA DipArchasol MIFA. OAA were incorporated
Appendix 6.3 Cultural Heritage (Sefting) Gazetteer as a cultural heritage consultancy Company in 1887; since 2004, we have conducted a significant

i number of impact assessments of wind energy proposals across England, imcluding, where

Appendix 6.4 Site Assessment (archaeological, documentary & cartographic data) required, the provicion of expert evidence at public inguiry.
Appendix 6.5 Geophysical Sunvey Background Parameters

52 The Application Site is centred at MGR TF 205 457 and lies within the District of Morth Kesteven.
The land is in arable use. There has been design iteration during the assessment project (see
below) but the final assessed layout involves 22 furbines {120 m maximum height to blade-tip) and
their supporting site infrastructure (as described in detail in the relevant chapter of the ES).

53 This assessment addresses the full range of cultural heritage matters, that is, archaeology and
associated palascenvironmental material, built cultural heritage features and Historic Landscape.
The Cultural Heritage Technical Statement (with attachments as Appendices §_2-0.5) contains the
full details of all procedures and data used and judgements made; the present non-technical
summary is carried over to provide the Culbural Hentage chapter (Chapter &) in the main ES text.

54 In respect of potential direct (fabric) effects. a study area within a radius of 2 km (sometimes wider
as comparisons have been required) has been used.

558 In respect of potential indirect (setting) effects, a study area comprising a number of ‘concentric
bamds’ has been used. Within 2 km of the centre of the proposal site, all cultural heritage assets
{whether or not formally designated) have been considered. All more important standing assets
{including Scheduled Monumenis and Listed Buildings of Grades | and 11"} hawe been considered
out to a radius of 10 km. Thereafter, after due examination of the standard culiural heritage
databases (including the Mational Heritage List and the County Historic Environment Record), any
intrinsically more prominent or sensitive asset has been assessed, effectively out to a range of
approcamately 15 km.

METHODOLOGY
Standards

58 The present document has been compiled as part of an Environmental Statement under the
Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 2000 {as
amended). In accordance with appropriate English Heritage guidelines (Planning for fhe Past:
Volume 1 - A rewview of amhaedlogical assessment procedures in England 1982-31 English
Heritage 1885, page 16). this statement has been undertaken by gualified
archaeologists/historians with suitable skills. The statement has been structured in accordance
with the guidelines set out in the document: Guidance on the Elecfricity Works (Environmental
Impact Assezsment] (England and Wales) Regufafions (2000, now within the ambit of the
Department of Energy & Climate Change). Further relevant guidelines have also been consulted:
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Freparafion of Envirommental Sfatemeniz for Planning Projectz thaf Regquire Environmental
Azzessment: A Good Praclice Guide (Department of the Environment 1885, TSO: London) and
Environmenial Impact Aszesament: guide fo procedures (Office of the Depuly Prime
Minister 2004, TSO: London). The relevant studies have been camed out in accordance with
the Code of Conduct, Standards and Guidelines issued by the Institute for Archasclogists.

Consultation

57 Initial contact was made by the developers with the County and District in respect of the culfural
heritage during 2008-10. Following appointment as assessors, OAA circulated a draft culiural
heritage scoping in November 2010 to the following parties:

* Morth Kesteven - Angela Haywood (Conservation Officer); Alan Oliver (Planning); Jenny
Young (Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire, Archaeology).

* Boston - Paul Edwards (Planning); Jemny Young (Heritage Trust of Lincolmshire,
Archasclogy).

#* Lincolnshire County Council - Dr. Beryl Lott (Cultural Heritage Manager).
* English Heritage - Tim Allen, Dr. Ben Robinson.

5.8 A final scoping, including provision for assessment of all specific assets mentioned by consultees,
was circulated at the end of Decamber, 2010,

58 Dwring the project. interim and final gecphysical sunvey (field evaluation) reports were provided fo
the District's archaeological consultee (Jenny Young, Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire), as was the
final draft text of the desk-based assessment of the site (including cartographic and aerial
photograph analysis). The resulting mitigatory layout medifications (see below) were also notified
fo Ms. Young.

Assessment Criteria — Archaeological Fabric

5.10 The likelihood of intersection of the proposed dewvelopment works with buried archaeological
features has been assessed, taking imfo account existing documentary and historical records,
cartographic evidence, aerial photographs and satellite imagery (cropmarks caused by underlying
features), and field evaluation (gecphysical survey, using magnefic suscepfibility and gradiometry
fo ‘image’ underlying features). The heritage 'importance’, or 'sensitivity’, of the most probable
categories of remains has been assessed against the criteria laid down in the County and
Regional Archaeolegical Resource Framework & Agenda. The magnitude of impact from direct
(fabric) effects (normally irreversible) is a function of the degree of destrucfion of information that
wiould result from development in the absence of mitigation.

Assessment Criteria — Setting

511 The concept of the sefting of cultural hentage featwres has long been evolving, according fo
professional usage and case precedents as well as fo past guidance. This evolution has recently
been curtailed and it is uncertain as fo whether, or to what extent, past experience and usage is
still valid. The current situation is represented in PPS5 ¥ which imposes the following definition:

! DCME 2010. Planning Policy Statement 5 Planning for the Historic Environment Depariment of Culfure, Media &
Sport, 23 March 2010 (Annex 2; Terminalogy).

5.14

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Culiural Heritage m

SETTING

The swrowundings in which a henfage asaet is expernenced. iz extent iz nof fixed and
may change as the asset and ifs swroundinge evolve. Elements of a setfing may make
a posifive or negative contribufion fo the significance of an assel, may affect the ability
fo appreciate that significance or may be neufral.

The present assessors take the term “experienced” to mean that the significance of an asset in its
setting should be visible or otherwise capable of direct percepfion by the public.

In keeping with relevant statute and case law, PPS5 defines heritage-significance in ferms of
‘'special interest’, and extends the criteria involved from initial designation to all aspects of
subsequent assessment, stating that

[introduction] 5. Those partz of the hisforic environment that have significance because
af their hisforic, archaeological, archifectural or artistic inferesf are called heriage
azzefs. [..].

HEEG.1 Local planning authonties should require the applicant fo provide a descripfion
of the significance of the hertage assefz affecied and the confribution of their setfing fo
that significance. The level of defail showld be proportionate fo the importance of the
hentage asset and no more fhan is sufficient fo undersfand fthe pofential impact of the
propozsl on fhe significance of the henfage assat. [...]

The relevant policy and statutory basis requires that indirect (setting) impacts on the cultural
hertage be assessed according fo the following general schema:

1} Assessment of the heritage-significance of an asset (in terms of special interest).
2) Assessment of the contribution from setting fo heritage-significance (1).
3) I|dentification of the sefting elemenis potentially at risk from proposed development.

4} Assessment of the contribufion from setting elements (3) to heritage-significance
contribution (2).

5) Assessment of the likely magnitude of proposal effects upon contribution (4).
8) Assessment of the Planning-significance of assessed effects (5).

In practice, these steps (or some of them) may commonly be implied andfor merged, and there is
usually rapid iteration in steps (1-3) to reduce the need for reporting of all aspects of any given
asset, although a true gap or non segquitur in this logical chaim would not be justified. I is
ecpecially important to note that PPS5 Policy HES.1 does not require the analysis and exposition
of the full heritage-significance of every asset, only that level of detail which is “proportionate™ and
“mo more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the proposal on the significance of
the heritage asset”.

The fact of formal designation, fogether with any 'grading” of importance, has served here as a
starting point, at the scoping stage, but the assessment of heritage-significance has not been
rigidly pre-judged. Whilst a vocabulary of ‘Low-Medium-High' is used fo reflect scalar degrees in
judgement, given the stepwise schema set out above, a simple 'sensitivity versuz magnitude of
impact” matrix would not reflect the proper assessment process. The necessary professional
judgement is therefore set cut as an explicit verbal argument for each asset in the full Technical
Statement. The final assessment of “significance of effect’ is given according to the following
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tabulation %, with actual Planning weight (needing to be carred forward to the overall Planning
balance) arising from effects (if adverse, eqguating with “harm™) of Major, or greater, "significance’.

EXAMPLE BOX: GENERIC SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA
Significance Criteria

Extreme These effects represent key factors in the decision-making process. They are
generally, but not exclusively associated with sites and features of national
importance and resources/features which are unique and which, if lost,
cannot be replaced or relocated.

Major These effects are likely to be important considerations at a regional or
district scale but, if adverse, are potential concerns to the project, depending
upon the relative importance attached to the issue during the decision

making process.

Moderate These effects, if adverse, while important at a local scale, are not likely to be
key decision making issues. Nevertheless, the cumulative effect of such
issues may lead to an increase in the overall effects on a particular area or
on a particular resource.

Minor These effects may be raised as local issues but are unlikely to be of
importance in the decision making process. Nevertheless, they are of
relevance in the detailed design of the project.

Negligible Effects which are beneath levels of perception, within normal bounds of
variation or within the margin of forecasting error.

517  Finally, in respect of setting, it is important to note that the Cultural Heritage and the Landscape &
isuwal Planning topics may not be ‘'merged” or in any way confused, in either policy or proper
assessment parameters.

BASELINE

Policy Matrix

518 The Morth Kesteven District Local Plan (adopted 2007) has the following policies (sawed in
September 2010) relevant to the main cultural heritage topics here at issue: Policies HE1-3, 5 and
T.

519 The Local Development Framework, in terms of Morth Hesteven and the wider Central
Lincolnshire Joint Core Strategy, is still in consultation stage, although the curent documentation
appears consistent with both the Adopted Local Plan and national policy on the cultural heritage.

520 The East Midlands Regional Plan (adopted 2008) has the following policies relevant to the cultural
heritage: Policies 26 and 27.

521  In respect of the cultural heritage. the statutory Development Plan appears fully consistent with the

detailed expression of national policy set out in PPS5.

YDCLG June 2006 Enwironmental Impact Assessment: & guide to good practice and procedures — a consultation
paper Box on p.40.
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Archaeological Fabric

522

523

524

525

528

There are no designated cultural heritage assets within the proposal site.

The only HER records relate to Romano-British pottery and some briguetage (a rough ceramic
material normally used in vessels employed in sali-making), found along the line of the north-south
gas pipeline, on the southwestern side of (and fo the north, within) the proposal site. It is unlikely,
given the then fenland context. that there will be remains of any significant habitation within the
proposal site but features, known as ‘salterns’, deriving from seasonal salt-making. invalving
mounds of broken briguetage and burnt material (‘red hills"), may be present along the former
creek-sides; such archaeological sites do not usually comprise traces of major structures, a few
postholes, pits and perhaps a basin or channel section being the most that would normally be
expected, although some more varied midden material and even a kiln may be present at
locations subject o more profonged use. Such sites are common in the region, there being over
300 known (probable) examples from the Iron Age and Roman period within the Lincolnshire
fenland, as well as a smaller number of late Bronze Age occwrrences; most, as would be the case
within the proposal site, have been ploughed down, the survival of actual mounds at the surface
being rare.

Dwring the geophysical survey (field evaluation), three location towards the northeastern comer of
the proposal site produced magnetic signals suggesfing the buried presence of bumtfired material
and possibly pit-forms; one of these anomalies (close to Helland Dike) showed a rather more
substanfial magnetic "signature” which would be consistent with the presemce of a moderately
sized saltern (salt-making site, see above). Mo briquetage or significant discoloration was noted in
the topsoils during the survey in any part of the proposal site.

Representing the history of the area since reclamation, there will be a number of disused field
boundaries (mostly at locations known from maps) o be crossed by project trackways. It is
unlikely that the locations of any of the known pumping windmills along the northernn and
northeastern boundaries of the site will be intersected by development groundworks, although not
all such features are mecessarily known from the available maps. The buried remains of a
pentagonal duck decoy, some 240 m in overall diameter, have been identified as a cropmark
(without surface expression), some 500 m MNE of Six Hundreds Farm. Such features were
relatively common in Lincolnshire (the county was said to be 'the home of decoys’). although most,
as at the proposal site, do not survive with surface expression in the modern agricuttural
landscape. The pond, pipes ("arms’) and enclosure ditch of the Six Hundred Decoy will probably
preserve some evidence for construction and use during the suspected currency in the C18; if
waterlogged or pariicularly well sealed, the deposits may preserve more vared organic remains,
such as seeds, pollen, or fimber, providing information on the use of the decoy and the local
environment. There is only minor documentary evidence for this particular example. The Six
Hundred Decoy is considered to be an archaeological site of regional significance, whilst other
traces of the post-reclamation history of the proposal site would be of local significance.

The probable grid connection route {although subject to a separate application in due course) has
been considered and the known culbural heritage material in a "corridor’ along this route has been
reviewed as a desk-based exercise. There are mo significant buildings within this cormidor, the
nearest fraditional agricultural structures being at Parks (Hall) Farm, some 300 m east of the
proposad line. There are no designated entries of any kind on the Mational Heritage List within a
kilometre of the proposed line. The County HER (PRM 13000} notes rectilinear cropmarks within
the field cenfred at TF 187 358 (immediately west of Bicker Wind Farm), although the Google
Earth & image referenced is not particularly convincing. However, further north an the GE satellite
images, there are clear archaeological cropmarks in the fields just east of the Old Sideen Foot
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Drain centred at TF 182 415 (Getmapping 311207 & Digital Globe 260404) and TF 184 418
(Digital Globe 260404), plausibly representing a Romano-British farmstead, droveway and field
system; the proposed connection line would run in the fields immediately to the west of the drain
but might cross the periphery of the area of archaeclogical interest (unresponsive crops in all
available images). At the northem end, just before the A 17, the line runs ouiside (west of) the
former formal grounds of Park House (a C18 mansion, since demalished), although still within the
area known as “Abbey Parks™ (unexplained placename).

Setting

5.27  The full Technical Statement contains defailed descriplions and discussion of significance for all
the cultural heritage assets listed below.

528 The following Scheduled Monument lies within ¢.2.5-5 km of the centre of the proposed
development.

» Settlement site 850 yards (600 m) east of Holme House, Heckington (SM LI317 - TF 17812
45474)

528 The following Scheduled Monuments lie beyond 5 km from the cenire of the proposed
development and were included in the assessment at the specific request of consultees.

& Remains of Medieval monastery, moated manor house, fishponds and post-Medieval
garden, South Kyme (SM 22622 - TF 16806 48753)

+ \lillage Cross, Morth Kyme (SM 22832 - TF 15184 52867)

+ Butter Cross, Tattershall (SM 22833 - TF 17012 45474)

s Churchyard Cross, S5t Oswald's Churchyard, Howell (SM 22635 - TF 13507 48242)

+ Butter Cross, Swineshead (SM 22886 - TF 23788 40250)

# Stump Cross, Swineshead (SM 22667 - TF 23834 308716)

s Churchyard Cross, St Andrew, Heckington (SM 22670 - TF 14292 44108)

# Tattershall Castle & College, Tattershall (SM 22720 - TF 21182 57515)

* Remains of a motte and bailey castle in Manwar Ings, Swineshead (SM 22744 - TF 24328
40278)

*+ Swineshead Abbey, Swineshead (SM 22747 - TF 24888 40084)
530 The following Listed Building lies within c.2 km of the centre of the propesed development.

s Church of St John The Baptist, Claydike Bank (west side), Amber Hill (LB | No.192087 —
TF 21806 47348)
s Hyme Tower, Church Lane, South Kyme (LB | No.192771 — TF 18252 40822) (cf. SM)

* St Mary & All Saints Church, Church Lane, South Kyme (LB II* No.182770 — TF 16854
40788)

s Church of All Saints, Holland Fen with Brothertoft (LB | Mo 181822 — TF 23213 50178)

531 The following Listed Buildings lie well beyond 5 km from the centre of the proposed development
and were included in the assessment at the specific request of consuliees.

5.3z
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= Church of St Edith, Church Lane (east side), Anwick (LB | No. 102548 — TF 11451 508432)
= Church of St Andrew, Asgarby & Howell (LB | No. 182554 — TF 11627 45384)
=  Church of St Oswald, Asgarby & Howell (LB II* No_182558 — TF 13507 48256)

# Church of 5t Andrew, Church Lane (north side), Ewerby & Evedon (LB | No 182585 — TF
12186 47277)

# Church of 5t John The Baptist, Church Street (south side). Great Hale (LB | Mo.182585 —
TF 14841 42828)

s Church of St Andrew, Church Street (east side), Heckington (LB | Mo.182508 — TF 14203
44120)

» Heckington Mill, Hale Road (west side), Heckington (LB | Mo.192803 — TF 14584 43537)

# Manor Farmhouse, The Green (east side), Helpringham (LB IIF Mo.182615 — TF 14007
40730)

» Church of St Andrew, High Street (south side), Helpringham (LB | Mo.182818 — TF 13875
40748)

s The Old College {behind Mo.3 Market Flace), Tattershall (LB II* No 400468 — TF 21287
E784T)

s Tattershall Castle, Sleaford Road (south side), Tattershall (LB | No.400478 — TF 21058
ET544) (of. SM)

*  Ticket Office & Shop, Tattershall Casfle (LB | No 400478 — TF 21140 57582) (cf. SM)

¢ FKitchen Ruins, Tattershall Castle (LB | Mo 400480 — TF 21085 57522) (cf. SM)

& Round Towers, Tattershall Casfle (LB | Mo 400481 — TF 21082 57558) (cf. SM)

+ Tattershall Castie moat walls, Tattershall (LB | Mo 400482 — TF 21104 57512) (cf. SM)

& Tattershall Castie Stable Ruins, Tattershall (LB | Mo 400423 — TF 21019 57562) (cf. SM)
e Church of Holy Trinity, Tattershall (LB | Mo400485 — TF 21210 57584)

» Church of St Mary, South Street (west side), Swineshead (LB | No.408242 — TF 23753
40184)

» Church of St Botalph, Church Close {south side), Boston (LB | No.486305 — TF 232802
44181)

The following non-designated assets (with potential standing elements), included in the
Lincolnshire Historic Environment Record, lie within .2 km of the centre of the proposed
development.

» Formmer Primitive Methodist Chapel & Sunday School, Heckington Fen (HER No 82088 — TF
18376 45888)

¢ Former Church of 5t John, East Heckington (HER Mo 63654 — TF 20406 43848)

& Former smithy, East Heckington (HER Mo 83819 — TF 19308 44353)
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ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS
Archaeological Fabric

533 Any examples of salterns found at Six Hundreds would be considered to be archaeological sites of
local significance, possibly of regional significance were one fo survive in an unusually complex
form andior with good survival of organic remains.

5234 The Six Hundred Decoy is considered to be an archaesological site of regional significance, whilst
other traces of the post-reclamation history of the proposal site would be of local significance.

535 The proposed development will not harm or ohscure the Historic Landscape in this area. There
will be no highways works likely to cause significant direct (fabric) effects. With respect to the
probable grid connection, the line is to be camied overhead, on field poles, such that any potential
direct (archaeological) effects would be minimal.

Setting

5.38 Falling within 10 km of the centfre (NGR TF 204 457) of the proposed wind park development at
Heckington Fen, totals of 15 Scheduled Monuments (2 of them more distant still) and 206 Listed
Buildings (and an addifional 11 more distant still) have been considered (through the standard
documentation for designated assets, as well as by means of additional mapped and satellite
archives) in the present setfing assessment.  All the Scheduled Monuments, the higher Grade (|
and 1"} Listed Buildings and all assets within 2 km have been field-assessed (all of them on at
least two separate coccasions).

537  During this work, the likely intervisibility between historic assets and proposed turbines has been
sought out but such intervisibility is not aufomatically to be equated with undesirable impact.
Thus, the seifing of all relevant cultural hertage assets has been considered and the potential
development effect upon the significance of the assets has been assessed. The Technical
Statement contains a full description of this process for each asset.

538 The large majorty of cultural heritage assets in the area will receive no (or ‘negligible’) effects from
the proposed wind park development; this holds for the assets for which an explicit assessment
text had been included in the Technical Statement (as a precautionary step) and for those assets
eliminated as even less vulnerable on reasonable documentary grounds. Table CH1 (within the
full Technical Statement text) contains entries for all those assets judged fo be lkely to receive at
least a Tow” magnitude effect; the relevant view is noted in each case.

538 Lincolnshire has one of the finest colleciions of Medieval churches in England; there are some 800
knowmn foundations, of which 457 are extant (at least in part) as Listed Buildings. Most of them (as
they survive) were built in the Perpendicular style on the wealth of the wool trade. However, the
wider agriculiural value of the fenlands was also a factor, becoming paricularly important in the
C18 and C18 and allowing high guality restorafion of those churches around the fenland edge, not
fo menfion establishment of new parish churches outwards as the reclamation progressed.
Churches are a parficularly sensitive category in connection with wind farm proposals and the
present case is no exception. This is not a strongly ‘religious’ mafter per ze - it is simply that
churches have functioned historically as ‘social nodes’ im the landscape. They are often
constructed to be seen from afar (towers/spires and, where available, prominent locations) but
there is an expectation that churchyards should be relatively 'guiet' places (often. indeed nearly
always, secured by perimeter treatment). Churches have an attraction for the community as a
whole.  Furthermore, they hawe a special attracfion for those who worship there (even
cocasionally) or who have relatives or fiends buried in the graveyard. Thus, undue impact upon a
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church is usually more likely to attract local, regional and possibly even national comment than an
impact upon any ofther category of cullural heritage feature. It is for this reason that the setting of
churches in this vicinity have been analysed very carefully, so as to avoid such impact.

In as much as church fowers and spires are visible over long distances in this fenland-edge
landscape, many of the local examples would be visible from points “within® the proposed turbine
group. However, there are no public footpaths across the proposal site.

Similarly, locking “through’ the proposed development at a church on the far side, each spire or
fower will remain recognisable. Since no prominent church stands close to the proposal site,
distamt spires would stand well ‘below” foreground turbine blades.

Taking the viewpoint to the far’ side of a church, it is important that the visual dominance of the
latter be maintained. Again, because of the significant remove between prominent churches and
the proposal site, furbines would never challenge the church spires in this configuration.

Moving to the environs of a church, and eventually into the churchyard itself, it is noteworthy how
closely most of the examples in the present survey area are flanked by built form and free-
planfing. The architectural detail and proximal setting of Kesteven churches are normally very well
embedded within their respective villages. 5t Botolph's (Boston Stump), with its balcony around
the tower, is a special case, with a designed outward panoramic view; the considerable distance fo
the proposed development would reduce it fo a relatively minor detail in the complex landscape
visible from this high viewpoint, itself originally dedicated to the spoiting of mercantile movements
on land and sea.

There are no cases resulfing from the Heckington Fen proposal which would result i high
magnitudes of effect (such as major conflict with historic views of a skylined tower/spire, or the
overbearing presence of turbines in close and open views of a church and its immediate environs).
The present assessment contains many instances in which significant impacts have been ruled
out by fieldwark, the task often being informed by visualisations. There is one instance only, the
former church (now in residential use) of S5t John the Baptist, Amber Hill, in which a higher
Moderate effect upon the sfill active graveyard (part of the Grade |l Listed grouping) might arise
(the visualisation used fo help assess this effect will be found in the appendices as CH Viewpoint 4
in Fig. 6.4).

There are two fortified towers within the survey area, at South Kyme and Tattershall. The original
function of such features was certainly defensive, the height allowing a constant lookout.
However, towards the end of the Medieval pericd and into the post-Medieval, the function shifted
increasingly towards the display of wealth/status in ‘tower houses” and ‘prodigy houses'. As with
Boston Stump, the considerable distance fo the proposed development would reduce it fo a
relatively minor detail in the complex landscape visible from these high viewpaoints.

As a final point in this secfion. attention is drawn to the density of standing or former windmills in
the wvicinity. Lincolnshire County Council motes that, at the peak, the county is estimated to have
had 500 windmills in operation; the HER carries 308 entries and there are 138 sites with significant
standing remains (mostly the fowers of C18 and C19 tower mills). Other former windmills in the
Heckington Fen area include: the 1821 tower mill, Stafion Road, Swineshead (LBIl No 403244, TF
22824 41480); and the 1800 drainage tower mill, Claydike Bank, Amber Hill, (LBII, Mo 182068,
TF 22833 4604%9). An addifional 14 tower mills (mostly earfier C19 but a few late C18) or their
known sites are noted in the HER within 10 km of the centre of the proposal site (cf. Sibsey
Windmill); some of these mills were for drainage but many were commills. There were also a
much larger number of (mostly) smaller pumping mills, all along the local dike systems, over a

11
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dozen of them in very close proximity fo (or even just within) the proposal site. The conspicuous
use of wind-power is therefore a historically authentic element in this landscape.

Mo other development projects are known to the present assessors which might combine with the
Heckington Fen proposal to give cumulative impact. The existing Bicker Fen Wind Farm has
already been included in the baseline.

CLIMATE CHANGE AMND THE CULTURAL HERITAGE

548

It is a basic tenet in physical conservation of culiural heritage fabric (whether standing or sub-
surface) that micro-environmental change is more likely than not to be damaging (since, in near-
equilibrium situations, decay and erosion must have slowed for survival to have occurred at all)
and should thus be avoided wherever possible. Any initiative to imit, retard or decelerate climate
change, even by very small increments, will be beneficial (other things being equal) o the historic
environment, locally, nationally and intemnationally. H should also be remembered that the
construction of wind turbines has a symbolic value beyond the direct coniribution of green energy,
a wvalue consistent with a trajectory of change in public and governmental attitudes towards
management of the historic environment, incorporafing sustainable objectives, that is generally
recognised as having cultural worth. This crifical background must be borme in mind throughout
the planning process (cf. Policies HE1.2 and HE1.3 in PP55).

MITIGATION

Archaeological Fabric

5.40

550

Setting

5.51

Dwring June 2011, a full design review for the project fook place, integrating all emerging data
from the vanous EIA topics, including archasology. Although no turbine bases had been planned
fo fall directly on top of any of the identified archaeological targets (magnetic anomalies and decoy
cropmark), frackways would have passed close to or over these features. The new proposed
furbine layout will avoid direct impacts upon the archaeclogical site of S Hundred Decoy (the
whole occupied area having been taken out of the development groundworks footprint) and will
avoid or at least minimise effects upon certain magnetic anomalies, discovered during field
evaluation and potentially representing archaesological sites.

In respect of potential direct impacts, a suitable archaeological mitigation programme (integrated
with the normal cross-fopic micro-siting provision) will be designed. The programme can be
secured either through a standard negative condition or through an s108 undertaking, whichewver is
considered most appropriate in the ewvent, either case resulting in an approved scheme of
archaeological works prior to commencement of the development and of any necessary enabling
groundworks.

In respect of hkely indirect impacts, it is judged that the expected effects on sefting at the
graveyard of the former Church of 5t John the Baptist, Amber Hill, could be reduced were
addificnal free planting fo be provided along the yard boundaries; it is the normal characteristic of
the churchyards in this region to be well enclosed. |t should be noted that there is no Planning
necessity to reduce impacts fo the Neghigible level; if the cpportunity is not taken here, it will
chviously be because the relatively low level of impact invaolved (assessed as higher Moderate)
has mot been found to be unaccepitable. The suggesfion is offered in the context of the
professional duty of the present assessors to identify any reasonable option which might minimise
cultural hertage impact. even when individually already below the Planning significance

12
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STATEMENT OF RESIDUAL SIGNIFICANCE

5562 After avoidance (through micro-siting) or appropriate preservation by record of any archaeological
remains encountered during construction or other groundwaorks, it is expected that there will be no
Planning-significant residual direct or indirect impacts. The proposed development would cause
no “harm” fo the cultural heritage.

REFEREMCES

DCMS 2010, Flanning Palicy Statement 5: Planning for the Historic Enviromment Department of Culiure,
Media & Sport, 23 March 2010.

DCLG June 2008 Emvironmental Impacf Asseszsment: A guide fo good pracfice and procedures — &
consuitalfion paper.
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Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

INTRODUCTION

Background

In September 2010, Oxford Archaeological Associates Limited (0AA) were
commissioned by the Ecofricity Group Limited to begin to prepare a cultural heritage *
assessment as part of an Environmental Statement fo accompany an Application under

2.36 of the Electricity Act for a wind park at Heckington Fen, Lincolnghire.

The Application Site is centred at NGR TF 205 457 and lies within the District of North
Kesteven.

Thiz aszessment addresses the full range of cultural heritage matters, that is,
archasclogy and associated palascenvironmental material, built cultural heritage features
and Historic Landscape.

The present document has been compiled as part of an Environmental Statement under
the Eleciricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales)
Regulations 2000 (a= amendsd). In accordance with appropriate English Heritage
guidelines (Planning for the Past: Volume 1 - A review of archaeological assessment
procedures in England 1982-91 English Heritage 1995, page 16), this statement has
been undertaken by qualified archasologiste/historians with sutable skillz. The statement
has been structured in accordance with the guidelines set out in the document: Guidance
an the Eleclricity Works (Emvironmemnial lmpact Assessment) (England and Wales)
Regulations (2000, now within the ambit of the Depariment of Energy & Climate Change).
Further relevant guidelines have also been consulted: Preparafion of Emvironmental
Statements for Planning Projects that Reguire Environmental Assezsment: A Good
Practice Guide {Department of the Environment 1985, TSO: London) and Environmental
Impact Assessment. guide fo procedures (Office of the Deputy Prime Minister
2004, TSO: London). The relevant studies have been carmed out in accordance with

* English Heritage appear to make a differentiation between ‘historic envircnment’ (asset-oriented term) and “culural
heritage” {observer-oriented term); of. definiions in: English Heritage (May 2011). Seeing the Hisfory in fhe View: a
mefhod for assessing henfage significance within wviews. Howewver, such a distinction s not made consistently, either
in guidance or in professional usage; in the present text, the two terms are employed interchangeably, the ‘orientation”
being made clear by the context.

14

1.2

1.21

122

1.3

1.31

oaQ

the Code of Conduct, Standards and Guidelines izsued by the Instiute for
Archaeologists.

Thiz Technical Statermnent was written by S.M. Collcult Ma{Hons) DEA DPRil F5A, AP.
Johnson BA{Hons) PAD MiF4, and M.R. Peichey MA DipArchaso! MiFA. OAA were
incorporated as a cultural heritage consultancy Company in 1987; since 2004, we have
conducted a significant number of impact assessments of wind energy proposals across
England, including, where required, the provision of expert evidence at public inguiry.

The data sources consulted by OAA are summarised in the following subsection.
However, it i= appropriate to acknowledge again here the kind assistance and advice
provided to the project by Jenny Young (Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire].

Data Sources

The main data sources consulted by OAA during thiz project are tabulated below:

Lincolnghire Historic Environment Record (HER) | Primary and secondary records

MNorth Kesteven District Council Conservation Area maps and
appraigals

Lincolnzhire Record Office Cartographic material, historical

records

The Mational Monuments Record (Swindon) MMR records, aerial photographs

Sackler & Bodieian Libraries (Oxford) Historic Landscape, cartographic
material, geological and

archaeological policy matfers

Specific documentary references (published and unpublished texts, and maps) appear in
fooinotes and in the reference lists in attachments (Appendices 6.2-6.5).

Development Type

The elements of the present Application which are of most significance to the culfural

heritage may be summarized as follows:

s 22 turbines (120 m maximum height to blade-tip, including internal transformers) and
their bases, together with rotor assembly pads and crame hardstandings necessary for

their construction, servicing and decommissioning;

15
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* welfare facilitieg, communications mast and construction compound;

* access tracks serving the development, with laydown area and turning heads;

+ permanent meteorclogical mast and crane pad;

* sub-surface cabling, control building with sub-station compound and grid connection.

Mo highway-widening works required along the materials delivery routes will imvolve
landtake beyond the existing highways margins.

The grid connection off-site will be the subject of a separate application, in due course,
accompanied by any necessary cultural heritage assessment. However, the likely line
would run overhead on field poles from the sub-station (just north of the A 17 near the
site access), just under 5 km SSW to a point close fo the intersection of the South Forty
Foot Drain with the Mill Drain / Bicker Drove, before tuming southeastwards to connect
with the Mational Grid at the existing Bicker Fen installation. Thig line has been used as a
specification for desk-based appraisal of potential cultural heritage effects (as discussed
below)

Full detailz and dimensgions of the development are given in the Design chapter of the ES.

Previous Cultural Heritage Consultations

In a pre-Application conzsultation, Morth Kesteven District Council noted (7th. September
2009) the requirements of Local Plan Policy C17 (see Section 2 below) and added the
following point relevant here:

Archaeology - Archaeological remaine have been recorded within the boundaries of the
aite and include findz of briguefage (2alf making) and Roman ariefactz.  An
archaedlogical evaluafion of the site wouwld therefore need fo be undertsken and
submifted as part of the EIA. | would recommend that you speak to the Planning
Archaeologisf Jenny Young, of Herifage Lincolnshire on 01529 461439 regarding thia.

Lincolnshire County Council provided (1st. June 2010) a response to the Application,
containing the following matters relevant to the culiural hertage topic:

[-1

5.0 COUNTY GOUNGIL'S POSITION STATEMENT ON WIND TURBINES

5.1 The County Counci’z Posifion Stafemenf, whilst not being a development plan
paolicy, i baged upon well founded principles wsed by other authonties in dhe
aszesament and in support of more general poficies. [._.]

6.0 COMMENT

16

143

144

14.5

148
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6.1 The proposed wind farm is aifuated on low lying fenland clearly visible from the
A17, 5km from Hechington and Swinezshead, and 6km from the Bicker Fen wind farm.
Uzing the Posifion Statement az a guide the following conclusionz can be made:-
1
the sife iz nof near a hisforic park, garden, batflefield or congervation ares;
the proposal would not disrupt diziant views of Lincoln Cathedral;
the sife iz over Skm from Heckingfon church and windmill, and a simiar dizfance
from Swineshead church. South Kyme Tower iz within 5km of the applicafion sife
but the impact cowld be mifigated by the belt of frees fo the south of the Tower;

the proposed aite has no special historic landscape dezignation or impoarfance;

TN I

Following appointment a5 cultural heritage consultants, OAA (SNC) contacted all relevant
consultees by phone, signalling the intent to circulate a discussion draft of Additional
Scoping for the cultural heritage topic *. It was our impression that all consultees
recognizged this as a ugeful approach.

Om the 11th. October, 2010, OAA circulated the first draft version of Additional Scoping
for the cultural hertage topic (a copy of which iz included in Appendix 6.2), with the

following request:

Fieaze find atfached a draft Cultural Herifage Scoping (and itz azsociafed plan) for your
conzideration and commends, as promized. [ wouwd be grafeful for your input as soon
ag you are able to respond.

The consultees included were:

Morth Kesteven - Angela Haywood (Conservation Officer);, Alan Oliver
{(Planning); Jenny Young (Archasology).

Boston - Paul Edwards (Planning); Jenny Young {Archasology).

Lines CC - Dr. Beryl Lott {Cultural Heritage Manager).

English Heritage - Tim Allen, Dr. Ben Robinson.

On the 25th. October, Morth Kesteven District rezsponded as follows:

From: Alan Ofiver [mailto:...]

Sent: 25 Oclober 2010 08:37

To: Simon Colfoutt

Ce: Angela Haywood

Subject: RE: HECKINGTON FEN WIND FARK

Dear Mr Collcuft,

Given the flat nalure of the landscape, allowing long dizfance wviews, it may be
approprigte to take info account some sdditional hentage azsefs which e beyond the
dizfances [Eid out within fhe Scoping leffer. In addition fo the swrounding churches, |
would euggest that the following Grade | lsted buildings also be faken info

* Cf. DCLG June 2006. Environmental Impact Assessment: 4 guide fo good prachice and procedures — a consulation
paper: “The principal objecte for scoping is to tador/streamiine the ES to the mdwidual project, including 'scoping out’
issues where significant environmental effects are not expected — this is something that all parties need o bear in
mind.” {p.38).

7
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- Heckington Windmil

- South Kyme Tower

- Boaton Stump

The cumulative impact with the Bicker windfarm fo the south should alzo be taken info
kind regardz

Alan Oliver

Alan Oliver

Area Planning Officer
Pianning Services

North Kesfeven Diztricf Council

147 OAA replied:

14.8

From: Simon Collcutt [mailto:. ]

Sent: 25 Ocfober 2010 10:33

To: ‘Alan Oiiver’

Ce: "Angela Haywood'

Subject: Re. HECKINGTON FEN WIND PARK

Diear Mr. Ofiver,

Thank you for your reply. | am happy to include the three asselz you idenfify
specifically in paragaph 12 of the Scoping. As my ‘comment' suggested, | was
assuming thal you would wizh us fo put the Bicker Wind Farm info paragraph 10.
However, | am nof sure that ! undersfand you fully in respect of the “surrounding
churches”, which churches (that iz, which in exceze of § km from the centroid of the
proposal gite) do you require to be assessed?

Regards,

Simon Golicutf

On the 26th. October, Lincolnshire County Council responded as follows:

From: Beryl Loff [maitto:...]

Sent: 26 Ocfober 20H0 15:58

To: "Siman Gallcutt’

Ce: "Jenny Young’; Ben Robinson; angela_haywood...
Subject: RE: HECKINGTON FEN WIND PARK

Dear Simon,
Having read the 'Additional Scoping’ document you send there are some commenfs [
wiould make.

Whilst you had prewviously phoned and said you wowld be sending something, this is the
firat | had seen anything pertaining fo thiz aife. | do nof congider a document which iz a
firzt confact regarding & particular location which stafes ‘detailz have been agreed with
the relevant curatorz ' 28 3 pre-application conzulfation. This iz 8 document which
assumez | will be agresing with what you have put forward - if iz nof asking for an
opinion or regponze fo @ proposal which iz what | would normally expect fef SNG
response balow]

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Cultural Heritage m

Having said thaf | am NOT a curafor for this sie - as explamed on the phone.
The archaealogical curalor for thiz site iz Jenny Young of Herifage Lincolnzhire who ia
contracted by NKDC to provide professional archasological planning advice. In the firsé
inzfance any pre-application discussions should be held with her, | am happy fo atfend
any dizcussions with her. LCC are nof conzsultees in the aciual planning process buf
NKDC do consuit LCC on whether confenfs of submitfed ElA= are sppropriate and
sufficient. AN archaeological planning advice iz supplied fo NKDC by their
archaeological adwisor and | would always defer fo thiz profesaional adwvice. NHKDC
have in-house conservalion experfise regarding the impact on herfage azsefs which
comprize historic buildings.

! could not agree fo (1) without seeing the preliminary resultz of firef stage hisforic

! would agree with (2) and would welcome (3], | wouwld alzo point out that | would expect
any archaeological field evaluation fo be underitsken as part of the EIA investigation
and presented in the EIA.

Az regarde (4) & (5) | do nof consider that there are =ef imitz to ‘setfing” of herifage
aggets, parficulary regarding hisforic landzcape and wvizibilify, thiz ie aife specific and
depends on the topographical context of the asset and fthe size and aspect of the
proposed development. In thiz regard a large development on & wide flat plain may
have wider infenvizibility requirements than one in which the infervisibilly disfances are
less.

Az regards (8] & (7) | wouwld refer you to the draft English Herfage document currently
under conzulfation The Seiting of Herifage Aszefs. My undersfanding from English
Hentage is that buned archaeclogical sifes can be incleded in & setfing anafysis. Ifin
doubt | wouwld fake adwice from English Hertage.

! welcome (8),(9) and (11) - az regardz (10), az there iz not an incluaive list of sources
for the non-infruzive assessmentz | camnot agree with this, each sife requires different
regources and the desk-based assesament should fake note of az many az poasible, i
showld alzo recognize &l sowces of material in the HER, including information
contained within the Porlable Anfiguities returns for the coundy, butf recogniging that
maferal in the HER iz @ minimum and other additional sowrees may be required az
appropriate for zome zites (PP55 HEG.1).

Unfil prefiminary non-infrusive evaluation has been underfaken | am not in a poaifion fo
comment on (12) and wowld recommend laizon with the appropriafe curafor during the
ElA evaluation process fo fake thiz into account. | would advizge that a meeting with all
appropriate historic environment consulfees showld be held during the ElA evaluation
period prior to the EIA document being submiffed.

Regards
Beryl

Beryl Lot
Lincolnzhire Cownty Council

From: Simon Collcutt [mailto:.. ]
Sent: 26 Ocfober 20110 16:08
To: 'Beny Lotf"

148 OAA responded immediately to Dr. Lott's misunderstanding of the purpose of circulating
a draft as follows:

i@
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1410 On the 27th. October, Dr. Robinson (Team Leader, East Midlands Region, English
Heritage), providing a copy of his consultation response to the DECC (a full copy of which

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Culfural Heritage m

Subject: Rle. HECKINGTON FEN WIND PARK

Impartance: High

Drear Bery,

! have only read the firat subsfantive comment of your email and am therefore hurrying
to reassure you that this was definifely not my infenfion. Have you got the
COMMENTS showing on your draft? | noted that this waz merely a DEFAULT poeition
— I am certainly aiming fo fry fo achieve a wording with which you can agree and | am
definitely nof assuming that i iz thiz wording! Please forgive me if this was not clear
{node thaf there are ofher such DEFAULT poinds in the texi).

! will send you thiz now and gef back to looking at the rest of your email.

Bast wizhes,

Simaon

5 included in Appendix 6.2), replied as follows:

From: ROBINSON, Ben [mailto:._.]

Sent: 27 Ocfober 2010 17:57

To: oaa...

Ce: ALLEN, Timy; Jerny. young(@...; Beryl Lotf

Subject: FAQ Simon Colleult, Heckingfon Fen Wind Farm

Dear Siman,

Thank you for yow email (with atfached draft lefter) of 17th October regarding thiz
acheme. We have been consuffed by DECC on an informal scoping opinion. Plegese
find aftached a copy of owr responze.

We cannof endorse youwr point 1) since appropriate assessments and evalualions have
nat yet been carmed out.

We are happy o engage in pre-spplicafion discuseionz in order fo offer adwvice and
opinion, but do nof generally enter into agreemenis or posifion statements of this kind.
We ask you fo either remove fthe opening sfatement that "The following Scoping defails
hawve been agreed with the relevani curaforz.." efe. or to specifically exclude Engligh
Hentage from thiz sfatement. You can of course report that we have been consulfed.

We do not wish fo commenf further on the assesament and evaluation of non-
dezignated heriage assefs (buried archaeclogical remains)l within the propozsed
dewvelopment sife.  Jenny Young af Henlage Lincolnshire provides archaeological
curaforial advice fo North Kesfeven District Gouncil and her recommendafions should
be folowed in thiz respect.

With regard fo your poinis 4) fo 3), we suggest you consult the guidance on setting
contained in PP55 and s accompanying pracfice guide and the recent English
Hertage conswliation draft The Seifing of Heritage Assets. This guwidance should
be used along with fools such az the ZTV resuftz in order o defermine at what disfance
and level of analyais the selting of each herifage assef should be conasidered. It is clear
that adopfing blankef 2km and 5km buffers does nof conform with the guidance, or

necessanly with the parficular context of this zife.
Regards,

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Cultural Heritage m

Ben

Dr Ben Robinzon

Inspecfor (Ancient Monumentsh/Team Leader
Englizh Heritage

East Midisnds

1411 On the 2nd. November, Morth Kesteven District added further details, as previoushy
requested:

From: Alan Oliver [mailto:...]

Sent: 02 November 2070 08:35

To: Simon Coffcutt

Subject: RE: HECKINGTON FEN WIND PARK

Dear Mr Collcutt,

Fleaze see below clarification from owr Consenation Officer:

There iz pofenfial for the development fo have visual impacf on the following listed
buildings, afthough a number of fhem are set among mature frees and shrubbery, =o in

smme caees the impact of fthe wind-turbines may be lesz than expecfed, given the
proximity of the sife.

Kyme Tower, Church Lane, South Kyme; Grade I

Church of 5t Andrew, Church Lame, Ewerby; Grade [

Church of 5t Andrew, Asgarty; Grade [

Church of 5t Cawald, Howell; Grade II*.

Heckington Mil; Grade i

5t Andrews Church, Heckingfon; Grade 1.

Church of 5t John the Bapiist, Church Sireef, Great Hale; Grade [.
kind regardz

Alan Oliver

Alan Oiiver

Area Planning Officer
Pianning Services

North Kesfeven Districf Council

1.4.12 OAA replied as follows:

From: Simon Collcutt [mailto:.. ]

Sent: 02 November 2010 (8:59

To: ‘Alan Oliver’

Subject: Re. HECKING TON FEN WIND FARK

Dear Mr. Oiiver,

21
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Many thanks — thiz is of considerable assistance fo me. [ shall be circuwlafing an up- combination of geophysical sunvey and trial trenching will be required. In addition,

dated version of our Scoping shortly, although, disappointingly, neither County nor EH the applicant should fake info sccount the affect of the development on the selling

wizh fo parficipate in any practical agreement. of any acheduled monumentzs [one within Tkm of the aife) or lzted buildings.

Beast wizhes, | am assuming that af some atage, they may well be preparing an EIA. I thiz iz the
case, then the ElA zhowld confain the resuffz of fhe swnvey and oulline any

Simon Colfcuff mitigation measurez fo minimize the impact of the development on the historic

emvironment. [f fhe applicant iz able fo provide further defails af fhiz sfage
N . N regarding the number of furhines, kely locafione and sssociafed worka, | can
14.12 On the 3rd. November, the Heritage Trust of Lincolnshire (for Morth Kesteven and Boston provide a detailed brief for the work or further advice.
Districts) replied as follows:

In addifian, the applicant should be secking advice from Englizh Herifage regarding

From: Jenny Young [mailto:...] the impact of the development on the seffing of schedwled monumeniz and lisfed
Sent: 03 November 2010 11:00 buildings. The cordact iz [...]. Az and when an application iz submifted, NKDC
Torpaa... zhould aizo be sesking an opinion from the East Miglands EH office on the
Ce: alan_olivend...; bery Loff; Rebecea. Cass-Hatfonifpeterborough. . proposals.

paul.edwardsid...

Subject: (Fwd) Re: Heckington Fen - polential wind farm Besf wishes

Drear Simon Jenny

NKDC were asked lasf year for @ scoping opimnion on the windfamm. My responze fo

them iz below for your records. Jermmy Young BA{Hons), MA

I undersfand thaf Bery! Lot (LCG) and Ben Robinson (EH) have already responded fo ieritageTmsqubhmﬁram}E

your leffer and for fhe purpoges kesping my response shord, will nof re-iferafe their
commentz here but will merely stafe that | fully agree and support the confent of their

responses. | have copied both info thiz email for their records and also the planning 1.4.14 Following careful consideration of the consultee responszes, collation of the appropriate
officer Alan Oliver, who dealt with the scoping opinion last year. | have also copied in

Pawl Edwards at Besfon Borough Council, who we alzo provide sdvice fo. assessment matrix (statute, case law, policy and guidelines) and desk-based appraisal fo
With regards fo ina. i is that the EIA should fake info e identify cultural heritage assets likely to be affected by the proposals, a final Scoping
cumulative affect of the proposed windfarm within the landscape. Az you are aware, document (a copy of which iz included in Appendix B.2), incorporating all the assets
Bicker wind farm iz quife near. Depending an weather conditions, the wvisibilify of thatf ) A } . . .

windfarm varies according fo the light, whether they are in use and in which direction specifically identified by consultees, was circulated with the following note:

the hubs face. The EIA should allow for fhiz. § should also alfow for views fo and from
hizforical strucfures and designafed monumentz, buildings or areas. fn parficular, Sent- 21 Decembar 2010 1047
WIEWS . !ﬁe fap of =h be ded the 2, C To: Ben Robinzon (ben.robinzon@...); Jenny Young fenny. young@...); Beny Loff; Alan
windgfarm iz vizible from here even on a grey, cloudy day. On the same nole, wiews Oliver alan_ofive ); Paul Ed iz (paul.ed is@...); Angela F i

from fhe higher ground fo fthe west showld also be soughf. For exampile, Bicker = ! e

. L . : {angela_ha ..J; Tim Alen (tim.alien...)
winafarm iz highly visible from fhe A52 in the Dembleby area. Subiect- Be. HECKINGTON EEN

From: Simon Caoffcutf [mailto:...]

Best wizshes
Jenny Dear Coleagues,
Fileaze find attached fhe Cultural Hentage Scoping fo which we will be working on the
———- Forwarded mezeage follows -—— g Fen prog
From: Jenny Young <jenny. young@. .. >
To: “Alan Oliver” <Alan_Oliverd...> tegards,
Subject: Re: Heckington Fen - potential wind farm "
Caopies fo: Irrordue Simon Collcutf
Date sent: Wed, 26 Aug 2009 T5:01:32 +0700
Alan 1.4.15 Mo comment on this Scoping document has been received from any consultees.

Archaeological remainz are recorded within the boundariez of the sife and include
finds of briguefage (=alfimaking) and Roman arlefaciz. For spplications of fhis
gcale, we would request as & mafter of course, archaeological evaluation prior fo
the defermination of a planning application. fn fhiz instance, i is fkely thalf a

23
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Design Iteration

The cultural heritage assessment began using a 23-turbine draft layout (dated July 2010,
revised with slight modifications in January 2011).

A bnef for field evaluation by (archaeo)geophysical survey within the proposal site was
prepared by OAA on the 18th. Movember, 2010. A design for the survey, involving
hectare blocks around proposed turbine locations and 30 m wide bands flanking
proposed frack routes, was prepared by Pre-Construct Geophysics (PCG) and presented
to the Heritage Trust for Lincolnzhire (HTL). Poor weather thereafter prevented a
commencement until later January 2011; Ms. Young (HTL) was kept informed.

On the 3rd. February, the ‘raw’ magnetic susceptibility data were sent to HTL, with an
interim commentary and details of the intended fluxgate magnetometry follow-up. On the
30th. March (although, due to unexpected transmission problems, Ms. Young did not
receive the re-sent material until the 10th. May), the final draft of the geophysical survey
report {equivalent to Appendix 6.5, see Section 3 below for a summary of resuliz) was
sent to HTL, again with an accompanying OAA commentary, the conclusion to which
being az follows:

It is still my [SMC's] opinicn that the absolute values for susceplibility are low for
substantial salterns (and | note the complete lack of briguetage in the fopseils) but,
in the ES, we will still present David's [PCG] findings as potential archaeological
material, in need of appropriate treatment. Since none of the 3 main “target’ areas
underlies the precise location propesed for a turbine, | would recommend that a
contingent scheme (involving controlled groundwork “watching', followed by amy
necessary recording fieldwork and the resulting full range of post-excavation
analysis, publication & archiving) would be the best way to cope with this potential.
especially given the micro-siting provision that will be included for both turbine
locations and trackway routes. If you feel strongly about the matter, we could
include an inifial “test trenching” phase for the 3 main targets’, o take place before
any development groundworks and before the finalisation of layout details; this
would allow you to oversee more closely subsequent stages, in both their design
and application. In any case, we will set out a8 general spec (with rubric titles) for
the Scheme in the ES.

Ms. Young replied (11th. May):

[..] I've read your email and the report and confirm that a strip under
archaeological supervision to archaeological levels, and subsequent excavation,
reporting and archiving could be undertaken by condition in the target areas, where
the final lecations of the bases are going. i may also be prudent to undertake and
intermittent watching brief on other basesiracks when more construction detail is
available.

155
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Subsequently, the buried remains of a large duck decoy (not mentioned in the Mational or
County Historic Environment Records) were located as cropmarks showing on 1930s
aerial photographs (the feature had not given a sufficient magnetic signal to show up on
the geophysical survey). This finding was signalled to HTL on the 1st June, when the
draft desk-based assesament (equivalent to Appendix 6.4, see Section 3 below for a
summary) was submitied.

Dwring June, a full design review for the project took place, infegrating all emerging data
from the various ElA topics. Although no turbine bases had been planned to fall directy
on top of any of the identified archaeological targets (magnetic anomalies and decoy
cropmark), trackways would have passed close to or over these features. The design
iteration (22-turbines, June 2011) therefore sought (infer alia) to reduce the potential
archaeological effects to a minimum; on the 17th. June, OAA informed Ms. Young of the
revised layout.

25
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PRINCIFPAL CULTURAL HERITAGE POLICY CONSIDERATIONS

Local Policies

The Morth Kesteven Disfrict Local Plan {adopted 2007) has the following policies (saved
in Septernber 2010) relevant fo the main cultural heritage topics here at issue:

POLICY HE1 - Sites condaining nafionally imporfant archaeological remaing

Planning permizzion will be granted for proposals that will nof adversely affect the
archaealogical value or inferest, ar the setfing, of @ Scheduled Ancient Monument (az
shown on the proposals map) or other zite confaning nationally imporfant
archaealogical remains.

POLICY HEZ2 - Archaeological azsesement and evaluation

Fianning applicationz affecting a sife where evidence suggesfs that archaeological
remains are likely fo be present must be accompanied by an aszsessment identifying
the exfent and imporiance of any remains, togelther with any proposals for their
profection or fo mitigate adverse effects.

POLICY HE3 - Sites condaining archaeclogical remains
Pianning permizgion will be granted for proposals that will affect locally or regionally
impovtant archaeological remainsg or their sefting, provided that
1. The remains will be presenved in situ, and will not be damaged; or
Where preservation in zitu is not jusfified, the recording andior excavalion of the
remains pror fo and during development is assured (by means of an agreement
between the developer and the Council or by means of a condiion upon the
permizzion)
POLICY HES - Development affecting fthe seffing of a lisfed building
Pianning permizzion will be granted for proposalz that will not adversely affect the
zefting of a lizted buiding
POLICY HET - Development in 3 consenvalion area
Pianning permizzion will be granfed for development (including new buildings, changes
of uge, alferafions and extenzions) within or adjoining consernvalion areas provided that
it would presence ar enhance the area’s character, seffing and appearance.
Mo undesignated features identified by the Council as “sensitive buildings” (cf. paragraph
11.51 of the Loeal Plan) have been requested for inclugion in the present assessment.

Paragraph 11.4 of the Local Plan notes how these historic environment policies will
contribute towards the Councilz objectives in respect of “a good quality of life for all
residents”, “a thriving and prosperous economy” and “a clean, green and safe
environment”.

The Local Plan (paragraph 11.9) gives the following general characterisation of the

historic environment:

215
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The modem landzcape, and the distinct characler of the District’s sefflements iz largely
the product of the post-medieval age. In the countryaide, dry stone walls, hawthom
hedges, fox coverfs, siraight roads with wide grass wverges, red brick famms and
windmiilz are fthe resulf of enclosure and subsequent land improvement’ in the 18th
and 19th cenifuries. Couniry estafes, grand houses, formal gardens and former deer
parks atfest to the wealth generated by enclosure improvemenis. In the fowns, many of
our fine commercial and publc buldings were buill af this time. Mare recendly,
mnovalfions in agrculfure, indusftry and defence hawve resuffed in a nch legacy of
buildings and landecape, such as brewenes, engineenng works, pumping sfations and
airfields.

The Local Plan alzo containg the following relevant policy:

POLICY C17 - Renewable energy

Pianning permizsion will be granfed for development prowviding for, or associated with,

the generafion and dizirbulion of energy from renewable souwrces provided that:

1. the envirommental, economic and zocial impacte can be addressed satisfacionily;

[.--I

3 where the proposal would have an adverse effect on a sife of infemational
importance for nature and herfage consendatfion, there is no atemative solution
and there are imperative reasons of overriding public intereat;

4 where the propozal iz in & nationally designated area, the objectives of the
deazignation of the area will nof be compromised, and any adverse effectz on the
gualitiez of the area are outweighed by the envirommenial, social and economic
benefita.

The Local Development Framework, in terms of Morth Kesteven and the wider Cendral
Lincolnshire Joint Core Sirategy, iz still in consultation stage, although the current
documentation appears consistent with both the Adopted Local Plan and national policy
on the cultural heritage.

Regional Policies

The East Midlands Regional Plan (RS5) (adopted 2009) has the following policies
relevant to the culiural hertage:

Policy 26

Protecting and Enhancing the Region’s Natural and Cultural Heritage

Sustainable developmeni should ensure the profection, appropriate management and
enhancement of the Regions natural and cultural herifage. A= a rezulf the following
principles showld be applied:

# the Region's infemationally and nationally dezignafed nafural and hisforic assetz
shouwld receive the highest level of profection;

[-]

# damage fo nafural and histonc aszefs or their seftings should be avoided wherever
and az far az possible, recognising that such sssetz are usually ireplaceable;

# ynavoidable damage must be minimized and cleady jusfiied by a need for
development in thaf locafion which outweighs the damage that wowld result;
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® unavoidable damage which cannot be mifigalfed shouwld be compensafed for,
preferably in a relevant local contexd, and where possible in ways which aleo coninbufe
to zocial and economic objectives;

#® there shouwld be 3 net increase in the gualfy and actve management of natural and
hisforic assefz across the Region in waye thal promofe adapfation fo ciimafe change,
and an increase in the guantity of environmental azzeis generally; [.. ]

Policy 27

Regional Priorities for the Historic Environment

The historic environment showd be undersfood, conserved and enphanced, in
recognition of ite own infrinsic value, and iz contribufion fo the Region’s gquality of life.
Across the Region and particuwlarly in areas where growth or regeneration iz a priarify,
development should promofe sensitive change of the hizforic environmeni. To achieve
this, Local Planning Authorifies should:

#® dentify and as=ess the significance of specific hisforic azsefz and their sefings;

# pee characlerization fo understand their confribution to the landscape or fownscape
in areas of change;

#® encowrage the refurbishment and re-use of disused or under-used buildings of
aome histonic or architectural ment and incorporating them seneitively info regeneration
achemes;

® promofe the use of local building maferals; and

® recognize the opporfunities for embancing exisfing fouriem affractions and for
developing the pofenfial of other areas and sifes of histonc inferest as part of Green
Infrastructure, having regard to pofenfial impacis on biodiversify.

National Policies

Current national guidance on the cultural heritage is ==t out in PPSS &

1.1.18 The concept of ‘special inferest’ used in the lsting sy=fem has been fesfed
out over many years. If has shown itzelf fo be broad enough fo sccommodate changing
percepfions of the hisforic environment, and sufficiently newiral fo avoid subjective
value judgementz. In fulure, all nafional designation decizions will be made on the
bagiz of special architectural, historic or archaeological inferest”

1.1.19 While the stafutory criteria will remain broad and fexible, we will make the
dezignation system easier fo wndersfand by infroducing detailed, non-sfatufory

* Some precedents (whether in case law or in appeal decisions) cited in the present text necessarily pre-date PPS5

but, after due scrutiny, the principles imiolved are not judged to have been overridden by the new guidance.

® DCMS & WAG 2007. Heritage Profecfion for the 215t Century White Paper, Department for Culfure, Media & Sport

and Welsh Assembly Government, March 2007.

The environmental congsiderations arising from energy gensration proposals are set out in
RSS Policy 40.

Before continuing to the details of the historic environment in the prezent casze, it is
necessary to note the most discriminating assessment tool presently available. The
Government's intentions on the matter of national designation have been set out in the
recent Heritage White Paper ®. The principles are given as follows:

28
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aefection criferia. These will be based on the new Principies of Seleclion that have
been izswed for lisfing buildingz under the curmrent sysfem. [...]

233 PPS5 has now replaced (formally cancelled) both PPG15 and PPG16. The PPS 7
extends the special interest categories fo four, and extends the criteria invelved from
initial designation to all aspecis of subsequent azsessment, stating that:

[Introduction] 5. Those parfs of the hisfaric environment that have aignificance because
of their hisforic, archaesological, archifectural or artistic inferest are called hernfage
asgetz. [...]

HEG. 1 Local planning suthorifies showld require the applicant fo provide a description of
the significance of the herifage ssselz affected and the confribution of their setfing fo
that significance. The level of detal showd be proporfionate fo the imporiance of the
herifage azzset and no move than iz sufficient fo understand the pofential impact of the

proposal on the significance of the hentage azsef. [..]

234 PPS5 contains explicit definitions of the four categories of ‘epecial interest’ in its Annex 2:
Terminology (pp.13-14).

235 The ‘significance’ approach (entailing both ‘scalar significance’ — the question of ‘degree’
— and ‘substantive significance’ — the questions of ‘what’ and 'how’) is endorsed in draft
Energy Policy *:

4 237 The applicant showd provide az part of the ES a descripfion of the zignificance
*of the heritage azeefz affected and the confribufion of their zefting fo thaf significance.

[-]

* itz value to people now and in the fulure because of itz hentage inferest [original
footnote 63]

2368 The “gualities” of an asset had already been recognized as material in adopted naticnal
policy *

11. In gifez with nationally recognised designafions ([...], Schedwed Monumenis,
Consernvation Areas, Listed Buildings, Regisfered Hisforic Batflefields and Registered
Parks and Gardensz) pianning permizsion for renewable energy projectz should only be
granted where if can be demonstrafed thaf the objectives of deaignation of the area will
nat be compromized by the development, and any significani adverse effects on the
gualiies for which the area haz been designafed are cleary oufweighed by the
environmenial, social and economic benefifs.

" DCMS 2010, Flanming Policy Sfatement 3: Planning for the Hisforic Environment Department of Culfure, Media &
Sport, 23 March 2010,
¥ DECC, 2000 Draff Overarching Nationa! Policy Statement for Energy (EN-T) December 200%; wording retsined at
paragraph 5.8.8 of DECC, 2010. Rewised Draff Overarching Nafional Policy Stafernent for Energy (EN-1) October
2010. That it appears likely that the Coaliton Government will medify the IPC/MIPU project does not invalidate the
;l.ndamerrtal CH policy statement involved here.

COPM, 2004. Planning Folicy Sfatement 22: Renewabie Ensmgy.
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237 Similarly, the concept of ‘special interest’ iz a determinative consideration for the Courts
0.

22 [...] it i=s imporfant fo bear in mind that 55512 are only one among many areas or
features that may be designated because of their special emvironmenisl qualiies. By
way of example, the Secrefary of Stafe listz buidings that are of special archifecfural or
hisforic inferest, schedwes ancient monuments that are of national imporfance, and
dezignates areas of archaeological importance fhat appear fo him fo menif freafment az
such. Local planning autharifies designate as Conzervafion Areas those parz of their
ared that are of special architectural or histonc interesat the characfer or appearance of
which it iz desirable to preserve or enhance. Natural England has power fo designafe
Areaz of Quistanding Nafural Beaufy (AONBs) and, subjecf fo confirmation by dhe
Secretary of State, National Parks.

23. The common thread running through all of these provisionz iz that they flag up” the
special inferesf of the feature, and impose, or enable the imposition, of more efrngent
controlz than would ofhenwize be imposzed by the “normal” plamning process over any
activitiezs which might harm i, thereby ensuring thal before any plan or project that is
likely to have an adverse impact upon it ie authonzed, il account will hawve been faken
of that which iz of special inferest. [...]

238 Thiz special interest iz the unified reason why the designation of any important historic
environment feature (be it a World Hentage Site, a Scheduled Monument, a Listed
Building, a Conservation Area ", a Registered Park or Garden or a Registered
Battlefield) in a future common List could be justified. Thiz special interest is the
legitimate basiz for the recognition of what is proper to the character and appearance of
culural heritage features. For less imporfant sitez as well as nationally and
internationally important ones, special inferest must be the reazon why weight in the
Planning system can be justified. In order to judge potential effects, it is necessary fo
identify the special inferest of cultural heritage features and it will no longer be sufficient
{o point to the mere presence of these features in the vicinity. Taking the point one step
further to underline the relevance o indirect as well as direct effects, it is necessary 1o
identify the contribution made by setiing fo the special interest of the assets.

'"mIWHUhRfthﬁMWMHmEW[M EWCA Ciw 1081; [2009] WLR
O 304.

;‘ Whilst Conservation Areas are cumently locally designated, it is clear from the Hentage Bill (DCMS 2004, Draft
Henfage Profecfion Bll. Presented io Parkament by the Secretary of State for Culture, Media & Sport, April 2008. The
Stationery Office; DCMS 2008. Draft Hertage Profection Bill: Draft Consenvation Area Clauses, Explanafory Nofes.
June 2008, The Stationery Office) and its commendaries, as well as from PPSE (of. paragraph 4 of the Introduction),
that it is intended that CAs be assessed on the same basis as all other culural heritage assets. The Bill has not re-
appeared in the more recent Queen’s Speeches; however, there is cerfainly no indication that the oulgoing
Gowernment had tumed away from either the “philosophy’ set out in the Bill {indeed, many other recent documents are
integrated with this ‘philosophy’) or that it was not the longer{emn intent to introduce simidar legislation (cf. Draft
PP515, p.33, paragraph 8). Furthermore, there is no indication that the incoming Caoalition Govemment intends to
take a different stance on this matter (during parliamentary debate, the Bl had gained explicit support from both the
Conservative and Liberal-Democrat Parties). In any case. one must mot lose sight of the fact that the P{LBCA)A 1080
5.88({1) sets a duty upon LPAs, who “(a) shall from time to time defermine which parts of their area are areas of special
architectural or historic mterest the character or appearance of which it is desirable to preserve or enhance; and (b)
shall designate those areas as conservation areas”.

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Cultural Heritage m

238 It is worth noting at this point the specific general duty set out in the E1A Regulations ™, to
the effect that an ES should contain a “description of the aspects of the environment likehy
to be significantly affected by the development [...J".

2310 In view of the wording of Local and Regional Policies on cultural heritage matters quoted
in sections 2.1 and 2.2 above, the recent national policy set out in PPS5 is material in
respect of the need to sfrike an appropriate Planning balance:

HE1.3 Where conflict befween climate change objecfivez and the conservation of
heritage assefs iz unavoidable, the public benefit of miigafing the effeclz of climate
change should be weighed againaf any harm fo the significence of herifage assels in
accordance with fhe development management principles in thiz PPS and national
planning policy on climate change.

HES.2 Where the applicafion will lead fo substantial harm fo or toial loss of significance
local pianning authorifies showd refuse consent unless it can be demonszirated that:

{i} the subsfanfial harm fo or loss of significance is necessary in order fo defier
subsiantial public benefifs that outweigh that harm ar lozs; or[...]

* The Town and Counfry Planning (Environmenfal impact Assessmend) (England and Wales) Requistions 1808 S|
mmsmxi{lnfumahmfulmlumn in Enwironmental Statements), Part 1, paragraph 3.

k3|

Page 12- 16

If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED

4038_P0119 01



Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Appendix 6.1: Cultural Heritage Technical Statement

3.1

312

3141

312

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Culfural Hertage m

FAERIC ISSUES

EXxisting Assessment

Survival of Archaeologically Relevant Materials

The physical context within the propozal site comprises heavy gley =oils (but agriculiuralhy
improved in the topsocil) over deep alluviallmarsh deposits, usually clayey but with silty
zones and minor roddens in places; a typical fenland structure, with fossil creek-forms,
shows in overhead images over much of the proposal gife. Such a context is expected to
yield relatively durable materials (e.g. stone, potiery, some bone, most metals) and may
be locally conducive fo the preservation of soft organic materials (e.g. wood and other
plant rermaing) and even, in more calcareous andlor clayey patches, of alkaline materials
{e.g. more bone and shell). Localised and deeper sealed contexts (e.g. clayey pit fillz)
might alzo contain significant organic azsemblages.

Desk-Based Assel Assessment

A full archaeclogical assessment iz set out in Appendix 6.4, supported by the data in
Appendix 6.3 and the survey results in Appendix 6.5.

There are no designated culiural herntage assets within the proposal site.

The only HER records relate to Romano-British pottery and some briquetage {a rough
ceramic materal normally used in vessels employed in salt-making), found along the line
of the north-gouth gas pipeline, on the southwestern side of (and to the north, within) the
proposal site. It is unlikely, given the then fenland context, that there will be remains of
any significant habitation within the propozal site but features, known as ‘'saltermns’,
deriving from zeasonal salt-making, involving mounds of broken briguetage and burmnt
material (‘red hills”), may be present along the former creek-sides; such archaeclogical
gitez do not usually comprize fraces of major struciures, a few postholes, pite and
perhaps a basin or channel section being the most that would normally be expected,
although some more vaned midden materal and even a kiln may be present at locations
subject to more prolonged use. Such gites are common in the region, there being over

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Cultural Heritage m

300 known (probable) examples from the Iron Age and Roman period within the
Lincolnzhire fenland, ag well as a smaller number of late Bronze Age occurrences; most,
as would be the case within the proposal site, have been ploughed down, the survival of
actual mounds at the surface being rare. Any examples of saliems found at Six
Hundreds would be considered o be archaeological sites of local significance, possibly of
regional significance wers one to survive in an unusually complex form andfor with good
gurvival of organic remains.

Representing the history of the area since reclamation, there will be a number of disused
field boundaries (mostly at locations known from mapsg) to be crossed by project
frackways. I is unlikely that the locations of any of the known pumping windmills along
the northem and northeastern boundaries of the zite will be intersected by development
groundworks, although not all such features are necessanly known from the available
maps. The buried remains of a pentagonal duck decoy, some 240 m in overall diameter,
have been identified as a cropmark (without surface expression), zome S00 m NNE of Six
Hundreds Farm. Such features were relatively common in Lincolnshire {the county was
zaid to be ‘the home of decoys'), although most, as at the propozal site, do not survive
with surface expression in the modern agricultural landscape. The pond, pipes ("ams’)
and enclosure ditch of the Sk Hundred Decoy will probably preserve some evidence for
construction and use during the suzpected currency in the C18; if waterlogged or
particularly well sealed, the deposits may presernve more varied organic remaing, such as
seeds, pollen, or timber, providing information on the use of the decoy and the local
environment. There is only minor documentary evidence for this particular example. The
Six Hundred Decoy iz considered to be an archasological site of regional significance,
whilst other fraces of the post-reclamation history of the proposal site would be of local
gignificance.

Field Evaluation

The proposed development ‘foolprint’ (hectare zones arcund turbine locationz and 30 m
frackway comidorz) has been the subject of a geophyzical gurvey (magnetic susceptibility
and magnetometry), reported in full in Appendix 6.5 and summarised in Appendix 6.4.

Thres location towards the norheastern corner of the proposal site produced magnetic

gignals suggesting the buried presence of bumtfired material and possibly pit-forms; one
of these (close to Holland Dike) showed a rather more substantial magnetic ‘signature’

33
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which would be consistent with the presence of a moderately sized zaltern (sali-making
gite, see above). Mo brguetage or significant discoloration was noted in the fopsoils
during the survey in any part of the proposal site.

3.2 Historic Landscape

321 There iz not yet a Historic Landscape Characterisation ™ for this part of Lincolnshire. The
area within the proposal site comprises former fenland, reclaimed and enclosed for
agriculture by the early C18; gince that time, there has been some loss of field
boundaries and drainage has been systematised but no other paricularly noticeable
changes. Such HL character iz commonplace, monotonous and relatively insensitive; the
HL of the proposal site iz of low significance. The full historical background iz 2et out in
Appendix 6.4 to this report.

122 The propozed development will not harm or obscure the Historic Landscape in this area.

3.3 Off-Site Infrastructure

331 As was noted above, there will be no highways works likely to cause significant direct
(fabric) effects.

3.32 The probable grid connection route has been considered and the known cultural heritage
material in a “‘corridor’ along this route has been reviewed as a desk-based exercize. The
line is to be camied overhead, on field poles, such that any potential direct
{archaeological) effects would be minimal, as would any sefting effects (there already
being pylong on high voltage routes in the immediate area). There are no significant
buildings within this comidor, the nearest traditional agricultural structures being at Parks
{Hall} Farm, some 300 m east of the propozed line. There are no designated entries of
any kind on the Mational Hertage List within a kilometre of the proposed line. The
County HER (PRM 13900} notes rectilinear cropmarks within the field centred at TF 157
396 (immediately west of Bicker Wind Famm), although the Google Earth @ image

¥ Cf FAIRCLOUGH, G. 1888, Historic landscape characterisation: theory, objectives, and connections. In: Histonc
Landscape Characfernsafion G. Fairclough (ed), pp.3-14. Papers presented at an English Heritage seminar. 11
Decernber 1228, English Heritage: London; CLARE, J., DARLINGTON, J. & FAIRCLOUGH, G. 2004. Lising Histonc
Landscape Characfensafion English Hertage & Lancashire County Council: London & Preston.
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referenced is not particulary convincing. However, further north on the GE satellite
images, there are clear archaeclogical cropmarks in the fields just east of the Old Sixteen
Foot Drain centred at TF 192 415 {Getmapping 311207 & Digital Globe 260404) and TF
194 418 (Digital Globe 260404), plausibly representing a Romano-British farmstead,
droveway and field system; the propozed connection line would run in the fields
immediately to the west of the draim but might cross the periphery of the area of
archaeological interest (unresponsgive crops in all available imagesg). At the morthern end,
just before the A 17, the line runs outside (west of) the former formal grounds of Park
Housze {a C19 mansion, since demalished *¥), although still within the area known as
“Abbey Parks" (unexplained placename).

3.4 Discussion (Fabric)

341 The only significant archaeclogical potential dating from the period when the proposal site
was sfill fenland comprizes one or more salterns, probably most common in the Roman
period but know in the region from as early as the Late Bronze Age.

342 Inrespect of early examples Willis originally commented ™S

Studies of the salt indusfry in Fens are af a comparatively advanced sfage, but general
and specific questionz =fill remain fo be addressed or fully characlerized: for example
with regard to chronology, the arganizafion of the industry (af both ‘zife” and macro-
lewvels) and ifs articulation with other economic processes, the long ferm process and
sequence of exploifation/use of the Fens through the milermium. Siudy and publication
of the zafferne and use of the Feng during the firsf millennium has been susigined and
iz widely acknowledged as exempiary. (p.82)

343 However, probably in recognition of the continuing loss of organic remains to dewatering,
Willis modified his advice as follows ™

Exfensive excavationz are needed fo examine the il range of activities and saltemsz
and setflements within thiz [fenland] zetfing. [...] (p.138)

344 Inrespect of Roman examples, Bennet noted in the context of Lincolnshire 17

::Anemﬂ'mmsmnnasmqapedmhsmmwbyDUGDﬁLEw 1725. Plan of Lindsey Level.
WILLIS, 5. (n.d.) An Archaeclogical Resource Assessment and Research Agenda for the Later Bronze Age and Iron
Age (The First Mlllennium BG} n ﬂ'le East Midlands (Draft). Unéversity of Leicester web pubScafion,
ﬂ'I.l'lllLLIE S.. (2006) The LatetBroanﬁgE and Iron Age (Chapter 5). In: The Archaeology of the East Midlamdls: An
Resowrce Assessmenf and Research Agenda M.J. Cooper (ed), pp.88-136. Leicester Archaeoclogy

Monograph 13,
" BEMMET, M. in.d.) An Archaeological Resource Assessment of the Roman Peried in Lincolnshire. In: A Dvaft
Archacological Resource Assessment for the East Midlands  University of Leicester web publicafion,
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Salf. Saffems exisf in an arc around the edge of fthe fenland in Lincolinshire, af
Ingoldmells and af Wangle. The saltemns lay on the zalt marsh at the edge of the
marshy land offen with setffement further fowards the sea on the more sfable
marzhland beyond them. No Roman szalffern has been fully excavated and the
technigues used in salt producfion are not cerain nor are the dafes of production
known. (p.5)

Taylor echoed this last comment for the region as a whole ™

Many of the saltern sites so far identified from survey have not, however, been
tested by excavation. The modest scale of earlier infferventions means that we
still have little or no idea of the organization of salt production or ifs scale, at the
level of either an individual settlement or smaller parf of the landscape, [...].
[:+.] Sustained research on this industry is still very much needed. (p.133)

In the post-reclamation period, a probably C18 duck decoy iz present as a buried
archasological site, without surface expression; there iz no mention of decoys in either
the Lincolnshire or East Midlands Archaeclogical Resource Assessment & Agenda.
Traces of the bases of early pumping windmills will probably survive around the peripheny
{along the main draing to north and northeast) but these should be beyond the likely
development groundworks.

The surviving pattern of fields and tracks (and their azsociated drains and hedgerows) in
the area iz of minor cultural heritage significance.

" TAYLOR, . (2008) The Roman Pericd {Chapter 8). In: The Archasology of the East Midlands: An
Resource

Assezsmenf and Research Agenda N.J. Cooper (ed), pp.137-15B. Leicester Archaeology Monograph 13.

4.1

411

413
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SETTING ISSUES

Assessing the Setting of Cultural Heritage Features

The concept of the setfing of cultural heritage features has long been evolving, according
to professional usage and case precedentz as well as to past guidance. This evolution
has recently been curtailed and it is unceriain as to whether, or to what extent, past
experience and usage is still valid. The curment situation iz represented in PPS5, which
imposes the following definition (Annex 2: Terminclogy):

SETTING

The suroundings in which a heritage assef iz experienced. Ifs exfent is not
fixed and may change as the asset and ifs surroundings evolve. Elemenis of a
sefting may make a positive or negative contribufion fo the significance of an
assef, may affect the ability to appreciate that significance or may be neufral.

It s unclear how thiz definition stands against the continuing statutory duty to have
“special regard to the desirability of preserving the [Listed] building or it setfing” at
3.66(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings & Conservation Areas) Act 1990.

English Heritage have issued draft guidanee ™, for which the public consultation closed
towards the end of Movember 2010. Whilst there iz indeed a considerable core of pre-
existing professional consensuz, this document is  wvarously incompatible with
Government guidance, statute and case law; the non-gtandard points in the draft can be
afforded litle weight. PPS5S is the principal Govemment guidance on how to recognise,
azzess and weigh the contribution of 2etting to cultural heritage significance.

To provide an example (on a topic mentioned by consultees during the Heckingfon Fen
Scoping), one of the most difficult suggestions made by English Heritage, already in the
Practice Guide to PPSS (which is not a national policy document but EH guidance,
endorzed by cerain Government Departments) let alone in their draft Setting guidance,
concerns non-visual matters, in the forms both of ‘association’ and of the concept of the
‘setting’ of invisible, totally buried archaeclogical material.

Enghish Heritage, 2010. The Setting of Heritsge Asses: English Hertage Guidance Consultation Draft {August
2040).
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415 The question arizes as to whether, and how far, it iz appropriate to take an association
into account in the definition of the setfing of a core historic asset, or to attemnpt to make
an assessment of the nature of, and potential development effect upon, the setting of a
‘hidden’ archaeological =site. Put in more concrete terms, one may ask: ‘If | cannot
experience an asset (cf. the PPS5 definition), can | be within the asset's setfing?'.

418 The answer to thiz question would seem to be strongly implied in the very definition of
‘seffing' in PPS5. Association may legitimately colour how one may experience the
surmoundings of an asset but it cannot extend that experience geographically. Similarty,
buried remains may have a bearing upon the hertage-significance of associated visible
remains but a completely ‘hidden’ site (however deserving of direct protection in respect
of its buried fabric) cannot itself be experienced. This iz ezsentially the point made in a
recent case, F. (on the applicafion of K. Miller) v. North Yorkshire County Council [2009]
EWHC 2172 (Admin). The claimant asserted that widespread archaeological material
was associated with certain standing Scheduled Monuments (a proposition not itzelf in
dispute) and that, accordingly, the likely indirect effects of proposed development on
points within the geographical area of the archaeological association (but points not
intervisible with the Monuments) should be taken to be effects upon the setting of the
Scheduled Monuments themselves. Hinkinbottom J disqualified this assertion, ruling {at
paragraph 96):

Of course, lay persans can have an opinion an setfing. The [... supporters of
the claimant *] contended that the impact of the [... proposed development] on
the sefting for the [... Monuments]) was significant, on essenfially “non-visual”
grounds (see their represerfations of [... date and exact text reference]).
Howewer, thalt was an assertion that was misdirected (in that seffing is a visual
concepf) and, perhaps for that reason, unsupporfed by any professional
evidence. [...]

4.1.7 Recent Appeal cases show no sign of supporting a modified concept of setting fo allow
non-visual association in its own right *'.  Returning to the Heckington case, paragraphs

u '|'|hn incidentally, included a number of professional archaeologists identified in the papers before the court

Cf. The Planning Inspectorate (BROWN, R.P.) 2010. Appeal Report APPIF24150DR2105763 &
APPIF2415/\/D2105783 Scrapfoff Hal, Church Hll, Scrapioff, Leicesfer LET 95T (recommendation fo allow,
Retirement Village, Harborough District), DGLG The Secretary of State for Communities & Local Govemment, 2010
(24 March). Appeal Decisions APPIF2415/D82105783 & APPIF2415MVIDN2105TE3 Scrapdoft Hall, Church Hill,
Serapiofl, Leicester LET 93T (allowed, Retrement Village, Harborough District), DCLG. EH argued [IR'15EI] that ...
as] fo the concept of the seiting of the Hall: it was accepled in cross-examination that this included the Church and
churchyard. PPG15 advises that the seibing of a listed building very ofien owes its character to the harmony produced
by a particular group of buildings {not necessarnly all of great mdividual ment) and fo the quality of the spaces created
between them. In other cases, sefting can only be defined by a historical assessment of a building's sumroundings.
Consultation draft PP515 defines seffing as ‘'the area surmounding a heritage asset within which acivity or
development may affect the significance of that assef’. Applying these tests it is apparent that the setting of Scraptoft
Hall includes the southemn lawn, and that part of the conservation area in front of the clarevoie and the churchyard.”
Howewer, the Inspecior (IRZTE], noting that the church and CA. to one side, were physically and visually separated by

38
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6 and 7 of the Scoping therefore follow from current casze law, Ministenal judgement and
national policy.

418 The relevant policy and statutory basiz requires that indirect (setting) impactz on the

cultural heritage be assessed according to the following general schema:

(1) Assessment of the heritage-significance 2 of an asset (in terms of special
interest).

{2} Azsessment of the confribution from setting to heritage-significance (1).

(3) Identification of the seffing elementz potentially at rsk from proposed
developrnent.

(4) Agsessment of the confribution from setting elements (3) to heritage-significance
contribution {2) =.

5} Aszsessment of the likely magnitude of proposal effects upon contribution (£).

(6} Aszsesament of the Planning-significance of assessed effects (5).

419 In practice, these steps (or s=ome of them) may commonly be implied andfor merged, and
there is usually rapid iteration in steps (1-3) fto reduce the need for reporting of all aspects
of any given asset, although a true gap or non seguitur in thiz logical chain would not be
justified. It iz especially important to note that PPSS Policy HEE.1 does not require the
analyziz and exposition of the full heritage-gignificance of every asset, only that level of
detail which iz “proporfionate” and "no more than i sufficient fo understand the potential
impact of the proposal on the significance of the heritage asset” .

leng-standing trees and vegetation from the Hall, rejected the EH submission on the non-visual extent of setfing. The
So5, having explicitly noted the appearance of PPSS in the interim (after the IR), allowed the Appeal with no further
E:mmentmthsmaﬂer

The secondment of common words to a specialist meaning. or meanings, can create difficulties in communication.
The words “significant/significance” are a case in point. Except where fhe meaning is clear from the context, the termis
‘heritage-significance” (the "special interest’) and 'Planning-significance’ (the assessed weight of an effect fo be camed
forward to the Planning balance) will be used in the present text.
* Steps 2-4 are equivalent to identifying and analysing those views (and any additional relevant “experience’, perhaps
from hearing or olfaction) which carry heritage-significance (and which appear Bkely to be affected by the development
proposal). This is reflected in recent professional gusdance (particularly useful because not only theory’ but also the
detads of ‘practice’ are discussed), English Hertage (May 2011). Seeing fhe History in the View: 3 mefhod for
assessing henfage significance within wiews: “Selection of hentage assets for inclusion depends on: = their designation
or importance in a local confext; - the degree to which their heritage significance can be appreciated from the Viewing
Place; - whether this may be the best (or only) place to view the historic significance of the heritage asset; - whether
ﬂusmrﬁmmaﬁmﬂmdm‘-ﬁhed as a result of being seen in combination with other heritage assets in the
mew " (p-12); the ‘combinatorial’ parameter may include group, cumulative and conflicting values.

® This is n keeping with the general wording in the cument guidance, ODPM 2000. Environmenis! Impact
Aszsessment; guide fo procedwes: “32. The comprehensive nature of the checklist at Appendix 5 should not be taken
to imply that all emvirenmental staterments should cover every conceivable aspect of a project’s potential envirenmental
effects at the same level of defail. They should be tadored to the nature of the project and its Bkely effects. Whilst
every environmental statement should provide a full fachual description of the project, the emphasis of Schedule 4 is
on the main or significant effects to which a project is likely to give rise. In some cases, only a few of the aspecis set
out in the checklist will be significant in this sense and will need to be discussed in the statement in any great depth.
Ctther issues may be of Bile or no significance for the parficular project in question, and will need only very brief

it}
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4.1.10 K follows that it iz impossible to reduce the proper azsessment process to the simple two-
dimensional form of a "heritage-significance versus magnitude of impact” matrix 25, Every
effort will be made here to present a clear and congistent analysis, using accepted
professional criteria, but a well-defined vocabulary for the eventual judgement of
Planning-significance of effects (see below) is what the Planning process needs most.

4.1.11 Whilst the task of assessment of heritage-significance is always a matter of professional
judgment, the parameter of 'de facfo designafion importance’ i germane. The only
statutory benchmark available for ‘national importance” is provided by the uneguivocal
case of Scheduled Monuments.

4.1.12 The 2007 DCMS White Paper * stated:
Grading
20. Grading helps us fo understand the significance of an assef, and informs
decisions about management and change. Some current designation sysfems,
nofably listing, imwolve grading, while ofhers, such as scheduling and
designation for wrecks, do not.
21. [...] Ouwr conclusion is that, while their meaning showd be clarfied, current
grades are reasonably well understood by users and shouwld remairn.
22. Most nationally designated assefs are buildings and are already graded.
Under the new, unified system, we will extend the exisfing grades of GI, GII*
and Gi fo all nafionally designated assefs. For the fime being, all currently
scheduled monuments will be classified as Gi, but these grades will be
reviewed by English Hentage.

4.1.13 The PPSS5 Impact Azsesament iz not of much more help:

4. National policy guidance on the conservafion of the hisforic environment
within the Town and Country Planning System is, for the most part currently sef
out in two planning policy guidance (PPG) notes: PPG 13: Planning and the
Historic Environment and PPG 16: Archaeology and Planning, published in
19894 and 1930, respectively. f recognises that not all heritage assefs of
imernational, nafional, regional or local significance are currently known or
recognisad, and of those that are, nof all are formally profected (or capable of
being so under current legisiafion). [...]

treatment, to indicate that their possible relevance has been considered ™ A similar wording is present at paragraph 94
ufEnnHlshElruhEnfEﬂ'l'l and it is assumed that the revised English guidance, expected shortly, will follow suit

= of. Rookery South Energy from Waste Generafing Station Application, IPC Reference Mumber END10011;
consultation response (18th. Movember 2010) from J. Ette, English Heritage:

“Methodology and the use of matnices

» Some regard matrices as providing a quasi-scientific process fo assessing impact, the outcome of which is beyond
dispute. In fact the assessment of impact on setting is a value/professional judgement and matrices are only a tool
that provides a degree of consistency o this process.
= Many commentators do not find the use of matrices helpful in assessing harm and English Heritage’s draft seftting
guidance does not endorse their use. In our expenence such an approach can result in the true impact of a structure
not being comectly evaluated. [
* DCMS 2007. MﬂeP!apE.rHeﬂagEFméEﬂbmi:r#}e?i' Cenfury.
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4.1.14 PPS55 itself endorses the two-tier approach * but still does not give any clear benchmark
{unlz2ss one iz supposed to deduce, from the position of Scheduled Monuments, that the
loweer tier iz not 20 'nationally important’ as the upper tier):

HES.1 There should be a presumplion in favowr of the conservation of
designated herifage assels and the more significant the designafed heritage
aszef, the greater the presumplion in favour of ifs conservation shouwld be.
Once lost, heritage assefs cannot be replaced and their loss has a culfural,
environmental, economic and social impact. Significance can be harmed or
lost through alterafion or desfruction of the henfage assef or development
within its seiting. Loss affecting any designafed heritage asset should require
clear and convincing justification. Swubstanfisl harm fo or loss of a grade If
listed buwilding, park or garden shouwld be exceplional. Subsfantial harm fo or
loss of designated heritage assefs of the highest significance, including
scheduled monuments, profecfed wreck sifes, battiefields, grade | and Ii* listed
buildings and grade | and II* registered parks and gardens, World Heritage
Sites, should be wholly excepfional.

4.1.15 The fact of formal designation, together with any ‘grading” of importance, has served here

as a starling point, at the Scoping stage, but the assesament of heritage-significance has
not been rigidly pre-judged.

4116 Adverse effects must be weighed and then put into the overall Planning balance **
Similarly, the whole visual envelope of the asset cannot be fransformed into an automatic
buffer zone; intervisibility cannot be equated with overriding harm 3 %,

“Asduﬁﬂ'ie recent document, English Heritage (May 2011). Seeing the History in the VWew: a method for 3ssessing
henitzage within views. In Tabde 1 (p.18), Conservation Areas are also included in the ‘lower fier, not
capable of being of "High Valueimportance™ within a given view (although EH would no doubt argue, guite reasonably,
that professional judgement maght identify exceptional cases).

 The Planning Inspectorate (LAVENDER., D.) 2008 Appeal Decision APPK2610/A/05/1 180885 Farmiand adjacent
to Shiffield Road, Guestwick, Nonwich (refused Wind Farm, Broadland Destrict), for the First Secretary of State; ™17.
Monetheless, i is q:paent from PPST and paragraph 66(1) of the Act that protection or enhancement of the
coundryside and preservation of the seftings of Listed Buddings are net, in themselves, intended to be determinative.
Rather, as my framing of the main isswes indicates, they are factors to which regard, or special regard, must be paid in
theumﬂ planning balance_ [...]".

# Cf The Planning Inspectorate (MELLOR, R.) 2009. Appeal Decision APP/R2923/A02/2075105 Land fo the South
Easf of Kiln Pif Hill, Norfhumberland DHE 851 (allowed, Kiln Pit Wind Farm, Tynedale District), DCLG, paragraph 16:
“[--] In these regards, [the RSS policy] includes as a criterion for assessing development the: ‘effect on ... national ...
designated heritage sites ... mcluding the mpact of proposals close to their boundaries’. [The LOF policy] requires that
there be no significant adverse effect on (amongst other things) areas and sites of histonc interest. Section 88 of the
Planning (Listed Buddings and Conservation Areas) Act 1280 reguires that: ‘special regard shall be had io the
desirabiity of preserving the [listed] building or its sefting’. However none of these policies or siatutory provisions
mandate that there must be no adverse effect on the setting of a listed bullding. [.]", paragraph 24: [...] Whilst there is
residual harm fo the setfing of the [listed] buildings it is incomect to describe this as infrinsically unacceptable harm
which must inevitably overmide all other considerations. The harm must instead be weighed with the benefits of the
development including the benefits of addressing clmate change (which also include benefits to the wider cultural
hEﬂtauE‘.L

% CF The Planming Inspemate (SMITH, K.) 2008 Appeal Decsion APP/1153AMD51 187563 Land west of A3BE on
Bowerland Road, south of Oakhampion, Devon (refused Yelland Wind Farm, Borough of West Devon), DCLG; "42. |
do not consider that mere visibility of the turbines from the [historic] features represents a substantial objection from
the standpoint of [... standard Planning policies]. [...]. Again: The Planning Inspectorate (HISCOX, R.D.) 2007
Appeal Decision APPIQDB3NADE 188328 Penpell Farm, Par, St Ausfell, Gomwall (refused Wind Farm, Borough of
Restormel), DCLG; "33, | fully appreciate the argument for the Appellants that the fact that there may be intervisibility
between a listed building, or i#s curtilage, and proposed wind turbines, does not necessarly amount io ham to the

41
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4.1.17 Although defining the parameter of heritage-significance, PP35S does not refer, in the
context of a proposed development, to the likely ‘magnitude of impact, the other
parameter commonly used in the ElA process to underpin a two-dimensional ‘matrix’,
coded fo show Planning-gignificance. Logically, the impact parameter must form part of
the overall professional judgement but it is nevertheless impossible to codify in a simple
manner . In particular, heritage-significance and potential development impact are
certainly not ‘independent variables' and only a clear explanation of reazoning in any
given case can communicate the judgement process. Furthermors, in addition to (or
subsumed within) ‘magnitude’, other impact characteristice must be congidered, including
probability of occurrence, extent, complexity, seasonality, duration and reversibility.
Therefore, relying upon professional judgement of impact, it is the parameter of “harm’
{the resultant azsessed from weighing heritage-gignificance against likely development
impact) which appears in the government guidance concemning the historic environment.

4.1.12 In Policy HES.1 (quoted in full above), PPSS itzelf states that “substantial harm® to anmy
heritage aszet should be "exceptional. To gain a “feel’ for what is meant by “substantial
harm”, it should be noted that it is associated with (and therefore cannot be so very far
from or less than) “losg of”, that is, “loss of a historic asset or of its =etting”, obviously a

severe state of affairs.

4.1.19 PP35 Policy HES 4 states that there are such thingz as harmful impacts which would
cause “less than substantial harm®. In any case, all parts of Policy HED tell us that the
level of harm must be assessed and balanced against any beneficial effects. Policy
HE10 confirms that impacts upon setting should be part of the balancing exercise **

setting of that building. and judgement is needed as to whether the impact of being seen would be harmful. | am also
mindful that any harm | may find in respect of the setting of this Ested building, or any other buildings or features of
importance in the historic Iaudsrq:e. must be weighed in the balance of considerations that will be necessary when |
hawe considered the main ssues.”.

* Cf. OWEN-JOHN, H. 2008, Going with the wind. Conservafion Bullefin 57 (Spring 2008 “Adapting to a Changing
Chmate):30-31. English Heritage. "[...] There should not, however, be a presumption that, because wind turbines are
u'lsll:lIEfmmanl‘lshmuaﬁsetmlntmdeunweuﬁdlﬂﬂeﬂmﬂhemnﬁjechmbheplupusaj {p.31).

¥ The Secretary of State for Communities & Local Government, 2008, Appeal Decision APPAWOS30A/T2058471
Wadlow Farm, Six Aile Botforn, Rload, Wesf ' CBY SNE [allowed, Wadlow Wind Farm, Souwth
Ganhndgeﬂl‘el]lshlct‘,l. DCLG: "5 mmma&ahwmmmﬁm[ ] that the
mhﬁrt].rufﬁnbmasmmmes villages and cuffwral hentage assefs is not, iself, sufficient reason fo reject wind

turbine development uniess there is evidence that such wisibility will lead to sctual ham'™.

3 Cf English Heritage (May 2011). Seeing the History in the View: a method for assessing herfage significance within
views. In Table 3 (p.22). under adverse effects, EH simply recognise three levels of impact as development which
“erodes to a minor extent” (“low’), “erodes to a clearly discemible extent” ("'medium”) ar "sexverely ercdes” ("high™) the
heritage-significance; no attempt is made to provide any sort of yardstick or calbration, akhough it is noted in the
accompanying text that “magnitude of impact should as far as possible be cbjective, reasoned and quantifiable™
{nothing further is said concerning this last criterion, which presumably refers merely to the 3-rank classification in the
abde]

L.ﬂu.lllt:luyl5|Jt:l'11"|nE|J balancing is a formal Planning task, not within the competence of the cultural heritage specialst.

42
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4120 PPS5 Policy HE11 {first bullet-point) notes that a proposal may “matenally harm®™ an
asset This must surely refer to materiality in Planning, including “substantial” and “less
than substantial” harm. Here, one may reasonably ask whether there is a lower threshold
to ‘harm™? Accepied profesgional practice in Environmental Impact Assesament has long
recognized that it is in the public interest that assessors should recognize and report
adverse effects of ‘negligible’ and ‘'minor’ Planning-significance.

4121 The needed ‘well-defined wvocabulary' has appeared in the only Government

recommendation {itself only in draft) to cover the issue of Planning-significance *:

EXAMPLE BOX: GENERIC SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA
Significance Criteria

Extreme These effects represent key factors in the decision-making process. They are
generally, but not exclusively associated with sites and features of national
importance and resources/features which are unique and which, if lost,
cannot be replaced or relocated.

Major These effects are likely to be important considerations at a regional or
district scale but, if adverse, are potential concerns to the project, depending
upon the relative importance attached to the issue during the decision

making process.

Mocdlerate These effects, if adverse, while important at a local scale, are not likely to be
key decision making issues. Nevertheless, the cumulative effect of such
issues may lead to an increase in the overall effects on a particular area or
on a particular resource.

Minor These effects may be raised as local issues but are unlikely to be of
importance in the decision making process. Nevertheless, they are of
relevance in the detailed design of the project.

Negligible Effects which are beneath levels of perception, within normal bounds of
variation or within the margin of forecasting error.

4.122 The “substantial harm” of PP3S would certainly arise from “exireme adverse effects” in
the above tabulation; note that this includes “logs” of features of “national importance®.
Moving down the scale, "major adverse effects” are clearly “material harm®™ but note how
the table uses the phraze “at a regional or district scale®. It iz not likely that the DCLG
intended that we understand this to refer only to effects on features intringically of ‘only'
regional or district importance; there can surely be an effect that is a ‘local issus’ upon an

* DCLG June 2006. Environmental Impact Assessment A guide o good practice and procedures — a consulfation
paper Box on p.40.
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aspect of an asset that is itself (overall) of ‘national importance’. Indeed, because it is
reasonable to translate the concept of risk into the actual assessment of significance,
there can surely be aspects of nationally important assets which are only of local
heritage-significance.

4123 The tabulation then notes that “moderate” adverse effectzs “are not likely to be key
decizion making issues”. Here we are clearly geiting cloze to the lower threshold of
Planning-significant ‘harm’. However, we are wamed to check on the possibility of added
Planning-significance due to cumulative effects (both in the sense of inter-project effects
and the aggregate of effects from one project on a number of assets).

4.1.24 Finally, “minor” effectz “are unlikely to be of importance in the decigion making process”,
that is, Planning-gignificant ‘harm’ is unlikely *.

4.1.25 Using this approach, the requirementz of the P(LB&CA)A 1990 and of PPSS Policy 10.1
in respect of ‘preserving [or enhancingbetter revealing]' are satisfied in the terms of
'keeping from harm [or positively improving]' set out in Sowth Lakeland ¥

4128 Just like heritage-significance, harm stands to be azsessed and clearly explained.
4.1.27 Finally, in respect of setting, it is important to note that the Cultural Heritage and the

Landscape & Visual Planning topics may not be ‘merged’ or in any way confused, in
either policy or proper assessment parameters *

® Cf The Planning Inspectorate (KINGABY, J.C.) 2010. Inspector's Report APP/E2001/ANS2101421 Land morth of
Sober Hill Farm, Stoneknowle Hil, North Newbald, East Riding of Yorkshire Y043 475 (recommendation for approval
unEnEremereddammu’-dfarm EastRu:hng of Yorkshire), DCLG; in which it was iundﬂ'la:lthepmpnsed s
turbines, at a remowe of 1.1 km, would have “only 2 modest impacl” (paragraph 171) and would “nod have a
harmful effect” (paragraph 172} upon a CA with an LBI church; these effects were not therefore included in the
halanl:mg exercise by either the reporting Inspector or the Secretary of State (appeal allowed).

MMDCVWMMMH}E&WE[!WHZPN B7; South Lakeland Distrct Cowneil v

of Stafe for the Environment and Carlisle Diocesan Farsonages Board [1882) 2 AC. 141; [1BE2] 2 WLR

EEH [1882] 1 P.L.R. 143, HL.

® o R {on the application of Enerfrag (UK] Limited ) v Secrefary of State for Communities and Local Government &
Others ((Queen's Bench Dwision, Administrative Court, March 8 2008) [2008) EWHC 878 (Admin) in finding that the
Inspecior in the Guestwick case did not confuse CH and L&V, Patterson D uneguivocally upheld the proposition that
it was indeed necessary io draw that substantive and policy distinction in the first place.

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Cultural Heritage m

4.2 Cultural Heritage Features Potentially Affected

421 Inthe first instance, a search was made of the relevant records for all designated culttural
heritage features (Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas,
Registered Parks & Gardens, Registered Baitlefields *) with standing elements within
approximately 2 km of proposed turbine locations {zee Fig. 6.1); some non-designated
assets were also added (see the map appended to Appendix 6.4). Wider zones
{eventually out to beyond a 10 km radiug, cf. Fige. 6.1-6.3) were then added in steps, in
order fo consider any culiural heritage features of greater intrinzsic significance andior
vizual prominence. A more detailed specification of the process involved is et out in the
Scoping (Appendix 6.2). A descriptive database of relevant features appears in the
Gazetteer (Appendix 6.3) fo the present text.

4.3 Scheduled Monuments

431 The following Scheduled Monument lies within ¢.2.5-5 km of the centroid of the proposed
development.

Settlernent site 650 yards (B00 m) east of Holme House, Heckington (SM LI317 - TF
17912 45474)

432 There iz no available Mational Heritage List entry for this archaeological site (west of the
centroid of proposed development at 2.6 km). The HER enfry indicates a cropmark
palimpsest (hut circles, enclosures and a droveway) within 2 300 m by 260 m area; the
remains are sai fo be “prehistonc”, although, judging from form alone, it would appear
that Romano-British features could be included. Such cropmarks are common across the
fenland marging of Lincolnshire and beyond. The site (vigible looking west from the B
1395 Sidebar Lane or, from closer quariers, looking south from Littleworth Drowve)
comprizes arable fields, with no surface indication whatsoever. The significance of the
gite lies in its archasoclogical special interest, which will not be affected by the proposed
development.

* There are no Registered Parks & Gardens or Repistered Battlefields in the present catchment There are no
Conservation Areas within 2 km; a small number of more distant CAs {out fo 5-8 km) will be mentioned in conjunction
with their principal Listed Buildings.
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The following Scheduled Monuments lie beyond S km from the centroid of the proposed
development and were included in the assessment at the specific request of consultess.

Eemains of Medieval monas moated manor_house, fish and post-Medieval
garden, South Kyme (SM 22622 - TF 16896 49753}

The South Kyme group (northwest of the centroid of proposed development at 5.0 to 5.8
km) is dominantly a Medieval association; St Mary & All Saints Church is also part of this
azzet group and is discussed below in the Listed Building secfion of this text. The full
atatement of significance given by English Heritage in the Schedule text iz as follows:

The adjacent sifes of the Augusiinian priory and moafed manor house at South
Kyme represent confemporary and imferrelated feafures of the medieval
landscape. The remains of the priory include both earthworks surviving in good
condifion, and wvaluable, related buried deposis indicated by substantial
cropmarks visible from the air. The site preserves evidence of a long tradifion of
ecclesigsfical activity from the eary Anglo-Saxon period to the present and will
provide rare insights info the inferrelafed develppment of the monasfic site and
its adjoining secular cenfre fram the Anglo-Saxon fo the post-medieval penods.
The moated site itself is rare in including impressive confempaorary architectural
remains [Kyme Tower] surviving in good condifion. The monument also
preserves evidence of the relalionship between the medieval manor house and
its post-medieval successor, with formal gardens and other earthworks.

Thoze monastic earthworks (including the site of the Anglo-Saxon and monasiic
churches) north and northwest of the current church can be viewed by locking out from
the nothwestem comer of the churchyard (from which points the church itself screens all
views back southeastwards fowards the proposed development) or, at greater distance,
by looking northeastwards from the footpath along the River Slea. However, from no
angle are the earthworks any longer readily interpretable at the surface. The earthwrorks
immediately west of the church are better preserved (including the building platforms of
the pricry) but are still guite difficult to interpret; these are best viewed from the modem
causewayed lane immediately to their south. On the southem side of the lane, the
northem limb of the triangular moat iz clearly visible to the public, with the tower in the
centre of the space (otherwise delineated by trees beyond).

The current ‘manor house' (itzelf Listed at Grade Il for group value, Mo 192772), a C18
building with later {C19 and C20) modifications, is reasonably well screened in summer
by treesz, including =ome evergreens, although there will be a litile more outward visibility
in winter.
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Garden earthworks are immediately northeastwards of the cument ‘manor house’ and
may be glimpsed, but not cleary appreciated, locking southwestwards (from the lane) or
westwards (from the footpath).

The earthworks of the fishponds can just be seen from the footpaths fo their northeast
{where the frees in the southwestermn part of the village largely screen the view towards
the proposed development, even if one manages to ignore the attentions of any bullocks
pastured in this field; cf. L&V VPG for an open view of the turbines from further southeast
still) and south (on the far side of the River Slea). CH Viewpoint 1 (in Fig. 6.4} (from the
path just inside the churchyard) shows the expected scale of the distant turbines in views
across the southeastemn field in the Monument group.

The fortified tower, within the moated area, is the principal surviving architectural feature
of the Monument. It was built for Gilbert de Umfraville in the mid-C14; there were other
‘mancr house’ structures attached but these had been removed by ¢.1723. The square
tower is of coursed limestone ashlar, 4-storeys (totaling 23.5 m) high, with a square
projecting newel-stair turret at the southeast comer, nising slightly higher than the main
battlements. The first fioor (the floor itself) is intact but none of the ceilings, floors or roofs
above survives. This example iz the earliest of a seres of fortified towers built in this part
of Lincolnghire; it is the only one constructed of stone, the later ones (like Tattershall
Castle, The Tower on the Moor at Woodhall Spa, the Hussey Tower at Boston and
Fochford Tower at Skirbeck) all having been built of brick. The tower is thought fo be in
private leasehold; heritage granting has been to the Crown Estate, assumed to be the
landholder.

The turret seems to have a corbelled cap, suggesting that outward visibility would be
through the namow lancefs only. The proposed turbines would be seen in the distance
through the upper lancets; at this distance, there iz no need for a special visualisation, the
effect being entirely predictable from the ground-level visualisations from CH Viewpoints
1 & 2 (in Fig. 6.4). According to the English Heritage website, there is no longer (from
April 2011) public access; the Heritage Lincolnshire website (Dave Start) confims that
the tower is not normally accessible. However, the basement and first floor {only) were
opened to the public for the May Day Festival 2011.

Close views of the tower are available from the modern causewayed lane to itz north.
Much screening to the southeast is provided by the trees outside the moated area and on
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the far side of the River Slea, and by the current ‘mancr house', stables and the trees
{evergreens) beyond. The scale of the proposed turbines at this distance is such that,
even in winter, there will be no effect upon the tower (gee CH Viewpoint 2 in Fig. 6.4).
There is a good view of the tower from the west end of the church. Moving eastwards
along the footpath on the south side of the River Slea until the proposed turbines would
come into view left of Manor Farm, the tower stands more than S50° anticlockwize (i.e. not
in the same view), passing further east on the footpath, there are trees across the river
but there iz one good view of the tower, northwards from an imigation sluice. From further
away to the northwest, on Wood Lane {B 1395), the view back towards the tower if fully
screened (in all seasong) by the dense deciduous trees of Old Wood, which stand on a
glight rize; the tower is sfill blocked by Old Wood in the view from the churchyard of St
Luke's, Morth Kyme. The best long view northwards of the tower from the A 17 is to be
had from the vicinity of Garwick (on a line well west of the proposed turbines). A very
distant glimpse of the tower is possible from just south of Cattle Holme Farm (on Brown's
Drove, east of the proposal site), at an angle that it will lie within the width of the
proposed turbine group.

The South Kyme group iz a nationally important Scheduled Monument. The principal
views of the detailz of nearly all the constituent partz will be fully screened from the
effects of the proposed development; only the fishponds in the southeast (themselves not
well expozed from points of public access) could be viewed with some of the proposed
turbines S km in the background. The tower is completely protected in closer ground-
level views and the best medium-range views are from the footpath from the west. The
fact that the distant turbines will be visible above intervening trees through the upper
lancetz of the furret (not accezsible to the public) will have little effect upon the setting of
the Monument. The fower can be located against the horizon in long distance inward
views from most directions; even in the relatively small arc from behind” the proposed
development (2.g. from Brown's Drove), the ability to recognise the tower (through the
permeable turbine group) will not b2 diminished. | is considered that the special interest
of the South Kyme Scheduled Monument, including the visual dominance of the tower
over a considerable area, will be affected at no more than low magnitude.

Village Cross. Morth K SM 22632 - TF 15164 5266

The C14 market cross (norihwest of the centroid of proposed development at 9.5 km) is
located at & road junction in the village centre. In respect of significance, English
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Heritage note that thiz cross is believed fo stand in or near its original position, and that it
has continued in use as a public monurment and amenity from the Medieval pericd to the
present. The cross ig also a Grade |l Listed Building (Mo.192768). All long views fo the
southeast are fully screened by the built form within the village; the Momument will not be
affected by the proposed development.

Butter Cross, Tattershall (SM 22633 - TE 17912 45474)

The C15 cross (north of the centroid of proposed development at 13.4 km) stands in the
former market-place in the village centre (the itzelf name suggests a mesting place for

butter-sellers, thus implying a market cross); group value is noted, presumably in respect

of the quality buildings around the market-place. In regpect of significance, English
Heritage note that this cross, with carved shaft and knob, is believed to stand in or near
its original position, and that, despite the partially restored fabric, it has continued in use
as a public monument and amenity from the Medieval period to the present. The cross is
also a Grade | Listed Building (Mo.400470). All long views to the southeast are fully
screened by the built form within the village; the Monument will not be affected by the
proposed developrment.

The C15 cross (west of the centroid of proposed development at 7.0 km) stands some 4
m from the southwest porch of the church, with which is hag group value. In respect of
gignificance, Englizh Heritage note that this cross, with carved shaft, is believed to stand
in or near ifs original position, and that it has continued in use as a public monument and
amenity from the Medieval period to the present. Thig is alzo a Grade II* Lizted Building
{(Mo.192557). Al long views to the east are fully screened at all seasons by a
considerable depth of frees within the eastern side of the village; the Monument will not
be affected by the proposed development.

Butter Cross, Swineshead (SM 2666 - TF 23738 40250)

Thiz C14 cross base (southeast of the centroid of proposed development at 6.3 km,
within Swineshead Conservation Area) stands c.5 m eastnorheast of the modern war
memarnal. The name suggests a meeting place for butter-sellers (thus, implying a market

cross), in the village square. In respect of significance, although the remaining stonework
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iz not prominent and can only be appreciated at very close range (a few metres), English
Heritage state that the feature has remained in use as a public monument and amenity
from the Medieval pericd to the present. This (and the C18 stocks adjacent, which are
not within the SM) is also a Grade |l Listed Building (Mo 408240). The cross base is fully
screened in the direction of the proposed development by a congiderable depth of built
form within the northern part of the village; it will not be affected.

Stump Cross, Swineshead (SM 22667 - TE 23934 357 16)

The socketed shaft of thiz C14 cross (southeast of the centroid of proposed development
at 6.4 km) stands within a modem concrete sumound at a road junction, thought fo be the
site of a market. In respect of significance, English Heritage note that the cross has
continued in use az a public monument and amenity from the Medieval period to the
prezent. This is also a Grade |l Listed Building (Mo 408245). There is a fence on the
northem and northwestern sides of the Monument, with a full screen of modern housing
immediately behind, in the direction of the propozed development; the Monument will not
be affected.

The C14 cross stump (westzouthwest of the centroid of proposed development at 6.4 km)
stands on the south side of the church, with which it has group value. In respect of
significance, Englizh Heritage note that it has confinued in use as a public monument and
amenity from the Medieval period to the present. This is alzo a Grade Il Listed Building
(M. 192599). The Monument iz fully screened in the direction of the proposed
development and will not be affected.

Tattershall Castle & College, Tattershall (SM 22720 - TF 21162 57515

The Tattershall complex (north of the centroid of proposed development at 13 km)
comprise a large group of Medieval structures most of which are also Listed Buildings.

The wvarious elementz of the Monument are screened from views from the north and
northeast by trees; they are also on slightly raised ground, so that features on the distant
horizon are lost from view. The college iz wholly represented by buried remains and
even the nearby ruins of the Medieval grammar school are wholly screened. K is
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therefore the castle, with its tower, which i relevant fo the conzideration of effects at
such a distance. The full staterment of significance given by Englizh Heritage in the
Schedule text is as follows:

Tattershall Castle is a rare example of a medieval fortified house which partly
incorporates the remains of an earlier enclosure casfle. It is associated with an
individual of high status at cowt and therefore bears some similanties in form
and archifectural siyle to confemporary royal residences, anticipating the
development of the courtly "prodigy’ houses of the late Elizabethan and early
Jacobean periods. The Greal Tower and other sfanding buildings survive in
good condition, and their infegrity as part of an important historical site has
been enhanced by careful restoration in the early parf of this cenfury. As a
result of part archaeological excavafion, the remains of both the castle and the
college are quite well understood and demonstrate a high level of survival for
below ground remains while the majonity of deposits have been leff infact.

[-1]

The high level of survival of the remains of both the casfle and college af
Tattershall, fogether with associafed features such as fishponds, will preserve
valuable evidence for the way in which these unique instifufions functioned in a
particular social, cultural and economic seffing. In addifion, as a resulf of the
presentation of the castle as a monument open fo the public, and its posifion
adjacent fo an important medieval church, the site serves as an important
recreafional and educational resource.

Within the Castle grounds (a Mational Trust property, fully open to the public) all the
earthworks and lower structures will be fully screen by repeated bands of frees to the
gouth in all zeazons. From the Great Tower (tower house) itzelf, there will be no views to
the proposed turbines from the undereroft, ground or first or floors; the audience chamber
on the second floor is blind fo the south. There will be a view from a single southem
window (leaded, grimy) in the private chamberz on the thind floor. From the main
battlements at just under 30 m above ground level {and from the underying gallery),
given conditions of good visibility, it is possible to make out the distant Boston Stump,
Swineghead Church, Heckington Church and South Kyme Tower, although differentiation
from electricity pylons becomes very difficult with even a low level of haze. The existing
turbines at Bicker appear cn the far horizon within approximately the same sector as
would the proposed Heckington Fen turbines, as shown in L&Y VP20, The slightly higher
view from the batflements at the fop of the comer furrets (mot open to the public) would
not be materially different at this distance.

The view from the Great Tower is wholly panoramic. Even in good visibility, the

considerable distance involved will mean that the proposed furbines would cccupy a very
narrow angle and would appear at very small scale. K is considered that the special
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interest of the nationally important Tattershall group, including the visual dominance of
the tower over a considerable area, will be affected at no more than low magnitude.

Remaing of a mofie and bailey castle in Manwar Ings, Swineshead (SM 22744 - TF
24326 40978)

The Medieval earthworks (southeast of the centroid of proposed development at 6 km)
stand in fields to the northeast of Swineshead. The full statement of significance given by
English Heritage in the Schedule text is as follows:

The remains of the motffe and bailey castle af The Manwar ings survive well as
a seres of substantial earthworks. They are rare in representing one of very
few medieval monumenis fo have survived in an area of infensive modern

cultivation. Upstanding earfhworks and underlying archaeological deposiis,
inciwding earier ground surfaces, will preserve valuable evidence for domestic
and economic acfivity on the sife both during the castle's occupalion and
before. As & result of documentary research the importance of the casfle in the
medieval period is quite well undersfood. The association between this site
and that of Swineshead Abbey, nearby, provides valuable information about the
way in which the two high-sfafus establishments inferrelated as confemporary
components of the wider medieval landscape.

The outline of the Monument is largely masked by the trees and bushes which cover
much of the earthworks, so that the latter are not prominent in longer views (cf. L&V
Viewpoint 10) or even in the cloger approach along the foolpath on the southsoutheast
side. The buwilt form in the village (Morth End) stands along the immediate horizon; this
includes Swineshead Mill (LBII, Mo.408244, TF 22524 41450), an 15821 tower mill, which
the HER notes is being fully restored by a windmill enthusiast. The earthworks of the
bailey survive well (although the motie itzelf is now rather low) and are best appreciated
looking east or southeast from the close footpath. I may be noted that the existing
turbines at Bicker are visible to the southwest (across the nursery greenhouses) in the
approach along the footpath from the north. The traces of the causeway leading to the
Abbey (zee below) are not visible at the surface.

The Monument no longer receives any particular contribution from itz greatly changed,
modem surrcundings. Longer views from the southeast will include the distant turbines
{over housing) but in closer views, the turbines will not dominate or defract from
appreciation of the earthworks. It iz conzidered that the special interest of the nationally
important Manwar Ings earthworks (taking info account the historical association with the
nearby abbey) will be affected at no more than low magnitude.
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Swineshead Abbey, Swineshead (SM 23747 - TF 24888 40684}

The remaing of the abbey (zoutheast of the centroid of propozed development at 6.6 km)
stand within the grounds of the cumrent Abbey Farm. The full statement of significance
given by English Heritage in the Schedule text is as follows:

The remains of Swineshead Abbey survive well as a series of buried remains
and earthwork features. The depth of accumulated archaeological deposits in
the northermn part of the monument, and the subsiantial earthworks in the
southern part of the monument, indicate thal buried strucfural and arfefactual
remains will survive largely infact. Walerlogging in parts of the sife wil also
preserve organic materals such as wood and cloth, which will provide valuablie
iformation abouwt the construction of fimber buildings on the site and about
economic, domestic and religiovs activity. Associated with the only sunviving
fragment of @ once-exfensive system of medieval dylings, the monument also
preserves evidence for the way in which the abbey funclioned as an economic
unit in the wider medieval landscape.

Dylings (or darands) are long strips of land, delimited by wide drainage ditches, giving
cultivation units roughly equivalent to the 'broad rig’ ridge & fumow normally found on
better drained land; however, the wider pattern was different, the individual units often
being grouped in oblique sets, giving onto master drains. In the case of Swineshead
Abbey, relatively short lengths of 2-3 strips survive in the southeastern comer of
{uncultivated) grounds around the Farm, although it iz clear from overhead imagery of the
surmounding arable fields that the system would have extended very much further in the
Medieval period.

A very strong hedge (with frees) delimits the southern boundary of the present enclosure
around the grounds of Abbey Farm, and there are further hedges along the arable field
boundaries eastwards, such that there are no views acrosz the Monmument from
Fenhouses Lane. There are mature trees all along the western and northwestem
boundaries of the enclosure, such that there are no views outwards towards the proposed
development {or inward from the A 17). There are also individual trees and hedges
inside the enclosure (for example, around the ponds), such that, even within the interior,
the earthworks can only be appreciated from close quarters. There is no public access to
the Monument. The archasological extensions of the dylings and cauzeway into the
arable fields around the Monument cannot be appreciated at the surface.

The Monument no longer receives any particular contribution from its greatly changed,
modem surrcundings. It is considered that the special interest of the nationally important
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remains of Swineshead Abbey (taking into account the historical association with the
nearby motte & bailey castle) will be unaffected by the proposed development.

Listed Buildings

The following Listed Building lies within ¢2 km of the cenfroid of the proposed
development.

Church of 5t John The Baptist, Claydike Bank (west side}, Amber Hill (LB [| Mo 192067 —

TF 21896 47348)

The Church of St John the Baptist (northeast of the centroid of proposed development at
2.1 km, 1.27 km from the nearest turbing) was built 1867 by Edward Browning *?, in Neo-
Morman style *'. There is a belfry but no tower, o that the building is not prominent (the
only significant medium-range unobstructed views being from the west, e.g. from Mill
Green Farm, since there is relatively strong hedging, with some frees, along the northem
and eastern boundariez of the churchyard). Conversion haz been sympathetic to the
exterior of the building (now known as "The Old Church™), only the second, false, ‘belfry’
{capping the chimney) signalling the residential use.

Amber Hill became an increasingly prosperous agricultural area in the C19, atfracting
such a population that, in 1880, it was separated from surrcunding areas of Holland Fen
as a new civil parish. However, the parizsh has seen a population drop, from 607 in 1881,
to 529 in 1911, to 269 in recent years. The post office, shop and six public houses (one,
the Windmill Inn) have cloged and, in 2010, the primary school. The Methodist chapel
has also been converted to residential use. This history, tightly bound to the rize and fall
of the need for agricultural labour, explaing both the church's establishment and its
subsequent redundancy.

The church was made redundant as a place of worship in 1995 and an .50 scheme **
authorized residential use in 1999, At that time, the Church Commizsioners retained the
majority of the graveyard, although the exact boundary may since have changed through

* Browning (1816-1882) was a Stamford architect (RIBA Associate), responsible for several churches and chapels in
the region, e.g. All Saints, Fosdyke, as well as restoration and refurnishing of many more; he also designed houses

and

1 That is, broadly reminiscent of the Romanesque rather than the Gothic.
“ Pastoral Measure 1853 {as amended).
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covenant with the new private owner{s} of the building itzelf, there does not appear to be
a Churchyard Management Plan in place. Interments have taken place since the
redundancy and there are still both rezerved and vacant burial plots within the graveyard
#  There is therefore normal permissive public access fo much of the area around the
former church building, although there iz no signage to that effect. Physical conversion of
the building to domestic use had started by 2001.

There is cumrently a largely open prospect towards the proposal site from many points
within the churchyard (and from the southwest porch, still used as the main residential
access), although the bushes and frees near the southwestern comner of the graveyard
will divide the proposed turbine group in two from many angles. A line of evergreens (an
ornamental cypress) has been planted recently along the western boundary but the likely
growth height iz not yet clear. The existing furbines at Bicker are diztant but clear. A
typical view iz llustrated in CH Viewpoint 4 (in Fig. 6.4); thiz shows the south side of the
former church and one set of graves (there are octhers north of the church building). The
gpire of Heckington Church is just vigible (on a line marginally within the northwestemn
comer of the proposed turbine group) but it appears lower than the electricity pylons
{passing northeast of Heckington) and is difficult to distinguish from several tall
intervening poplars of similar apparent scale.

The situation at this site is rather unusual. When a Listed Building looses its historical
function, it would normally be considered that itz setting is reduced to the immediate
vicinity from which its architecture can sfill be appreciated **. However, in the present
case, the graveyard remains consecrated and active. Whilst, in the understanding of the
present assessors, land within the curiilage of a Listed Building iz not itself Listed,
structures pre-dating 1948 ‘affixed to the land’ within that curtilage are Listed. The older
grave siructures (“ancillary™ to the former church and still standing within an area which
retaing iz higtorical function) would thug appear to remain protected, granted only that the
curmently separate ownership between graveyard and former church does not intervene.
The latter proviso iz a matter of law but the present agsessors (in their lay underztanding)
believe that the separated cwnership would not likely be found to outweigh the historical
association. Thus it would seem appropriate to consider the setting of the funclicnal
graveyard ag part of a Grade |l Listed group.

43 W aith Halliday (pers.comm. 23rd. May 2011), Secretary to the Lincoln Discesan Advisory Commitiee.
* This is the argument usually put by English Heritage in the case, for example, of domestic conversions of
agriculiural buldings.
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447 The graveyard itself iz judged to be of local significance, principally for its historical
({rather than architectural) interest, as the included markers and fixtures are of appropriate
but entirely normal design. The propoged fturbines will not interfere with the
understanding or appreciation of the graveyard per se but they could not be taken fo be
sympathetic fo that function. On the other hand, thiz haz always been a working
landscape and, in the last century, there would still have been pumping windmillz in this
very same view. On balance *°, it is considered that the special interest of the graveyard
of the former 5t John's Church {gubzuming any wider setting interest the converied
church building itself might retain) will be affected at medium magnitude.

448 The 2-5 km band arcund the centroid of the proposed development has been considered
but contains no assets. However, the following Listed Buildings lie just beyond this radius

and will therefore be at ¢.5 km from the nearest turbine.

Kyme Tower, Church Lane, South Kyme (LB | Mo 152771 — TF 16858 456322)

440 The Tower iz alzo part of a Scheduled Monument (SM 22622 Remaing of a Medieval
monastery, moated manor house, fishponds and post-Medieval garden) and is discussed
in the relevant section above.

4410 South Kyme Church (northwest of the cenfroid of proposed development at 5.5 km}
incorporates fraces of the former Augustinian Priory founded before 1196 but was mosthy
rebuilt in the C14, with early C19 restoration, before it was largely rebuilt in 1890 by
Charles Hodgson Fowler (1840-1910, a nationally renowned architect, F3A and
subsequently FRIBA, more respected for hiz sympathetic restorations of churchesz than
for his new buildings). This parish church has a belleote but no tower, =o that it is not
prominent in the wider l[andscape. The church iz usually locked, although the keys are
available from the Old Rectory on Church Lane. The churchyard iz reasonably tidy, with

* And taking into account the reasoning in: The Planning Inspectorate (LAVENDER, D) 2008. Appeal Decision
APP/LIMANANSE2084443 Land around Busseys Loke, Hempnall, Norwich, Norfolk (dismissed, Hempnall Wind Farm,
South Morfolk District), DCLG: *18. [...] The presence of all seven turbines in the main cutward view from the second
graveyard extension [of a Grade | Listed Church] (the one in most current use) may be found by some, especially
those seeking solace in quiet conternplation after bereavement. to be unduly disturbing. | have some sympathy with
that view, but with the nearest turbine at 0.8 km distance and the others progressively further away, | do not consider
ther impact to be so unavoidably pervasive as to warmrant finding that the proposal would be unacceptable for that
reason alone.”

4410
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some modem and tended graves. The significance of the Listed Building is compounded
by its close association with the surrounding Medieval Scheduled Monument {including
Kyme Tower, s above).

There are open views to the west and north from the churchyard. There is a good screen
of mature deciduous frees to the south and southeast, both bordering the churchyard and
on the far side of the lane; these will provide full protection in summer and at least
strongly fiter any views of turbines in winter. However, there will be views to the
southeast under the tree canopy from the point on the path just as one leaves the
churchyard (see CH Viewpoint 1 in Fig. 6.4); distant turbines will be visible at an apparent
scale not exceeding the felegraph poles cloze fo South Kyme and will not be intrusive. It
is considered that the special interest of St Mary & All Saints Church will be affected at no
more than low magnifude.

Thiz building {northeast of the centroid of proposed development at 5.2 km) has been
included in the assessment as a precautionary measure. The former chapel of ease was
built in 1812 to serve the inhabitantz of the new settlements formed by the drainage Act
of 1767 A chancel was added in 1880 but the building does not seem to have become a
parizh church (separate from Algakirk) until 1924. The handsome brick building, set well
back east of the road {Morth Forly Foot Bank), has no tower, although there is a cupola.
The churchyard iz currently rather overgrown but the mature yews provide good close
screening. Further towards the proposed development site, the Parish Hall, housing
along the east side of the road and the pines at the junction with Parson’s Drove block all
long views. The church will not be affected by the proposed development.

The following Lizsted Buildings lie well beyond S km from the ceniroid of the proposed
development and were included in the assessment at the specific request of consultees.

Anwick Church (westnorthwest of the centroid of proposed development at 10.7 km) has
a tower and spire. It was constructed in the late C13 to C14, with a number of C19 and
C20 restoration phases (generally restored in 1859, chancel restored in 1900, spire
repaired after a lightning strike in 1906, south aisle restored in 1915, nave re-roofed in
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1916). The church is accessed through the southwest porch, which has an adjacent
cross base. The churchyard is acfive and tidy, with well tended graves and a garden of
remembrance. The yard iz fully screened in the southeasterly and eastsoutheastery
directions by built form and trees (including evergreens) (cf. L&Y VP14 for an open view
towards the proposed furbines from the southeastemn side of the village). From the north
{including from within the northerm graveyard extension across the road), views in the
direction of the proposed development are screened by the church itzelf. The church will
not be affected by the proposed development.

Aszgarby Church (west of the ceniroid of proposed development at 9.4 km), although
relatively amaill, has a substantial tower and tall spire. It was constructed in the C13 and
early C14, with C15 additions, and was restored in 1870. The locked church appears
disused from the outside; through windows, it can be seen that there are covers over the
pews and congsiderable accumulations of bird/bat droppings. However, the benefice of
the Heckington Group is still advertizing occasional services. A relatively steep 10 m nse
immediately to the east of the church protects the close setting. It is possible that, from
c.1.5 km further west on the A 17, distant turbines may appear briefly in the same view as
the church spire. From the bridge over the A 17 near Kirkby La Thorpe, the church will
be wvisible just right of the very distant proposal site (cf. L&Y VP 158) but the spire will
eagily maintain its visual dominance. In the other direction, the gpire can just be spotted
on the horizon from Brown's Drove but on a line well south of the proposed turbines. A
longer glimpse of the spire (2till on a line south of the proposed turbines) can be had from
Claydike Bank af the comer with Ullyatts Drove. Any effects upon the church from the
proposed development will be at low magnitude at most.

Church of St Oswald arby & Howell (LB II* Mo 192556 — TF 13507 46256

Thiz building {west of the centroid of propozed development at 7 km) is a small parish
church in the village of Howell. It incorporates C12, C13, C14, C15 and C16 fabrc,
restored in 1870. There is a double belfry but no tower, so that the building is not
prominent. This is an attractive church, one of the few permanently open to the public in
this area. The churchyard is tidy overall and has some welltended recent graves. Yews
on the east produce a close screen to the approach path to the southwestern porch.
There are farm buildings immediately adjacent to the church to the north. Further sast,

5a
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there are many ‘layers” of frees (some evergreen), including those east of the main road;
indeed, the village in general iz very well screened by frees and hedgerows on itz eastern
gide. The church will not be affected by the proposed development.

Church of St Andrew, Church Lane {north side), Ewerby & Evedon (LB | No. 192565 — TF
12166 47277)

Ewerby Church (westnorthwest of the centroid of proposed development at 9 km) has
construction phases from the C12, C14, C15, and 1702; the zpire of the tower was
repaired in 1810 and 1908, and the whole church was restored and a vestry added in
1890-3. The building is nomally locked. The churchyard has not been well maintained
at the times of survey (a tower spotlight was illuminated in the middle of the day). There
are mature yews all around the east end of the churchyard, with farm buildings beyond
and additional trees yet further east (cf. L&Y VP 12 for an open view towards the
propoged turbines from the southem end of the village). There iz a lychgate, flanked by
yews, at the west entrance to the churchyard, and a small green with a cross stump
further west still.  There are a variety of quality buildings close to the church and in the
southern part of the village; northwards, there is mostly recent housing. There are no
long views of the church eastwards from the village. The church will not be affected by
the proposed development.

Great Hale Church (southwest of the centroid of proposed development at 6.3 km) has
construction phasges from the C11, C13, C14 and C17; it was restored in 1896-7 by
Charles Hodgson Fowler {cf. St Mary & All Saints, South Kyme, above). There iz a west
tower, which is less prominent than the spired fowers of many neighbouring churches.
The building iz normally locked. Mo modern buriale were noted. In the approach from the
south, the church is screened by housing along the east side of the B 1394 (Little Hale
Road). The built form on the north side of Church Street provides full screening as one
passes along the path through the churchyard to the west end or as one exits fo the
northwestern gate; the southwest porch and southem side are screened by the church
iteelf. There iz ancther house immediately east of the church which screens the
sputheastern path, assisted by trees beyond. The church will not be affected by the
proposed development.
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Church of 5t Andrew., Church Street (east side), Heckington (LB | Mo.192538 — TF 14293
44120

Heckington Church (westzouthwest of the centroid of proposed development at 6.4 km)
was built in ¢. 1307 with addition in the later C14; it was restored in 1867 by Charles Kirk
(1826-1902) & Parry of Sleaford and in 1887-8 by James Fowler of Louth (1828-92), both
firma well known for work in Lincolnghire and beyond. The west tower has a spire. The
church is of very high quality, even by the standards of this region, with much Medieval
detail, inside and out. The nave was commissioned by Henry de Beaumont, Earl of
Buchan, and the chancel by Richard de Potesgrave, chaplain to both Edward 1l and
Edward lll and rector of Heckington in 1309, both persons of royal patronage above and
beyond the ‘average’ wealth of local landowners at the time. The church stand at the
heart of Heckington Vilage Conzervation Area, which itzelf encompasses the historic
core of the village as a whole. The characteristics picked out as fypical in the
Conszervation Area summary {with, surprigingly, no explicit mention of the church) are as
follows:

Heckington Village — August 1975

Heckington Village Conservation Area has an areas of 24.9 hectares, and
covers central and easfern parts of the village around High Street, Church
Streef, Eastgafe, Cameron Sitreef and Cowgafe. In many parts of the
Conservation Area, bulldings are located af or near the pavement’s edge,
giving & sirong sense of definifion fo the sfreef and, even where buildings are
set back, walls, railings and hedges offen continue this definiion and
enclosure. Buildings are generally 2 sforey in height and are predominantly
built in red brick, with slafe or pantile roofs. Roof ridge lines generally run
parallel fo the street, and gable end treatmenis are typically plain or parapetied.
Windows are verlical in their proporfions and dormer windows, where used, are
small in scale. The Conservalion Area contains a number of fraditional shop
fronts which coniribute significantly to its character, and throughout, trees
contribute much fo the overall charactfer and appearance of the Area.

The zouthem side of the church, including the southwest porch, iz self-screening. The
churchyard iz in good condition and wvery fidy, including the well tended garden of
remembrance at the east end. There is sirong scresning by trees within the churchyard,
including yews at the east end. There are alzo some evergreens amongst the frees in
the garden of the large house immediately to the east. The fight built form of the village
stands beyond the churchiyard. It iz unlikely that there will be medium range views of the
church from within the village which will include the proposed turbines. From a point
westsouthwest of the village, on the Burton Road as it fums southwards just west of
Easting 13, the proposed turbines might show just to the right of (and well below) the

4420
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church spire. Further west, on the rize (above 15 m AOD) in the Asgarby Road just north
of Northing 43, views eastwards are mostly blocked by high and dense hedging but there
are a few gaps (field entrances) through which the proposed turbines might appear in the
far distance, to the right of the spire. From the bridge over the A 17 near Kirkby La
Thorpe, the spire iz visible along the line of the main road, well to the right of the propozal
gite (¢f. L&Y VP 19). In the reverse direction, a longer glimpse of the spire (on a line well
south of the proposed turkines) can be had from Claydike Bank at the corner with Ullyatts
Drove. Further north, at the comer with Chapel Lane, the spire iz again visible, on a line
very close to the southern edge of the proposed turbine grouping. Further north still (after
a long section of screening hedge), at the bridge eastwards to Mob’s Eye, the spire i just
vigible {on a line within the proposed furbine group) but it appears lower than the
electricity pylons (passing northeast of Heckington). The spire will be similarly visible {on
a line just within the northwestern corner of the proposed turbine group) from the
churchyard of the former John the Baptist Church (2ee above). The apire will also be
vigible as a minor feature on the horizon looking southwestwards, on a line west of the
turkine group {(and thug outside the view, further to the right, in L&Y VYP1), from the high
point in the lane leading to Mill Green Farm. The existing Bicker turbines are wvisible
bracketing the church spire (but still well below it) from the lane just past Boughton, on
the way to Howell. Any effects upon the St Andrew's Church from the proposed
development will be at low magnitude.

The large tower mill (westsouthwest of the centroid of proposed development at 6.3 km)
was consfructed in 1830, repaired in 1890 by John Pocklington and again over the last
decade. The Listing text states that the mill was designed by Michael Ingeldew (although
other documents credit Edward Ingledew, miltwright and ironfounder of Gainsborough
and Bourne). This is the only B-sailed windmill extant in England (although it was
originally built with only 5 sails). The Listing text states that the “"substantial power
generated by the 8 =ailz enabled the mill to drive S pairs of stones as well az ancillary
machines such as a corn dressed, sack hoist and feed mixzer as well as an adjacent
woodworking shop®™. The mill stands within Heckington Station Conservation Area; the
characterizstics picked out as typical in the Conservation Area summary are as follows:

Heckington Stafion — January 1979

Heckington Station Conservafion Area has an area of 1.2 hecfares, and covers
& group of dwellings and commercial buwildings grouped arownd the point at
which the railway crosses Station Road/Hale Road. Buildings vary in height

&1
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from 1 fo 3 sforey, the majorfy have a commercialrailway character, and ail
are built in red brick, with slafe roofs. The area fo the south of the lewvel
crossing is dominated by a windmill and ifs yard and single-sforey outbuildings,
and generally has an enclosed and strongly commercial character, with non-
domestic buildings located at the pavement edge. In confrast, buildings to the
narth are slightly set back fram the highway edge, and the greater presence of
domestic buildings, trees, hedges and grass verges confributes fo a soffer and
more open character.

4420 The mil iz being fully restored fo working order by Lincolnshire County Council, the

441

Friends of Heckington Windmill and the Heckington Village Trust. It is open to the public
on days during the weekend throughout the year and all week in high summer, with the
upper floors organised as a museum centred on the miling gear **. There are close
views from all around the windmill base but no public access fo medium distance points
to the westsouthwest. In the reverse direction, from Claydike Bank, at the comer with
Chapel Lane, the windmill iz visible, on a line just south of the proposed turbines. The
existing Bicker turbines are visible clozsely flanking the windmill {the similar apparent scale
creating visual confusion) from the lane just past Boughton, on the way to Howell. Any
effects upon the mill from the proposed development will be at low magnitude at most.

Manor Farmhouse, The Green (east side), Helpringham (LB II* No.192615 — TF 14007
40730)

The building {southwest of the cenfroid of proposed development at 8.7 km) stands
towards the scuthern comer of the village green (at the east end of High Street), within
Helpringham Conservation Area. This iz a late C17 house, with some C15 elements at
the rear, altered in the C19. It has been unoccupied (boarded-up) for geveral years and
is now bordering on the derelict. Although it is now obviously at risk ¥, the house sfill
contributes significantly to the village core and shows many of the characteristics picked
out as typical in the Conservation Area summary:

Helpringham — December 1977

Helpringham Conservalion Area has an area of 9.6 hectares, and covers
central parts of the vilage around High Sireet and George Streef. Buildings are
predominantly 2 storey and builf in orangefred or brown'fred brick, and the
majority are sifuated on or near the edge of the street. Buildings around The
Green are colour-washed in crisp, warm colours. Roofs are pifched, covered in
slate or clay pantiles, and gable ends have piain verges. Chimney stacks are
important in giving inferest fo the roofscape, and windows have a distinct

L]

ki o i |
*T The house was ncluded as a Grade A risk in the 2010 English Heritage Repister (East Midlands), even after some

grant aid had been provided to deal with severe structural problems in the oldest parts; the “wery bad™ condition noted
in 2010 has not obwiously improved.

4422
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verfical emphasis. Trees add ffe and inferest lo many parfs of the
Conservation Area.
In rezpect of the proposed development, Manor Farmhouse is langely self-screening, with
additional buildings and evergreen trees beyond; it will not be affected. In passing, one
may note that in the view, just south of eastwards, over the gate to the north of the house
acrozs the fammyard, the existing Bicker turbines are visible to below hub-height.

Church of St Andrew. High Street (south side), Helpr
40749)

LB | No.192618 — TF 13875

Helpringham Church {southwest of the centroid of proposed development at 8.8 km) has
consiruction phases from ¢ 1200, the late C13, C14 and C17; it was restored in 1891.
There iz a tower with a spire. It stands within Helpringham Conzervation Area, although
it is not mentioned in the CA summary {see above). The church is nomally locked.
From southemn parits of the churchyard, including the approach to the southwest porch,
the church iz self-zcreening. To the north, there are evergreen trees and built form on the
far side of High Sireet (and along Vicarage Lane beyond), in the direction of the proposal
site (cf. L&V VP13 for an open view from northeast of the village). The more recent
cemetery on the north zide of High Sireet has holly, yews and cypress and there are
gardens with additional evergreens beyond. On the B 13594 fo the south, the Swaton
Road Bridge over the milway provides a potential vantage point but the 2 m built side-
screens resirict the view; large evergreens block most of the visibility of the church spire.
In the reverse direction, from Claydike Bank, at the comer with Chapel Lane, the spire is
vigible, on a line zouth of the proposed turbines. The spire will be visible az a minor
fealure (amongst electricity pylons) on the horizon locking southwestwards, on a line
west of the turbine group, from the high point in the lane leading to Mill Green Farm. The
chureh will not be affected by the propozed development.

Thiz building {north of the centroid of propesed development at 13.3 km) was formerdy a
college (founded by Ralph, Lord Crommwell, c.1440, and attended by Thomas), later
converted to a brewery and stores, is now a historic ruin, restored and opened to public
vigit in the late C20. It iz part of the Tattershall Medieval group (dizcussed above in the
context of the Scheduled Monument).
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Tattershall Castie, Sleaford Road (south side), Tattershall (LB | Mo 400478 — TF 21056
57544

The current “Castle” (tower house) (north of the centroid of proposed development at 13
k) was built in ¢.1440 on the site of the 1231 castle. It iz part of the Tattershall Medieval
group {discussed above in the context of the Scheduled Monumenit).

Ticket Office & Shop, Tattershall Castle (LB | No. 400475 — TF 21140 57552}

The former brick guard house, now a ticket office and shop, was built ¢.1440. It iz part of
the Tatterzhall Medieval group (discussed above in the context of the Scheduled

Monument).

The foctings for a former kitchen were built in c.1440. They are part of the Tattershall
Medieval group (discussed above in the context of the Scheduled Monument).

The round tower bases of the original castle were built in ¢.1230. They are part of the
Tattershall Medieval group (discussed above in the context of the Scheduled Monument).

Tattershall Castle moat walls,Tattershall (LB | No 400482 — TF 21104 57512)

The moat walls, around the entire circumference of the Castle, date from c.1440. They
are part of the Tattershall Medieval group (discuzsed above in the context of the
Scheduled Monument).

Tattershall Castle Stable Ruins. Tattershall (LB | No 400483 — TF 21018 57562)

The ruing, reputedly a stable block, were built in ¢.1440. They are part of the Tattershall
Medieval group {discussed above in the context of the Scheduled Monument).

4.4.30

443

oaQ

Church of Holy Trnity. Tattershall (LB | Mo 400485 — TF 21210 S7584)

Tattershall Church (north of the centroid of proposed development at 13.2 km) was built
in 1440-1500 at the instruction of Ralph, Lord Cromwell, following a license in 1435 from
King Henry 'l fo convert a Norman parizh church into & Collegiate Church, completed by
Williamn of Waynflete. The building is thus closely associated with Tatiershall Castle
{dizcussed above in the context of the Scheduled Monument). The college was
demolished in 1545, Maost of the original glags in the church was removed to Stamford in
1754. The church, including its west tower, was restored in 1853-97. To the south, the
churchyard has yews, walling and then more distant trees in the Leisure Park beyond.
Even the southern graveyard extension still haz a very good and deep tree screen
southwards, in all seasons. The principal entrance to the church is through the porch on
the northwest (all other enfrances being closed), such that, in the normal approaches, the
church is largely self-zcreening with respect to southward views. The building is
screened from longer views from the north and northeast by trees and built form; it is also
on slightly raised ground, 2o that even quite cloze features beyond are logt from view
along the approaches. The raised banks and bridging along the River Bain are not high
enough fo extend the view significantly southwards. The church will not be affected by
the proposed development.

Swineshead Church (southeast of the centroid of propozed development at 6.4 km) has
construction phases in c.1300, the early C14, the late C14, C15 and 1767, the chancel
was rebuilt in 1848 by Stephen Lavin. There is a tower with a spire. The church stands
within Swineshead Conzervation Area, which iz tightly drawn around the village core; the
CA Appraizal includes the following relevant details:

31 [...] The sefflement is of a linear nature, with a clearly defined central
ares dominated by the medieval parish church. [..]

7.1 The Church dominafes all approaches fo the village with ifs unusual
small spire placed on the top of a much larger fower. [..]

81 Swinesheads most prominent building is 5t. Mary's Parish church,
which can be seen from all enfrances fo the conservation area.

82 Al views into the conservalion area feature St Mary's Parish Church.

Views from Abbey Road highlight both the Church and the extensive greenery
found within the conservation area. From South Street the consfruction site
currently features heavily, however once complefed will help define the streef
line. From High Sireet the view into the conservation area is framed with frees
on it eastern side. Ferndale House is prominently viewed from this sfreef.

&5
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The active churchyard is tidy, with well tended graves. The church ig self-screening in
the normal approach to the southwest porch. There are individual evergreens (smooth
holly, cypress, yew, pine) within the churchyard and a strong hedge: of tall, mature chemy
laurel (Prunus laurocerasus) along the northwest boundary. With the housing all along
the north side of Church Lane beyond, the whole churchyard is very well screened in the
direction of the propozed development. South of the village, moving north on South
Road, just north of the roundabout on the A 5, the church spire becomes visible in long
view, above the trees and built form of the village but below foreground street lighting and
electricity pylons. The proposed turbine blades will appear in the far distance, well l=ft of,
and below, the spire at a point (CH Viewpoint 3) on the road west of the pond at
Croszgates Farm. The spire will also be visible az a minor feature on the horizon looking
southsoutheastwards, through the middle of proposed turbine group, from the high point
in the lans leading to Mill Green Farm. Any effects upon the church from the proposed
development will be at low magnitude at most.

Thiz parizh church {east of the centroid of propozed development at 13 km), or at least its
tower, is alzo known as “The Stump®. Work commenced on the chancel in 1209 and the
nave and aisles were completed in 1390; the tower was started in ¢.1450 and completed
in 1520. The restoration was by Gilbert Scott (presumably Sir George Gilbert Scott of
London, 1811-78) in 1845 and 1857-T8, and George Place of Mottingham in 1851-53,
with a further phase in 1929 by Sir Charles Nicholson (1867-1949). The nave rises to
c.26, as does the first stage of the fower. The next stage iz ¢.18 m high, and is followed
by the belfry stage, around the base of which (therefore at ¢c.44 m above the ground) runs
a balcony, accessible to the public via a long newel stair. The fower is surmounted by a
tall octagonal lantern with flying buttresses (rising to a height of 83 m in all). The church
guidebook (2001) notes:

[-.. St Botolph's] has the same simple plan and design that can be seen in
many of the parish churches in the fens, butf builf on a fremendous scale. It is
in fact longer than it is high [...]. When the church was first planned Boston
possessed a porf that was doing more business than any other in England,
except London; there were a few years af the end of the thifesnth century
when more business was done in Boston [even than in London itself]. Wool
from the backs of three million sheep was exported annually, and it was the
finest wool that Europe produced. Merchaniz from all over Europe came fo
Boston for the ‘great fair'[...] on 5t Bofolph's day [...].

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Cultural Heritage m

[-]

When the lower was started the greal days of Bosfon’s conwnercial prosperity
had passed. During the building of the tower the frade of the port dwindled
away but Boston became a religious cenire. [..]

4434 The guidebook alzo cites Willlam Stukeley (1707 Bodleian MS):

Across the Washes [.. ] sfands Bosfon. 'Tis remarkable for ifs beautiful Church
& Steeple which is reckoned the highest tower in Europe: Salufing travellers af
& greal Disfance round, & an excellent Seamark seen about 40 miles [64 km]
distant. ANl the Counfry thro® there are very fine Churches [...] but this o'er
looks them all ike a proud Dame sensible of her beauty & scorming the meaner
Crowd about her.

4435 Due to built form in the town, there will be no views fo the proposed turbines from ground

4.5

4.5.1
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level. There are fully panoramic views (accessible to the public) from the balcony of the
tower, at the belfry stage; given good visibility, the propozed turbines will be 2een in the
far distance on the horizon (ef. L&Y WP18), with the existing Bicker group well separated
on the left. In the other direction, the Stump is visible in the distance, looking eastwards
from Crab Lane (off Sidebar Lane, cf. L&Y VYP3) on a line that will pass through the
proposed turbine group (although with modern agriculiural sheds and a garage already
intervening in the current view), and from the lane fo Mill Green Farm on a line north of
the proposed turbines. Any effects upon the church from the propozed development will
be at low magnitude at most.

Non-Designated Assets

The following non-designated assefs (with potential standing elements), included in the
Lincolnshire Historic Emvironment Record, lie within c.2 km of the centroid of the
proposed development.

Former Primitive Methodist Chapel & Sunday School, Heckington Fen (HER Mo 62985 —
TF 18376 45886)

This brick building (west of the centroid of proposed development at 2.1 km), sometimes
known as “Fen Chapel”, was rebuilt twice, once in 1855 (when it came into the Doninglon
Primitive Methodigt Circuit) and then in 1873, the chapel remained active until at least
1970 ¥ There is a cottage behind (immediately adjacent) that is either contemporary or
{more probably) slightly older. The burial ground survives as an enclosure (fogether with

* Trust accounts and Circuit records in Lincolnshire Archives [Meth/CiHeckington).
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overgrown blocks north and zouth) but there are no markers or monuments. The chapel
{now “Chapel House™) has been converied to residential use (with a chimney added,
concrete tile roof and sliding glass doors in the north end). The proposed turbines will be
in clear view from Chapel House and its garden. The coftage and the strong block of
trees to the northwest prevent the chapel from being visible looking eastwards from
Littleworth Drove; all the public views of the building are from Sidebar Lane (B 1383)
looking towards the western half of the compass. For this latter reason, it iz congidered
that the effect of the proposed development on this non-designated building will at low

magnitude at most.

This brick building (south of the centroid of proposed development at 1.9 km, 1.1 km from
the nearest furbine) was constructed in ¢.1870, orginally as a chapel of ease (what
subsequently became the nave) affached to 5t Andrew's, Heckington. Upon
consecration as a church in 1890, the chancel was added by A.C. Wood. The church
was made redundant in 1977 and an 5.50 scheme *° authorising residential use was
isgued in 1981. The building i= now a private house; there appear fo be no markers or
monuments within the grounds. The conversion is reasonably sympathetic, although
there are now roof skylights and a brick chimney. The wooden cupola is in very poor
condition. There iz an ungightly breeze-block wall on the northern side. There are
relatively mature trees on all sides, including impressive yews, but the proposed turbines
will be vigible (from private land) to the north through gaps. The only public aspect is of
the west end, as seen between the surviving iron gateposts from the war memorial (small
obelizk).

Immediately south of the church (and screened by it and its yew trees) is the Old Scheol,
which has echoes of the architectural details of the church (especially in the Neo-Gothic
pointed arches over doors and windows), however, this has been converted o residential
usze rather less successfully (dormers, half-blocked original windows and doors, new
windows, garage). The Old Cottage (apparently dating from around 1800) stands across
the road but the other buildings near this cormer ghown on the C19 maps are no longer
presant.

4 pastoral Measure 1983 (as amendad)

[al:
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Mone of the sumounding church spires or towers, nor any of the existing Bicker turbines,
is visible from within the older, eastern end of East Heckington. It is considered that the
effect of the propozed development on the non-designated former church will be at low
magnitude at most.

Former smithyy, East Heckington (HER Mo 63819 — TF 19306 44353)

The smithy (zouthwest of the centroid of proposed development at 1.8 km) is shown on
the 18%0-2 and 1905 OS B-inch maps. The HER notes that “it iz not known to what
extent the original building survivez®™. The present Blacksmith's Cottage {on an
abandoned ‘curve’ of the old road, now north of the A 17) does not have exactly the same
location as that mapped for the smithy and the footprint is quite different; the extant
painted building has features (windows, doors, roof) which would suggest a date in the
1930s.

Discussion (Setting)

Falling within 10 km of the cenfroid (NGR TF 204 457) of the proposed wind park
development at Heckington Fen, totals of 15 Scheduled Monuments (2 of them more
distant =till) and 206 Listed Buildings (and an additicnal 11 more distant sfill} have been
considersd (through the standard documentation for designated assets, as well as by
means of additional mapped and satellite archives) in the present setting azsessment. All
the Scheduled Monuments, the higher Grade (| and II*) Listed Buildings and all assets
within 2 km have been field-aszeszed (all of them on at least two separate occasions).

Dwring this work, the likely intervisibility between historic assets and proposed turbines
has been sought out but such intervisibility is not automatically fo be equated with
undesirable impact, as stressed by the Inspector in the recent Wadlow case *-

12.32[..] In exercising the statufory and national policy duties, it is nof in my
estimation sufficient to contend thatf, simply because if wouwld be possible o see
both a cultural heritage assel and all or part of one or more of the proposed
turbines from any parficular posifion, thaf the seffing of the assef wouwld be
compromised. Rather, the sefting or view must be one of some special
significance fo the assef concerned.

* The Planning Inspectorate (LAVEMDER, D.) 2000. Appeal Report APPAWDS30IADTIA058471 Wadiow Famm, Six
MNiile Boftom, Road, West Wrathng, Cambridgeshire, CB1 SNE (recommendafion to allow, Wadlow Wind Fam, South
Cambridgeshine District), DCLG.
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453 And if yet more weight were needed, one may note that the point has been explicithy
confirmed in the Wadlow Decision "

15.The Secrefary of State agrees with the Inspectors conclusion [...] that the
visibility of turbines from [...] culfural herfage assefs is not, itself, sufficient
reason to reject wind furbine development unless there is evidence that such
visibilify will fead to actual harm. [...].

i §i§ (i

SIGHIFICANCE
OF IMPACT
M
Minor
Tvinor
Minor
Minor
higher Moderate
Tinor
Minor
inor
M
Minor
71

464 The large majority of cultural hertage assets in the area will receive no {or ‘negligible’)
effects from the proposed wind park development; this holds for the assets for which an
explicit assessment text had been included above (as a precautionary step) and for those
azsetz eliminated as even less vulnerable on reasonable documentary grounds. The
table on the following page (Table CH1) contains enfries for all those assets judged to be
likety to receive at least a low" magnitude effect; the relevant view iz noted in each casze.

EFFECT

MAGHNITUDE

OF SETTING

no more than Low
Medium

o more than Low

no more than Low

;
EEE
g

no more than Low
no more than Low
o more than Low
o more than Low
o meore than Low

485 Lincolnzhire has one of the finest collections of Medieval churches in England; there are
some 600 known foundations, of which 457 are extant (at least in part) as Listed
Buildingz. Most of them (as they survive) were built in the Perpendicular style on the
wealth of the wool frade. However, the wider agricultural value of the fenlands was alzo a
factor, becoming parficularty important in the C18 and C15 and allowing high quality
restoration of those churches around the fenland edge, not to mention establishment of
new parsh churches outwards as the reclamation progressed. Churches are a

SENSITIVITY
OF SETTING

ELEMEMNT
AFFECTED
Lowr
Medium
Medium
g
Medium
Low o Medium
Mednum
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
Medium
High
Medium
Lowr
Low

Amber Hill}

particularly sensitive category in connection with wind farm proposals and the present
case iz no exception. Thig is not a strongly ‘religious’ matter per se - it iz simply that
churches have funciioned historically as "social nodes’ in the landscape. They are often
constructed to be seen from afar (towersispires and, where available, prominent
locationg) but there is an expectation that churchyards should be relatively ‘guiet’ places
{often, indeed nearly always, secured by perimeter treatment). Churches have an
attraction for the community as a whole. Furthermore, they have a special attraction for
those who worship there (even occasionally) or who have relatives or friends buried in the

of St .ohn the Ba

National Long view from Claydike Bank

TABLE CH1 - HECKINGTON FEN
CULTURAL HERITAGE NON-NEGLIGIBLE INDIRECT EFFECTS [SUMMARY)

SETTING ELEMENT AFFECTED

graveyard. Thus, undue impact upon a church is usually more likely to atfract local,

association with Swineshead Abbey imto account)

Regicnal Views from active graveyard (church itself now in
Long views of the spire from north and northwest
Outward views (private) northwards (taking into

account architechural association with former
school]

View across southem fishponds
Oustward view from top of tower

Long wiew io iower from southeast on Brown's.
Dirove:

Wiew irom near southeastemn gate io churchyand
Long view eastwards from Crab Lane

Outward views (privaie) eastwards

residential use)
ficf.

National Oustward view from tower balcony

regional and possibly even national comment than an impact upon any other category of
cultural heritage feature. It is for this reason that the setting of churches in this vicinity
have been analysed very carefully, so as to avoid such impact.

HNational Longer views from southwest of earthworks (taking
National Long wiews from west of church (cf. A 17)
National Long wiews from southwest and west of charch
MNational Lionig wiew from south of church

OF ASSET
National

IMPORTANCE

* The Secretary of State for Communities & Local Govemment, 2008, Appeal Decision APP/AWOS30/A/DTI2050471
Wadlow Farm, Six Afile Botforn, Road, West Wratfing, Cambridgeshire, CBT FNE (allowed, Wadlow Wind Farm, South
Cambridgeshire District), DCLG.

ints.
Church, South Kyme (LB IIF

No.192770)

70

Tafershall Caste (oM | Wabonal | Crutward wew from top of Tower
Wabional
Local
{ }
Local
{ }

2270 & LB | No 400478}
Mamwar Ings Motie & Bailey
earttnworks [SM 22744)
Boston (LB | Mo 488305)
Former Primitive Methodist

Chapel & Sunday School,

Heckington Fen (HER

Asgartry (LB | Ho 182554)
No B2088)

Former Charch of 5t John,
East Heckington (HER:
Mo 53854}

Church of 5t Andrew,
Heckington (LB |
Mo 192588)

Church of 5t Andrew,
Heckington Ml (LB |
Mo 182803)
Church of 5t Mary,
Swineshead (LB |
Church of 5t Botolph,

the Baptist, Amber Hill (LB

20622 B LB | Mo 182771)
Former Church of S5t John

ASSET
South Kyme earthwork
complex and Tower (SM

1l Mo 182087
ry
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In as much as church towers and spires are visible over long distances in this fenland-
edge landscape, many of the local examples would be visible from pointz ‘within® the
proposed furbine group. Howewver, there are no public footpaths across the proposal site.

Similarly, looking through' the proposed development at a church on the ‘far side, each
apire or tower will remain recognigable. Since no prominent church stands cloze to the
proposal site, distant spires would stand well ‘below” foreground turbine blades.

Taking the viewpoint to the far' side of a church, it is important that the visual dominance
of the latter be maintained. Again, because of the significant remove between prominent
churches and the proposal site, turbines would never challenge the church spires in this
configuration.

Moving to the environg of a church, and eventually into the churchyard it=elf, it iz
noteworthy how closely most of the examples in the present survey area are flanked by
built formn and tree-planting. The architectural detail and proximal setting of Kesteven
churches are normally very well embedded within their respective villages ¥ St
Botolph’s (Boston Stump), with its balcony around the tower, is a special case, with a
deszigned outward panocramic view, the considerable distance to the proposed
development would reduce it to a relatively minor detail in the complex landscape visible
from thiz high viewpoint, itself originally dedicated to the spofting of mercantile
movements on land and sea.

There are no cases resulting from the Heckington Fen proposal which would result in
high magnitudes of effect (such as major conflict with historic views of a skylined
towerfspire, or the overbearing presence of turbines in close and open views of a church
and its immediate environz). The present azsessment contains many instances im which
gignificant impacts have been ruled out by fisldwork, the task often being informed by
visualizsations. Thers iz one instance only, the former church of St John the Bapfist,
Amber Hill, in which a higher Moderate effect upon a still active graveyard might arize, a
point which will be taken up below.

There are two forfified towers within the survey area, at South Kyme and Tattershall. The
original function of auch features was certainly defensive, the height allowing a constant
lookout. However, towards the end of the Medieval period and into the post-Medieval,

* For a discussion of significance criteria, cf. English Heritage 2007. Places of Worship Selecfion Guide (Heritage
Protection Department, March 2007).

72
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the function shified increasingly towards the display of wealth/status in tower houses'
and ‘prodigy houses'. As with Boston Stump, the considerable distance to the proposed
development would reduce it to a relatively minor detail in the complex l[andscape visible
from these high viewpoints.

Az a final point in this section, attenfion iz drawn to the density of standing or former
wirndmills in the vicinity. Lincolnshire County Council notes that, at the peak, the county is
estimated to have had 500 windmill in operation; the HER camies 309 entries and there
are 136 sites with significant standing remains (mostly the towers of C18 and C19 tower
mills). Other former windmillz in the Heckington Fen area include: the 1321 tower mill,
Station Road, Swineshead (LBl Mo.408244, TF 22924 41450); and the c.1800 drainage
tower mill, Claydike: Bank, Amber Hill, (LBIl, No.192066, TF 22933 460493). An additional
14 tower mills {mostly earlier C19 but a few late C18) or their known sites are noted in the
HER within 10 km of the centroid of the proposal site (cf. Sibsey Windmill, appearing in
L&Y VP22); some of these mills were for drainage but many were cormmills. There were
also a much larger number of {mostly) smaller pumping mills, all along the local dike
systems (cf. the map appended fo Appendix 6.4). The conspicuous use of wind-power is
therefore a historically authentic element in this landscape.

|I'I'|:EF-FTB'|EE|.' Cumulative |I'I"IEC‘I

There are no other relevant development proposals which have been signalled to the
present assessors which would require cumulative impact assessment in respect of the
cultural heritage.

The existing Bicker Fen Wind Farm has been considered as part of the background in the
present assesament. The Bicker ES congidered the interaction between designated
assets, in particular church spires, and the proposed turbines and concluded that no
‘unacceptable’ effect would result, in particular, that the development “would not fail to
preserve the seffing” of prominent church spires. The most marked effect of the Bicker
development within the general ‘overlap area’ relevant here occurs in the view from the
road between Boughton and Howell (fowards Heckington Church and Windmill} and, to a
lesser extent, in the footpath approach to Manwar Ings from the northeast and the
easterly view past Manor Farmhouse, Helpringham, all (as noted abowe) in directions
away from the Heckington Fen proposal site.

73
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From Tattershall Tower, the existing turbines at Bicker appear within approximately the
same sector az would the propozed Heckington Fen turbines. At this distance, the two
developments would not cumulate to give an effect of greater than minor significance.
The same iz frue of the view from the tower balcony at Boston Stumgp, with the Bicker
group separated, well anticlockwize of the Heckington Fen turbines.

The Bicker turbines are already visible on the skyline from the graveyard at the former
Church of 5t. John the Bapiist, Amber Hill. The slight cumulation {with the Bicker
turbines just anficlockwise) that would ocecur were the much closer Whittington Fen
development to go ahead has been reflected in the impact significance level of “higher
Maoderate™ allocated.

T4

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Culfural Heritage m

5. CLIMATE CHANGE AND THE CULTURAL HERITAGE

51 The izsue of climate change iz addressed in detail in the relevant section of the
Environmental Statement. The present section concenfrates upon the intra-fopic
considerations =

5.2 That climate change is occurring, and that there is an important element of human input
to the trajectory, is now an accepted position in the UK and much of the world **. Whilst
the actual effects will vary from location to location, the general UK climate is expected to
become warmer on average, with an increase in variability, seasonality and, especially, in
extreme weather conditions.

53 By 2003, Character Assessment Guidance already contained comments upon the
impacts of climate change on the cultural heritage as an element of the landscape as a
whole:

The Impacts of Climate Change on Cultural Heritage

51. Cultural heritage, typified by hisforic buildings and archaeological sites, is
fundamental to landscape character and parficwlany vulnerable fo the effects of
climate change. The impacis on ancient landscape features such as field
pafferns or ndge and furrow, coulid weill be significant but subltle and the resuif
of other changes such as land use. Key impacis couwld possibly cenire on
histaric landscapes and gardens, weathering, subsidence and flooding.
Historic Landscapes and Herifage Gardens

52. Historic landscapes and herifage gardens cowld be affected by climate
change for example through the threat fo the sunvival of their component
affributes and increased wisitor pressures. In addition, several adapiafion
opfions are closed off because of "herifage” stafus, for example, i may not be
possible fo flood-proof an old properfy without drastically changing it - here
exfernal profection has fo suffice.

33. Damage fo archaeological sites through soll desiccation and changing
farming praclices cowd subsequently affect the integrity of hisforic landscapes.
Within historic gardens the mainfenance of specimen plants and fine grass
swards may not be viable within new climafic condifions [...].

* The Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 2000, Schedule 4,
paragraph 2 requires a “descriplion of the aspects of the enwiromment likely fo be significantly affected by the
development, including, in parbicular, [...] climatic factors. matenal assets, including the archiectural and
archaeclogical heritage, [...] and the inter-relationship between the above factors”. Although the main thrust of this
requirernent falls cutside the Cultural Heritage topic, a sufficient position statement on the intemrelationship with climate
change is clearly part of the requirement.

* Cf Consultation Draft, Planning Policy Statement Planming & Climate Change, supplement to Planning Policy
Staternent 1, December 2006; Planning Policy Statement 25: Development and Flood Risk, December 2008;
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Working Group | Contribufion fo the Fourth Assessment Report: Climate
Ghange 2007: The Physical Science Basis, February 2007, hito-waw.ipcc.ch.; Planning Policy Statement: Planning &
Chmate Change, Supplement to Planning Policy Statement 1, 2007; DCLG 2009, Letter to Chief Planning ‘Officers:
UK Ghmaie Projecfions 2009 June 2008; DECC 2009. The UK Renewsble Energy Strafegy July 2008,
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4. The impact of visitors, on hisforic gardens in particidar, may increase as
individuals take advantage of ‘good’ westher condifions or extended opening
seasons. Equally, the presence of visitors fo such gardens shorlly affer or

during periods of high precipitaiion may lead to grass damage.

Weathering

55. Weathering may increase gradually over fime or dramafically as a resulf of
an extrerme climate eveni. Increased decay of building fabric over lime through
climaie condifions such as driving rain or increased soflar radiation may ocouy.
Such factors may compromise fhe durabifify of vernacwiar buiding materials
[...], shoviening building fife expecfancies. Cafastrophic damage may Ocolr 85
& resulf of increased incidence of extreme everits such as fooding.
Subsidence

56. Effects of desiccation of foundsfions due fo changes in soil moisfure and
drier summers may affect fisforic buildings which are offen built on timber piles
or rafts. Conseguently building may suffer subsidence which can be difficulf
and costly fo manage.

Flooding

57. Both riverine and coastal flooding could increase a&s & consequence of
climaie change. Recently the severe damage caused io buildings withir fowns
locaied in the Vale of York ilustrates how our culfural heritage may be affected
by rverine flooding. Sea fevel rise impacts may lead fo the fooding of hisforic
coastal landscapes and sifes.

54 These concerns were echoed by English Heritage in 2006:

Dmdmmadsufdu’nﬂecﬂmmﬂmh:sﬂmmfm
The effect of nsing sea levels, especially in the south-east, where fhese
mmmmwmmwmmsﬂm which will

. MWMMmamMEMMm
buildings.

. More frequent and severe flooding, which may damage some hisloric
buildings (and creafe difficuiies in obtaining insurance, wiich may
make others uneconomic fo occupy amd mainiain).

. G}‘mngesmhywuhg_-,r which may put buried archaeological remains af

. merﬁnstsanddnerms, and the northward migration of pesis
and diseases, which may make it dificuit fo maintain fredifional plarding
schemes in some historic gardens.

. A warming clhimate, which may mean that some historically suthenfic
tree plantings may nof be viable by the time they reach maturify.

. Afteration of agriculfural praclices, resulling frorm changes in crop or
stock visbilily, which couwld pose & rsk fto some archaeological
landscapes and buried archaeological siles.

* DEANWOOD, R.. ADAMS, K. & KERSEY, J. 2003. Topic Paper 9 Glimafe Ghange and Natual Forces — the
consequences for landscape character Landscape Characier Assessment Guidance by Entec UK Limited on behalf of
the Couniryside Agency & Scoltich Matural Heritage, September 2003, pages 12-13.

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Cultural Heritage m

. A possible increass in the frequency of extreme weather, or a change in
its geographical disiribution, which could pose an increased risk of
damage to some historic landscapes and buildings. =

55 English Heritage up-dated their advice in 2008:

Direct impacts of climate change on the historic environment may include:

= rising sea levels and a possible increase in storminess that endangers
histaric landscapes, sfructures, buildings and archaeclogy in the coasfal
ZOne.

= increased exfremes of welling and drying that heighfen the risk of
ground subsidence and accelerated decay of stonework and thus pose
& threat fo many hisforic buildings

- more frequent intense rainfall that cauvses increased erosion of
archaeoliogical sifes and damaging flooding in historic settlements, the
latter making historic buildings difficult to insure

- changes in hydrology that put buried archaeological remains, including
well-preserved weliand archaeology, at risk

- changes in vegeiation patterns that threafen the visibility and integrify of
archaeological remains and historic landscapes

- a warming climate that makes some hisforically authentic tree planiings
difficuif fo conserve

= changes in the distribufion of pests that threatens the integrity of hisforic
buildings, collections and designed landscapes

. possible increases in the frequency or geographical range of extreme
weather that couwld pose an increased nisk of damage o some historic
landscapes and buildings. =

56 The likely effects on standing historic buildings are presently the subject of guite detailed
research *. However, the buried archaeological record is also obviously at risk ==
Changes in erosion rates, ground water circulation and chemistry, microbiology and plant
cover will all have unprediciable, but often significantly detrimental effects on
archasological remains =

5T It iz a basic tenet in phy=sical congervation of cultural heritage fabric (whether standing or
sub-surface) that micro-environmental change is more likely than not fo be damaging
{since, in near-equilibrium situationz, decay and erosion must have slowed for survival to
have occurred at all) and should thus be avoided wherever possible. Any initiative fo

Engﬂlslll-la'l‘lage.lanuarjﬁﬂﬂﬂ Climate Change and the Hisforic Emvironment, page 4.
”E@llemhgeJanumyMﬂhﬂafeﬂhm}gem#}EMﬁmcEnmprﬁ-? Cf. also English Heritage
EIZHZIEI Heritage Gounfs 2008 England (CEmate Change spotiight).

Gf The Planning Response fo Climafe Change: Advice on Betfer Practice CAG Consultants (London) & Brookes

|Cueford) for the ODPM, September 2004; www uel ac uhvsusiainableherifage re tions.
* Cf. English Heritage 2002, Hertage Gounis: Sfate of the Historic Environment Report [SWE16.9); WHITE. J. 2004,
Chmate change scenarios: protecting historic assets. Conservadion Bulehn 45:18-17.
' Cf DEANWOOD, R., ADAMS, K. & KERSEY, J. 2003. Topic Paper 9: Climate Change and Natural Forcas — the
consequences for landscape character Landscape Character Assessment Guidance by Entec UK Limited on behalf of
the Couninyside Agency & Scoffish Natural Heritage, Septernber 2003, page 10 on soil rescurces.
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limit, retard or decelerate climate change, even by very small increments, will be
beneficial {other things being equal ®') to the historic environment, locally, nationally and
internationally *. It should also be remembered that the construction of wind turbines
has a symbaolic value beyond the direct contribution of green energy, a value consistent
with a frajectory of change in public and govemmental attitudes fowards management of
the higtoric environment, incorporating sustasinable objectives, that iz generally
recognised as having cultural worth. This critical background must be bome in mind
throughout the planning process .

# The proposition here makes no reference whatsoever fo the possibility of coexisting adverse impacis of the very
same itiative’: there is no necessity for a nett benefit.

ﬂTh'rspmpusijun is supported by the ruling of Patterson DJ in Lee v Secrefary of Stafe for Communifies & Local
Gowernment and Cfhers [2011) EWHC BOT (Admin]; (2011) J.P.L. 885; in which this general principle was upheld, as
set out in paragraphs 45 and 110 in: The Planning Inspectorate (MELLOR, R.P.E) 2010. Appeal Report
APP1E45/ANE2023805 Hockley Farm, Hockley Lane, Bradwel-on-Sea, Essex CM0 7PZ (allowed wind farm,
Maldon District), DCLG.

# Policies HE1.2 and HE1.2 in PPSS are particularly redevant to the overall Planning balance. The magnitude of any
owerall climate change benefit from a particular development proposal stands o be weighed (by planners and the
decssion-makers) in every individual case; it is normally unlikely that the appropriate weight actually within the Cultural
Heritage topic will be more than modest, a material consaderation (for cultural heritage specialists) only in what would
othenwise be borderiine” cultural heritage judgements, and only then when argued explicithy.
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IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Data Quali

The data available for the study area as a whole have been of reasonable quality.

The collated data are considered adequate for the present purpose. There have besn no
material problems in preparing this culiural herntage technical assessment.

Potential Negative Development Impacts

The proposed turbine layout hag already been modified to avoid direct impacts upon the
archasological site of Six Hundred Decoy (the whole occupied area having been taken
out of the development groundworks footprint) and to avoid or at least minimise effects
upon certain magnetic anomalies, discovered during field evaluation and potentially
representing archaeological sites. Mo known or sfrongly suspected significant
archaeological remains will be affected by the development. There iz nevertheless
potential for intersection with further archaeclogical material, the remains of Roman-
period saltworking activity being the most likely category, material which would most likely
be of regional or lesser significance.

The development as cumently designed will not have a detrimental effect upon the
higtoric landscape fabrc of the area. MNewvertheless, the local network of drains and
boundaries is sensitive and care should be taken during development activities to avoid

unnecessary disturbance.

The =etting of all relevant cultural heritage assets in the vicinity has been considered and
the potential development effect upon the significance of the assets has been assessed

{as summansed in Table 1 above).

Mo negative setfing impacts of Major zignificance (or over) have been recognised that
woukd have constituted important individual considerationz in the Planning decision.
Indeed, nearly all recognized impacts have been assessed as of Megligible or Minor
gignificance.

T8

Page 12- 40

If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED

4038_P0119 01



Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Appendix 6.1: Cultural Heritage Technical Statement

6.3.5

8.3.8

6.4

B.4.1

6.5

B.5.1

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Culfural Heritage m

It iz judged that there will be a higher Moderate impact upon the setting of the active
graveyard at the former Church of St John the Baptist (now itself is residential use),
Armber Hill, a grouping Listed at Grade |l. The nearest proposed turbine would be at 1.27
km.

In accordance with best practice (cf. the '‘box” after paragraph 4.1.21), it is considered that
the compound (intra-project cumulative) effect (from individual setting effects of more
than Megligible significance) upon the local higtoric environment is nof such as o
constitute a Planning-significant effect or "harm”.

Inter-Project Cumulative Impacts

Mo other development projects are known to the present azsessors which might combine
with the Heckington Fen proposal to give cumulative impact. The existing Bicker Fen

Wind Farm has already been included in the baseline.

Mitigation Outline

In respect of potential direct impacts, a suitable archaeological mitigation programme

(integrated with the normal cross-topic micro-siting provision) will be designed under the

following rubrics:

* Introduction & Definitions;

* Site Location & Description;

*  Known Archasclogy & Potential;

* (Objectives & Methods;

* General Conditions (appointment of archaeclogical contractor, access; safety;
publicity & public presentation; lines of communication);

* Timetables;

+ Archasological Conservation Zones (protection of sensitive peripheral zones within
the red line, defined before andfor during development works, as needed);

+ Watching Briefs (several sub-specifications fo address differing conditions in different
zones of the site and during different dewvelopment acfivities, including all

6.52

6.5.3

6.6

6.6.1

Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire — Culiural Heritage m

groundworks on previously undisturbed land in preparation for micro-siting and
decommissioning);

# Prezervation by Record (targeted and contingent phasing);

* Post-Fieldwork (analysis, archiving, reporting and publication);

* Appropriate Provigion & Resourcing;

* Monitoring;

* Professional Standards;

+ Finds; and

* Duration of Liability.

The programme can be secured either through a standard negative condition = or
through an 2106 undertaking, whichever iz considered most appropriate in the event,
either caze resuling in an approved scheme of archaeological works prior fo
commencement of the development and of any necessary enabling groundworks.

In respect of likely indirect impacts, it iz judged that the expected effects on setting at the
graveyard of the former Church of 5t John the Baptist, Amber Hill, could be reduced were
additional tree planting to be provided along the yard boundaries; it is the nomal
characterigtic of the churchyards in this region to be well enclosed. K should be noted
that there iz no Planning necessity to reduce impactz fo the MNegligible level; if the
opportunity is not taken here, it will cbviously be because the relatively low level of impact
involved (assessed as higher Moderate) has not been found fo be unacceptable. The
suggestion iz offered in the context of the professional duty of the present assessors to
identify any reasonable option which might minimize cultural heritage impact, even when
individually already below the Planning significance ‘threshold’.

Potential Positive Development Impacts

Positive development impacts in respect of the cultural hertage are not expected, beyond
those general points raised in the section above on Climate Change.

* DCLG Circular 11/85: Use of conditions in planning permizsion. Model Condition 55.

21
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6.7 Residual Impacts LIST OF FIGURES
B.7.1 After avoidance (through micro-siting) or after appropriate preservation by record of any Fig. 6.1 Heritage Assets within 5 km
) ) ) ) . Fig. 6.2 Secheduled Monuments beyond S km
archasological remains encountersd during construction or other groundworks, it is Fig. 6.3 Listed Buildings beyond 5 km

expected that there will b2 no Planning-significant residual direct or indirect impacts. The
propozed development would cause no “harm” to the cultural heritage.

Heritage Viewpoints (collectively Fig. 6.4)

6.8 Statement of Significance 1~ South Kyme Churchyard (photowire)
2 South Kyme Tower (photowire)
3 Swineshead Church (photowire) . . .
8.5.1 In respect of direct adverse impact within the core development site, there is a low nisk 4 Former Church of St John the Baptist & Graveyard, Amber Hill (photowire)
of short term irreversible impact on as yet unidentified BURIED ARCHAEOLOGICAL
FaBrIC of local to regional significance. Thiz rigk is to be managed through full
mitigation by preservation by record.
822 Inrespect of indirect adverse impact, there is a likelihood of medium term reversible Ordnance Survey maps
. . . . i reproduced by OAA in the aftachments (Appendices 6.2-6.5),
impact of higher moderate heritage-significance {below the threshold of Planning- Li No. AL547441,
significance) upon the SETTING of one vizible heritage asset (the still active graveyard of a with the permission of the HMS0, Crown Copyright
former church, a Grade |l Listed grouping); the asset itself is of regional importance,
whilst the setting defriment would be of local importance. This impact could be
managed, through mitigation by agreed screening reinforcement, designed to result in
a reduced effect, possibly an overall neutral effect.
8.28.3 In regpect of indirect adverse cumulative impact, there are no other development
projects known to the present assessors which might combine with the Heckington Fen
proposal.
&2 &3
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APPENDIX 6.2: CULTURAL HERITAGE SCOPING

1 DIVIMITY BOAD
OXRFOBD OX4ILH

ONFORD ARCHAEOLOGICAL Tulephons (J1B6T) 247374
ASSOCIATES LIMITED Faceizmils (01867) 242487
Enzail paa-somsinmhesannect. com

Dliresiess: Catherise 4 F Lassd
Yaqueline Rusaell
Aimen W, Colleun

11th. October, 2010
[Draft Version]
e,
J1H =36 APP () LB
WIND PARK AT HECKINGTON FEN, NORTH K !li? M LINMCOLNSHIRE
CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSHEHT - Al |:~' COPING
u l..
The following Scoping details have been agreed with t LElEV;_-i'l!ﬂ_mil!E_@E_ |:.| the ___of_ﬂzlz-_.ar-lﬂ-—-mur
document) for the culiural heritage topic (covening all hefifags assets) of the EIA ) Koy imdlig wpri
|
| [ 3
|
{1} The turbine location proposal in the attached plan --"'"._r Plan 4038-50005-02 dated 150710
showing a 28-turbine Bustrative layout) is judged not to involve a fWimia, facie case for an owverriding historic
enyironment impediment and thus it is suitablgtg be taken forwand :=- public exhibition and additional
detailed l - Conment
fsessmend. ________________ S A S | e
{2} Inaccordance with PPSS and the Draft Querg MPS far Energy Rolicy EN-1 (November 2008), and

in conformity with existing E1A Regulations & Guid e5,.ihE ElA ’-'“ i de 3 proportionate description of
the significance (derived fro igim historic, archasesiogeal, architéghiral or adistic interest) of the hentage
assets affected and {in as muth as is'felevant in the-present contelt) the contribution of their setfing to that
significance; the informatis 35 'Been considerss n|:| the E:pemse that has been consulted will be

stated. For the avoidancs = noted that thpse aspecis of the character and appearance of a
Conservation Area which Be its_historic, archagalogical, architectural or arfistic inferest shall be
incleded |nﬂ'leassessmerl e sighiffafite-of that herftage asset. The baseline having been establshed,
the degres io ] el m-?". or may not cause actual ham (that is, Planning-
significant neg ic| = gefting of the herftage assets affected will be assessed and any proper
opportunifes itigatacs E !..- benefit or enhancement will be identfied. Any further relevant
miatie sed i enipPlan poliis il Glso be addressed.
|

(3} A fully defailed draft texil {Sontaining appropriate aeral photographic analysis and map regression)
conceming patential i e llelabnnnfhuiageaﬁselstjngmﬂmllepmpnsalsﬂe{nchdngm
ouline of any heces itigafign measures) will be made avalable to curators for comment ahead of
completion of the"ES as the parties shall thereafter consider a further special scoping section to
cover the need, if any for 3 eclogical field evaluation.

(4} The settings (that is) the surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced) of all standing heritage
asselsmllbemnsldered"hnﬂﬂmihnnfapmpuﬁedhlhmebcalul

(8} The setings of Grade | and Grade |I" Listed Buddings and standing Scheduled Monuments will be
considerad within a radius of 5 km of the centroid of the proposed development (which shall be taken as NGR
TF 204 457). It is noted that there are no Historic Areas (Register Parks & Gardens, Registered Battlefield or
A Coepany Limed by Shars in England Mo 2120173 VAT Ragd Mo 475 2505 18
Fugishared Ofieas: Tollars LLP, 2 Exchasge Coert, Cotfingham Read, Corby, MNohampisssin MMIT 1TY.
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Conservation Areas) within the study area. In addition, all Grade Il Listed Buildings out to a radius of 5 km will EAST MIDLANDS REGION

be considered as a paper exercise and any asseis showing prima facie grounds for potential significant
negative impact will be fully assessed (including field assessment).

Mr Wilf Long Direct Dial: 01604 735400
respect of sefting, udged appropriate. manner “contexdifassociation’
) l:m at:nu::t in the :r:gjui m:d:s:mme assessment of mﬁ;r :;iih:m;f of the setfing of Inw Department of Energy and Climate Change Direct Fax: 01604 735401
assels. Area A, 3rd Floor
{7} Fuly buried archaeclogical sites will not be included (sawe in asdmuch as they may provide 3 Whitehall Place
contextualiassociative background relating to other assets) in the setfing analisis. London Cur ref. PADDD13969
SW1A 2HD

{3} Al reasonable efforts will be made to gain access to privated|dnd “containing significant designed

elements of the setfing of imporiant herilage assets potentially affected bythe dewelopment proposal.

Otherwise, the sefting of assets will be assessed from points of public access (including long-established Your ref:
permissive access, such as within churchyards).

(8) _Visuaksaions to he full echnical SNH standards (19igolude pholographic panoraifa wireiame andio 27 October 2010

pholomontage) will be produced for cullural heritage’ piposes, frofn. the viewpoints set Gut in the st
below. Further SNH siandard visualisations will also. appeamin the LVIA seclich of the ES and

these may also be ciled in support of the cultural herilage ditcdsson. - Addifional graphic information Dear Mr Long

{including appropriate pholographs) may be included in the culiieal hentage assessment itself, as judged

necessary for the purposes of characterisation and demonstration. L ,

Request for Pre-application Advice

{10} There are cumently no other relevant dewelopments which the curators, would request be included in

cumulafive impact assessment in respect of the cralhertagel ______ M.T_ -~ et HECKINGTON FEN WINDFARM, LAND AT SIX HUNDRED FARM, SIX HUNDRED

{11} m Historic Landscape Characlerisation data which the "Linicoinshire HER may contain will be used i it (RSB AR DROVE, EAST HECKINGTON, HECKINGTOMN, NORTH KESTEVEN,

within the Applicafion Sile, andsin®an appropriate Sumounding arear o place the potential impact of the LINCOLNSHIRE

proposed development in proper combext.

{12} Curators have naméd the following'assets as beingin specific need of assessment: Thank you for your letter of 28 September 2010 inviting English Heritage to provide
N T e o - = Comment [SHES]: Tain preliminary views on this proposal.

e mury includs mey el
Muﬂ-?ﬂn--—

Curators {cultural hertage Gonsullees; m&‘u".._af‘ While English Heritage broadly supports renewable energy we are aware that such
|4mgela Haywood {Morth Kesteven Consenation Department) ‘gread e | i i i i i T i
ey ¥i Sl Section, for North - deve-_lupments can be challenglng,_ to_ the historic environment. With ﬂ'n_s in mind
Beryl Lot (Lincoinshire Counly Council Heritage w” ’ English Heritage has drawn up guidelines for planners and developers, Wind Energy
Ben Robinson (English Heritage) and the Historic Environment. Guidance on the conservation of hentage assets and

| r“““‘F',“E" ’E”ﬁ“m”'-;m’ their setting is contained within PPS5 Planning for the Historic Environment and its
Alan Oliver (North Kesteven) accompanying Pracfice Guide and Conservafion Principles (English Heritage 2008).
Paul Edwards (Boston, " . - = Comment [SHCS]: These documents and the consultation draft of English Hentage guidance on the

Corull M setting of hertage assets can be downloaded from www.helm.orguk. These
Simon Collcutt, 0AR [on behalf of Ecofricity Group Limited) quidelines are designed to be used alongside other current standard methodologies

associated with the development of such proposals.

In general terms, English Heritage advises that a number of considerations will need to
be taken into account when proposals of this nature are being assessed. This includes
consideration of the impact of ancillary infrastructure, such as tracks and grid
connections, as well as the turbines themselves:

« The potential impact upon the landscape, especially if a site falls within an area of

g 44 DERNGATE, NORTHAMPTOMN, MN1 1UH

j 7

Ty Telephone 01604 735 400 Facsimie 01804 735 401
g WA englisi-heriage. ong. uk

Engiish Heritage Is suhiect io the Freegom of Informalion Aot A information freld by fhe arganisalion wil be accessite in
respanse fo & Freegam of Informalion request, Wiess ane of e exempdions in fhe Act appies.
Engish Herlfsge Wil use fhe information prowided by pou o evaiuae any opWcadians o make for statutor) or quaskstarton
COnsent, o for grant ar other funding. nfovmation provided by you and any nfomatian abiaimead fram after sources will be refained
In 2l cases i hard copy form andor on computer for sdmaindsialion purposes and fiture cansiderafion whare agpicabie.
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EAST MIDLANDS REGION

historic landscape;

» Direct impacts on historic/archaeological fabric (buildings, sites or areas), whether
statutorily protected or not. All grades of listed buildings should be identified;

« (ther impacts, particularly the seffing of listed buildings, scheduled monuments,
registered parks and gardens, conservation areas etc, including long views and
any specific designed views and vistas within historic designed landscapes. In
some cases, intervisibility between historic sites may be a significant issue;

#+ The potential for buried archaeology;

» FEffects on landscape amenity from public and private land;

» Cumulative impacts

Such information would usuzally be expected to be presented as part of any planning
application in a document such as an Environmental Assessment or Visual Impact
Assessment, including the production of a Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) in line
with the appropriate guidance . The ZTV of the proposed development should initially
he based on topographical data before the impact of existing trees and buildings etc.
on lines of sight is assessed. Finally, the effects of proposed mitigation measures on
the ZTV should be demonstrated. We also recommend that photomontages are
produced for key viewpoints. English Heritage would wish to be consulted about
possible viewpoints where significant histonic assets are affected.

The County Historic Environment Record holds information on  undesignated
archaeology and should also be consulted.

We are pleassd to see that the Scoping Opinion report recommends that the
Environmental Statement should provide an assessment of the effects of the scheme
on the historic environment. However, we note that although cultural hentage
resources are listed among the types visual receptors that will be assessed (paragragh
4 6) heritage assets are not listed among the potential candidates for representative
viewpoints (paragraph 4.12). Representative viewpoints from significant hentage
assets and groups of heritage assets should be submitted as part of the Environmental
Statement. This should include views from upper storeys of landmark buildings (such
as Tattershall Castle and Kyme Tower), since they permit an appreciation of the
sumounding landscape setfing and contribute to the significance of the buildings
themselves.

From a brief review of our own records, it is apparent that there are a large number of
designated hentage assets that are key visual receptors in this area. Any impact upon
them would need to be considered in depth and viewpoints should be selected
accordingly. The following prominent high grade designated heritage asseis are

g o o 44 DERMGATE, NORTHAMPTON, NM1 1UH
¢ i Tefephone 01004 735 400 Facsimile 07004 735 401
RET WRW. angisi-heriiage. ong. uk

Engiish Herftage Is suhject to the Freegam of Information Act. AN infarmadion hald by fhe arganisation wi¥ be accessitie in
respanse fo & Freedom of Infonmalion request, wnless ane of fhe exempiions in fhe Act sppifes.
Engish Herttage will use fhe Information provided by you fo evaluate any aophcations you make for statwory or quask-stafuony
CONSENt, oF for rant ar Geher funding. Informalion provided by you and any nformation obiained from affer sources will be refaied
In aW cases i hard copy form andor of compuler for Sadminisialion puposes and e cansiderafion wiene appicahie.

EAST MIDLANDS REGION

among those for which effects on setting (intervisibility, designed views, etc.) should
be considered.

Scheduled monuments

Settlement site east of Holme House (LI217);

Manwar Ings: Remains of a motte and hailey castle (22744);

Swineshead Abbey (2274T);

Remains of medieval monastery, moated manor house, fishponds and post-medieval
garden [at South Kyme] (22622);

Morth Kyme Village Cross (22632);

Churchyard Cross, St Oswalds Churchyard (22635);

Butter Cross, Swineshead (22666);

Stump Cross (Z2667);

Churchyard Cross, St Andrew (22670)

Listed buildings

Manor Farmhouse [The Green, Helpringham] {grade 11*);
Heckington Mill (grade 1);

St Mary and All Saints Church [South Kyme] (grade 11*);
Kyme Tower (grade 1);

Church of 5t Oswald [Asgarby and Howell] (grade 1I*);
Church of 5t Mary [Swineshead] (grade l);

Church of 5t Edith [Anwick] (grade 1);

Church of 5t Andrew [Ewerby and Eveden] (grade l;
Church of 5t Andrew [Asgarby and Howell] (grade 1);
Church of St Andrew [Heckington] (grade [);

Church of 3t John the Baptist [Great Hale] (grade [;
Church of 5t Andrew [Helpringham] (grade [);

The effects on the setting of prominent landmark buildings further afield, such as
Tatterhsall Castle and St Botolph' Church at Boston, also should be thoroughby
assessed.

We look forward to receiving more information or a copy of the planning application in
due course.

g - 44 DERMGATE, NORTHAMPTON, NN1 1UH
? i Teiephone 01004 735 400 Facsimie 07004 735 401
g WHW.Angis-heriEge. ong.uk

Engiish Hertage Is swhiect to the Freegam of Information Act AR invarmation feld by fhe arganisation wi¥ be sccessities
respanse fo & Freedom of Informaltion request, wnless ane of fhe exemptions in fie Act sppies.
Engsh Heritage will use fhe Inormation rovided by you fo evaiuare any appicadions you make for stafwory o quask-staluony
CONSEnt, o for grant or other funding. Information provided by you and any mformation obained from afher sources will be refained
in al cases i hand copy form andtr on compater for samindsiralion purposes and fuTe cansideration wiere aopicahie.
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EAST MIDLANDS REGION

Yours sinceraly

Ben Robinson
Team Leader
E-mail: ben. robinson@english-heritage. org.uk

g o o 44 DERMGATE, NORTHAMPTON, NM1 1UH
¢ i Tefephone 01004 735 400 Facsimile 07004 735 401
RET WRW. angisi-heriiage. ong. uk

Engiish Herftage Is suhject to the Freegam of Information Act. AN infarmadion hald by fhe arganisation wi¥ be accessitie in
respanse fo & Freedom of Infonmalion request, wnless ane of fhe exempiions in fhe Act sppifes.
Enghish Will e the Inonmation provided by you fo evaluate any aopNcaians you make for statwory or quask-stafuony
CONSENt, oF for rant ar Geher funding. Informalion provided by you and any nformation obiained from affer sources will be refaied
In aW cases i hard copy form andor of compuler for Sadminisialion puposes and e cansiderafion wiene appicahie.

EAST MIDLANDS REGION

HECKINGTON FEN WINDFARM, LAND AT SIX HUNDRED FARM, SIX HUNDRED
DROVE, EAST HECKINGTON, HECKINGTON, NORTH KESTEVEN,
LINCOLNSHIRE

Request for Pre-application Advice
Information Provided

Request for Scoping Opinion, Proposed Heckington Fen Wind Fam (dated September
2010)

Published Guidance

{Including but not limited to)

PP522 Renewable Energy (and its Companion Guide);

PPS5 Planning for the Historic Environment (and its Practice Guide);
Wind Energy and the Historic Environment (English Heritage 2005);
Conservalion Principfes (English Heritage 2008);

The Setting of Heritage Assels: English Herifage Guidance (consultation draft)

g 44 DERNGATE, NORTHAMPTON, NH1 1UH

] 4

i Teiephone 01004 735 400 Facsimie 01504 735 401
g W enghsi-herisge. ong.uk

Engiish Herftage Is subject to the Freegom of Ivormalion Act. AN informadion el by fhe arganisation wi¥ be accessitee In
respanse fo 3 Freedam of Infonmalion request, wiess ane of the exemptions in e Act ppies.
Engish Heriisge will use the information provided by you fo evaluate any aopicatians you make for statwory or quaskstafdon’
CONSEnt, oF for prant ar other funding. information provided by you and any information abismead from afer sources will be refained
In a¥l cases in hard capy form andtr on compuler for sdminisialion panposes and fidure cansideralion whare agpicahie.
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1 DIVIMNITY EOAD
OXFORD OX41LH

OQQ

OXFORD ARCHAEOQOLOGICAL Telephone (01865) 247374
ASSOCTATES LIMITED Facsimile (01865) 242487
Ernail pgg-congiin b onnect oo
Directors: Catherine A F. Lapus
Jacqueline Russall
Simom M. Collcut

24th. Movember, 2010

ECOTRICITY 536 APPLICATION
WIND PARK AT HECKINGTON FEN. NORTH KESTEVEN. LINCOLNSHIRE

e

CULTURAL HERITAGE ASSESSMENT - ADDITIONAL SCOPING

The following Scoping details will be used for the cultural heritage topic (covering all heritage assets) of the
Ela.

{1) The turbine location proposal in the attached plan (4038-50039-02 dated 051110 showing a 23-turbine
illustrative layout) iz judged not to involve a prima facie caze for an ovemniding historic environment impediment
and thus it is suitable to be taken forward (e.g. public exhibition and additional detailed assessment).

(2) Im accordance with PPSS and the Draft Overarching NP5 for Energy Policy EN-1 {November 2009), and
in conformity with exizting EIA Regulations & Guidelines, the EIA shall include a proportionate description of
the significance (derived from their historic, archasological, architectural or artistic interest) of the heritage
assets affected and (in as much as is relevant in the present context) the contribution of their setting to that
significance; the information that has been considered and the expertize that has been consulted will be
stated. For the avoidance of doubt, it i noted that those aspects of the character and appearance of a
Conservation Area which bear upon its historic, archaeological, architectural or artistic interest shall be
included in the assesament of the significance of that heritage asset. The baseline having been established,
the degree fto which the proposed development may or may not cause actual harm (that is, Planning-
significant negative impacts) fo the setting of the heritage assets affected will be assesszed and any proper
opportunities for mitigation, compensation, benefit or enhancement will be identified. Any further relevant
matters raized in Development Plan policies will also be addressed.

(3) A fully detailed draft fext (contasining appropriate aeral photographic analysis and map regression)
concerning potential impacts upen the fabric of heritage assets lying within the proposal site (including an
outline of any necessary mitigation measures) will be made available to curators for comment ahead of
completion of the ES az a whole; the parties shall thereafter consider a further special scoping section to
cover the need, if any, for archaeological field evaluation. It is confirmed that Historic Environment Record
data and the Porfable Antiquities returnz for the Application Site will be requested from the County Council as
part of the archaeological baseline.

(4) The setlings (that iz, the surmoundings in which a heritage asset is experienced) of all standing heritage
assets will be considered within 2 km of a propesed turbine location.

{5) The settings of Grade | and Grade [I* Listed Buildings and standing Scheduled Monuments will be
conzidered within a radiuz of 5 km of the cenfroid of the proposed development (which shall be taken as NGR

A Company Limited by Shares In England Mo 2120173 VAT Regd Mo £79 2505 19
Reqistersd OMicas; Tollers LLP, 2 Exchange Court, Catingham Road, Corby, Morihamplonshire M8AT 1TY.

OO

TF 205 457). ltis noted that there are no Historic Areas (Register Parks & Gardens, Registered Batflefield or
Conservation Areas) within the study area. In addition, all Grade Il Listed Buildings out to a radius of S km will
be congidered as a paper exercize and any assets showing prima facie grounds for potential significant
negative impact will be fully assessed (including field azsessment).

{6) In respect of setting, it is judged that the appropriate manner for the fopic of 'context/association’ to be
taken into account in the present caze iz in the aszsezsment of the zignificance of the setting of heritage
assets.

{7) Fully buried archaeological sites will not be included (zave in az much as they may provide
contextuallassociative background relating to other assets) in the setting analysis.

{8) Al reascnable efforts will be made to gain access to private land containing significant designed
elements of the setting of important heritage assets potentially affected by the development proposal.
Otherwise, the sefing of assets will be assessed from points of public access (including long-established
permissive access, such as within churchyards).

{9) \isualizations to the full technical standards (to include photographic pamorama, wireframe andfor
photomontage) may be produced for cultural heritage purposes, as necessary. Further SNH standard
visualisations will appear in the LVIA & CLVIA sections of the ES and these may also be cited in support of
the cultural heritage discussion. Additional graphic information (including appropriate photographs) may be
included in the cultural heritage assessment itzelf, as judged necessary for the purposes of characterization
and demonstration.

{10) The Bicker Fen Wind Farm will form part of the baseline study and the cumulative cultural heritage
effects of adding the Heckington Fen proposal will be assessed. No other projects have been signalled by
curators or other interested parties as being in need of inclusion in a cultural heritage cumulative assessment.

{11} Any Historic Landscape Characterisation data which the Lincolnshire HER may contain will be used
within the Application Site, and in an approprate surrounding area, to place the potential impact of the
proposed development in proper context. However, it is noted that the proposed site has no special
historic landscape designation or importance.

{12) The Heckington Fen proposal would not disrupt distant views of Lincoln Cathedral.

{13) Motwithstanding the search areas defined above, it B here confirmed that the following assets will be
included in the assessment, as required by curators:
* Tattershall Castle, Tattershall (SM 22720 and LB 1)
Church of 5t. Botolph, Boston (LB 1)
Settlernent site east of Holme House, East Heckington (SM LI217)
Remainzs of a motte and bailey castle in Mamwar Ings, Swineshead (SM 22744)
Swineshead Abbey, Swineshead (SM 22747T)
Remains of medieval monastery, moated manor house, fishponds and post-medieval garden,
South Kyme {SM 22622)
Village Cross, North Kyme (SM 22632)
Churchyard Cross, S5t Oswald’s Churchyard, Howell {SM 22835)
Butter Crosg, Swineshead (SM 22666)
Stump Cross, Swineshead (SM 22667)
Churchyard Cross, St Andrew, Heckington (SM 22670)
Manor Farmhouse, The Green, Helpringham (LB [1*)
Heckington Mill, Heckington (LB 1)
St Mary and All Saints Church, South Kyme (LB 11¥)

2
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Kyme Tower, South Kyme (LB 1)

Church of 5t Oswald, Asgarby and Howell (LB 11*)}
Church of 5t Mary, Swineshead (LB [)

Church of 5t Edith, Anwick (LB I}

Church of St Andrew, Ewerby and Eveden (LB [)
Church of 5t Andrew, Azgarby and Howell (LE 1)
Church of 5t Andrew, Heckington (LB 1)

Church of 5t John the Baptist, Great Hale (LB 1)
Church of 5t Andrew, Helpringham (LB [}

This Scoping has been copied fo the following parties:

Curators (cultural heritage consultees):
Angela Haywood (MNorth Kesteven Conservation Deparfment)
Jenny Young (Hentage Lincolnshire Planning Archasology Section, for North Kesteven & Bosfon)
Ben Robinson (English Heritage)
Interested Planning Officers:
Alan Oliver {North Kesfeven)
Paul Edwards (Bosfon)
Interested Party:
Beryl Loff (Lincolnshire County Council Heritage Secfion)

Consultant:
Simon Colleutt, OAA (on behalf of Ecofricity Group Limited)
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APPENDIX 6.3: CULTURAL HERITAGE GAZETTEER

HECHEINGTOMN FEM, LINCOLNSHIRE

{centred on NGR. TF 205457)

SCHEDULED MONUMENTS WITHIN c.2 km: none

SCHEDULED MONUMENTS WITHIN .2 — .5 km:

LI 317

Settlement zite 650 yards (600 m ) east of Holme Houze. 517912
5474, (no text available on MAGIC). ¢.2.5 km W of centroid.

SCHEDULED MONUMENTS EEYOND 5 km (a3 required by curators)

22622

22632
X633
22635
22666
22667
22670
22720
23744

22747

Remains of medieval monastery, moated manor house, fishponds and
post-medieval garden, South Kyme., S16896 349753, 5.4 km NW of
centroid

Village Cross, North Kyme. 5151684 352667, 9.5 km NW of centroid.
Butter Cross, Tattershall. TF 21239 578594, 12 km N of centroid.
Churchyard Cross, St Oswald's Churchyard, Howell. 513307 346242,
T km W of centroid.

Butter Cross, Swineshead. 523758 340250, ¢.6.3 km 5E of centroid.
Stump Crogss, Swineshead. 523934 339716, c.6.4 km SE of centroid.
Churchyard Cross, 5t Andrew, Heckington. 514252 344106. 6.4 km
WSW of centroid.

Tattershall Castle & College, Tattershall. Also LB | (see below). 521162
357515, 13 km N of centroid.

Remains of a motte and bailey castle in Manwar Ings, Swineshead.
524326 340978, 6 km ESE of centroid.

Swineshead Abbey, Swineshead. 524888 340684, 66 km SE of
centroid.

EEGISTERED FARKS AND GARDENS WITHIN G km: none

REGISTERED BATTLEFIELDS WITHINS km: none

CONSERVATION AREAZS WITHIN Zkm. none
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ALL LISTED BUILDINGS WITHIN <.2 km RADILES:

GRADEL none

GRADE II* none

GRADE Il

192067 Church of 5t. John The Baptist, Claydike Bank (west side), Amber Hill.
TF 21896 47348. Parigh church. 1867 by Edward Browning, in neo-
Morman style. Belfry: no fower.

GRADE | AND II* LISTED BUILDINGS WITHIN c. 2 -5 kM RADIUS

CRADE|

192771 Kyme Tower, Church Lane, South Kyme. TF 16858 49622, Fortified
tower. Mid C14 with additiong, removed ¢.1725. Built for Sir Gilbert de
Umfraville. This tower iz the earliest of a series of forlified towers built
in thiz part of Lincolnshire, it is the only one built of stone, the later
ones like Tattershall Castle, The Tower on the Moor at Woodhall Spa,
the Hussey Tower at Boston and Rochford Tower at Skirbeck are all
built of brick.

GRADE II*

192770 St Mary & All Saints Church, Church Lane, South Kyme. TF 16854

49783, Parish church, former Augustinian Priory founded before 1196.
Cll, C14, restored and largely rebuilt 1890 by Hodgson Fowler. Bellcote:
no tower.

GRADE || (precautionary inclugion)

151922 Church of All Saints, Holland Fen with Brothertoft TF 23218 S0176.
Former Chapel of Ease dedicated as Parish Church in 1924. 1812,
chancel added 1880. Cupola: no tower.

GRADE | LISTED BUILDINGS BEYOND 5 KM (83 required by curators)

1592548 Church of 5t Edith, Church Lane {east side), Anwick. TF 11451 50642,
Parigh church: Late C13, C14, restored 18559, chancel restored 1500,

spire repaired after lightning strike in 1906, south aisle restored 1915,
nave re-roofed 1916. Tower with spire.

152554 Church of 5t Andrew, Asgarby & Howell. TF 11627 453859, Parish
church. €13, early C14, C15, restored 1870. Tower with spire.
192565 Church of 5t Andrew, Church Lane (north side), Ewerby & Evedon. TF

12166 47277, Parish church. ©12, C14, C15, 1702, spire repaired 1810
and 1908, restored and vestry added 1890-5. Tower with spire.

192585 Church of 5t John The Baptist, Church Street (south side), Great Hale.
TF 14841 42926. Parizh church. Cll, C13, C14, C17, restored 1896-7
by Hodg=on Fowler. Tower.

192598 Church of 5t Andrew, Church Street (east side), Heckington. TF 14233
44120. Parish church. ¢ 1307, later C14, restored in 1867 by Kirk and
Parry and in 1887-8 by J. Fowler of Louth. Tower with spire.

1592603 Heckington Mill, Hale Road (west side), Heckington. TF 14564 43537.
Tower mill. 1830, repaired 1890. Designed by Michael Ingeldew. This is
the only & sailed windmill extant in England.

152618 Church of 5t Andrew, High Street (south side), Helpringham. TF 13875
40749, Parish church. ¢.1200, late C13, C14, C17, restored 1891,
Tower with spire.

400470 Market Cross, Tattershall. TF 21234 573886, C15.

4004758 Tattershall Castle, Sleaford Road (gouth side), Tattershall. TF 21056

37244, Castle c.1440 built for Ralph Cromwell, Lord High Treasurer, on
site of castle built by Robert Tateshale in 1231. Restored in 1911-25 by
Lord Curzon. Tall brick tower. Also a Scheduled Monument.

400479 Ticket Office & Shop, Tattershall Castle. TF 21140 57592, Former
guard house, now ticket office and shop. c.1440, altered c.1511. Red
brick in Englizh bond, with ashlar dressings.

400480 Kitchen Ruing, Tattershall Castle. TF 21065 57522, Footings to former
kitchen. c.1440. Also a Scheduled Monument.
400481 Round Towers, Tattershall Castle. TF 21062 57558. Round fower

bases of original castle. ¢.1230, built by Robert de Tatershal. Ashlar,
repaired in brick. 2 round tower bases, to either side of the C15 tower,
the left hand one a fragment only. Alzo a Scheduled Ancient Monument.

4004352 Tattershall Castle moat walls, Tattershall. TF 21104 57512, c.1440,
restored early C20. Red brick. The wall remainz around the entire
circumference. Also a Scheduled Monument.

400483 Tattershall Castle Stable Ruins, Tattershall. TF 21019 57562, Reputedly
stable block, now ruing. c.1440. Also a Scheduled Monument.
400485 Church of Holy Trinity, Tattershall. TF 21210 57584, Collegiate and

parish church. 1440-1500, by Ralph Cromwell. Licensed in 1439 by
King Henry ¥l to convert a Momman Parish church into a Collegiate
Church. Completed by William of Waynflete. College demolished 1545,

Maost glass
removed to Stamford in 1754, Restored 1853-97. Tower.
408242 Church of 5t Mary, South Street (west side), Swineshead. TF 23753

40134 Parish church. c.1300, early C14, late C14, C15, 1767, chancel
rebuilt 1848 by Stephen Lavin. Tower with spire.

486305 Church of 5t Botolph, Church Close {south side), Boston. TF 326592
44181. Parigh church. 1309 work commenced on chancel, nave and
agizles completed 1390, tower staried c©.1450 and completed 1520.
Restoration by Gilbert Scott in 1845 and George Place of Nottingham in
1851-53. Further restoration of 1929 by Sir Charles Micholson. Tower
surmounted by a tall octagonal lantem with flying buttresses.

SRADE " LISTED BUIDINGS BEYOND 5 KM (as required by curators)

1592556 Church of 5t Oswald, Asgarby & Howell. TF 13507 46236, Parigh
church. C12, C13, C14, C15, C16, restored 1870. Belfry: no tower.

192615 Manor Farmhouse, The Green (east side), Helpringham. TF 14007
40730, House. Late C17, altered C19.

400468 The Old College (behind Mo.3 Market Place), Tattershall. TF 21257

57847, Former college, later converied fo a brewery and stores, now a
ruin, restored C20. Founded by Ralph, Lord Cromwell, c.1440.
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List Entry Summary

This monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and
Archaeological Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of
State to be of national importance. This entry is a copy, the original is held
by the Department for Culture, Media and Sport.

Name: Settlement site 650yds (600m) E of Holme House

List Entry Number: 1004927

Location

Mot currently available for this entry.

The monument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.

County: Lincolnshire

District: North Kesteven

District Type: District Authority

Parish: Heckington

Mational Park: Mot applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

This record has been generated from an "old county number" (OCN) scheduling
record. As these are some of our oldest designation records they do not have all
the information held electronically that our modernised records contain.
Therefore, the original date of scheduling is not available electronically. The date
of scheduling may be noted in our paper records, please contact us for further
information.

Date first scheduled:

Date of most recent amendment: Mot applicable to this List entry.

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM - OCN

uUlD: LI 317

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are
not part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description

Summary of Monument

Mot currently available for this entry.

Reasons for Designation

Mot currently available for this entry.

History

Mot currently available for this entry.

Details

This record has been generated from an "old county number” (OQCN) scheduling
record. These are monuments that were not reviewed under the Monuments
Protection Programme and are some of our oldest designation records. As such

they do not yet have the full descriptions of their modemised counterparts
available. Please contact us if you would like further information.

Selected Sources

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

@ Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All ights reserved. Ordnance
Survey Licence number 100019088
@ British Crown and Seaone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence
number 102006.006.

Thils copy shows ihe entry on 27-Apr-2011 at 05:58:54.
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List Entry Summary

Thiz monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. This entry is a copy, the original is held by the Depariment for Culture,
Media and Sport.

MName: Remains of medieval monastery, moated manor house, fishponds and post-
medieval garden

List Entry Number: 1008317

Location

The monument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.
County: Lincolnshire

District: North Kesteven

District Type: District Authority

Parish: South Kyme

Mational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

Date first scheduled: 13-Dec-1929

Date of most recent amendment: 27-Apr-1994

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

i 22622

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation
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From the time of 5t Augustine's mizsion to re-establish Chrigtianity in AD 597

to the reign of Henry VIII, monasticizm formed an important facet of both
religious and secular life in the British Isles. Settlements of religious
communities, including monasteries, were built to house communities of monks,
canons (priests), and sometimes lay-brothers, living a commeon life of

refigious obzervance under zome form of systematic discipline. It is estimated
from documentary evidence that over 700 monasteries were founded in England.
These ranged in size from major communities with several hundred members to
timy establishmentz with a handful of brethren. They belonged to a wide

variety of different religious orders, each with its own philosophy. Az a

result, they vary considerably in the detail of their appearance and layout,
although all possess the basic elemenis of church, domestic accommodation for
the community, and work buildings. Monasteries were inexiricably wowven into
the fabric of medieval society, acting not only as centres of worship,

learning, and charity, but also, because of the vast landholdings of some

orders, az centres of immense wealth and political influence. They were
established in all paris of England, some in towns and others in the remotest

of areas. Many monastenes acted as the foci of wide networks including panizh
churches, aimshouses, hospitals, farming estates and tenant villages. Some 225
of these religious houses belonged to the order of 5t Augustine. The
Augustinians were not monks in the strict senze, but rather communities of
canons - or priests - living under the rule of St Augustine. In England they
came to be known as “black canons’ because of their dark coloured robes and to
distinguish them from the Cistercianz who wore light clothing. From the 12th
century onwards, they undertook much valuable work in the parizshes, unning
almszhouses, schools and hospitals a2 well a8 maintaining and preaching in
parizh churches. It was from the churches that they derived much of their
revenue. The Augustinians made a major contribution to many facetz of medieval
life and all of their monasteries which exhibit significant surviving

archasclogical remains are worthy of protection.

Around 6000 moated sites are known in England. They consist of wide ditches,
often or seasonally waterfilled, partly or completely enclosing one or more
islands of dry ground on which stood domestic or religious buildings. The
majority of moated sites served as prestigious aristocratic and seigneurial
residences with the provision of a moat intended as a status symbol rather
than a practical military defence. The peak period during which moated sites
were built was between about 1250 and 1350 and by far the greatest
concentration lies in central and eastemn parts of England. However, moated
sites were built throughout the medieval period, are widely scattered
throughout England and exhibit a high level of diversity in their forms and
sizes. They form a significant clags of medieval monument and are important
for the understanding of the distribution of wealth and status in the
countryside_. Many examples provide conditions favourable fo the survival of
organic remains.

The adjacent sites of the Augustinian pricry and moated manor house at South
Kyme represent contenmporary and interrelated features of the medieval
landscape. The remains of the priory include both earthworks surviving in

good condition, and valuable, related buried deposits indicated by substantial
cropmarks visible from the air. The site preserves evidence of a long

tradition of ecclesiastical activity from the early Anglo-Saxon period to the
prezent and will provide rare ingights into the interrelated development of

the monastic site and its adjoining secular centre from the Anglo-Saxon to the
post-medieval periods. The moated site itzelf is rare in ncluding impressive
contemporary architectural remains surviving in good condition. The monument
alzo prezerves evidence of the relationship between the medieval manor house
and itz post-medieval suceeszor, with formal gardens and other earthworks.

History
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

The monument includes the remains of a priory for Augustinian canons, founded
by Philip de Kyme in the mid-12th cenfury on the site of an Anglo-Saxon
establishment. It received further endowmentz but retained a small population
of nine to twelve canons. Afier the dissolution in 1539 the site passed to the
king and the priory church was adapted for use as a parigh church. Adjacent fo
the south are the remains of the moated manor house of the Kymes and their
descendants, the Umfravilles, who fortified it in the mid-14th century. The

house was largely dismantied in the early 18th century and a new house and
garden consfructed to the east. The monument includes the buried remaing of
the medieval monastery and itz Anglo-Saxon predeceszor, the standing remains
of the fortified manor house, the earthworks of the moat and fishponds and the
remaing of the post-medieval garden.

The monument is situated at and around the pregent church and manor of South
Kyme which lie on the west side of the village on the north bank of the River
Slea. The Church of S5t Mary and All Saints iz a Listed Building Grade Il and
excluded from the scheduling. This church incorporates fragments of the priony
church including the western part of the south aisle, the south western part

of the nave and the south porech. Surmounding the church in the northem part
of the churchyard iz an area of earthworks including two raised rectangular
platformz standing approximately 0.5m above the rest of the churchyard.
Building foundations were revealed in this area in the last century. This is

the site of the southem part of the medieval monastic church including the
south tranzept and chancel. Fragments of Anglo-Saxon sculpture discovered
during restoration of the church in the late 15th century indicate that the
remaing of the medieval priory church overlie those of an earlier foundation.

To the north of the present church i an arable field known as Abbey Yard in
which further remainzs of the Augustinian priory are located. Within thizs

field, immediately to the north of the church iz a raized area in which the
northem parts of the medieval church, including the north transept, have been
identified. Finds made in thiz field include building stone, floor tiles,

stained glass and pottery fragments. Cropmarks visible from the air indicate
the location of the remainz of the priony’s inner precinet, including a

cloister and a series of enclosures bounded on the western, northern and
eastern edges of the field by a moat with an internal bank.

To the west of the churchyard is an area of pasture in which a series of
earthworks is evident. Immediately to the west of the church is a group of
large building platforms; on the eastern side of this field iz a group of
fishponds; and on the north side of the road a linear depression with a broad,
low bank on its northemn side. These features represent further remains of
the Augustinian pricry, including part of the southern boundary of the
precinct. The remains of the medieval period are partly overlain by traces of
post-medieval activity.

Adjacent to the south of the remainz of the priory, and separated from them by
a causewayed lane, is a moated enclosure roughly triangular in form. The
enclosure is bounded by a linear depression approximately 10m in width; the
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northern arm runs along the south side of the lane, meeting the: eastern am at
right angles; this latter runs along the eastemn zide of the present Manor
garden. The third arm curves from the western side of the monument

south eastwards to run a2 a depression past the northern edge of the present
stable block. These features represent the remaing of a medieval moat
surrounding the manor house. The easiern arm of the moat has been recut in
post-medieval times to run into the present course of the River Slea.

Mear the centre of the moated enclosure stand the remains of a fortified manor
house constructed by the Umifravilles in the mid-14th century. The remains
include a stone tower approximately 23.5m in height with four storeys and a
battlement. At ground floor level iz a chamber with a vaulted stone ceiling

and an inwardly splayed window in each of the east, west and north walls.
This chamber iz approached through a doorway in the south wall, which alzo
provides access to a stair-furret occupying the south eastern comer of the
tower. The stair-turret rises through all four storeys, it by namow slit
windows and terminating at roeof lewvel in an elaborately carved stone boss. On
the first floor iz a single chamber with a simple traceried window in each

wall, and a doorway in the south wall which formerly led indo the first floor

of an adpining building. Thiz chamber ig now unrocfed, and the positions of
the two upper floors are marked by beam holes and by further traceried windows
placed above those of the first floor. The position of the tower's roof is

marked by a shallow gable within and at a lower level than the batflements,
which rize around the stair-tumret. On the external face of the south wall of

the tower, at ground and first floor level, are a seres of beam holes
indicating the position of an adjacent two-storeyed structure believed to have
been of timber construction. Cuts in the stonework of the east and west walls
indicate the position of further adjacent structures, and there are low
earthworks of buildings to the zouth and east of the tower. The tower is thus
considered to have formed part of a complex of buildings, originally a

dwelling incorporating a timber hall to the south and later including

additions to the east and west. These remaing, representing the mid-14th
century manor house of the Umifravilles, are believed to overlie those of an
earlier manor house occupied by the Kymes, who refounded the adjacent priory
200 years earlier.

To the south of the moated enclosure is an area of low-lying pasture on the
north bank of the river. Traces of channels are vigible as earthworks running
parallel with the southern am of the moat and souttwards from it into the
river. These channels represent a series of water-conirol features designed
to divert the main course of the river away from the moated site, and are
probably late medieval or early post-medieval in date.

To the east of the moated enclosure is a further area of pasture; in the
northern part of the field is a series of low earthworks representing the
remains of a formal garden, including a raised L-shaped terrace. This garden
is believed to have been laid out in the early 18th century, when the medieval
manor house was abandoned and the present Manor constructed. In the southem
part of the field are a pair of large interconnected ponds aligned east-west
and linked to the moated site by a senes of earthwork channels. These two
ponds are considered to lie on an earlier course of the river; they were
onginally constructed in medieval times and later altered to become a feature
in the post-medieval garden. In the southemnmost part of the field iz a
reguiarly laid out area of low-lying land with water-control ditches running
across it from north to south. They may have been seazonally filed pond bays
deliberately created when the course of the river was moved southwarnds.

Excluded from the scheduling are the present Manor, which is Listed Grade II,

aszociated outbwuildings and the Church of 5t Mary & All Saintz, although
the ground beneath these features is included. The standing remains of Kyme
Tower, which is Listed Grade 1, are included.

MAP EXTRACT
The site of the monument is shown on the attached map exiract.

Selected Sources

1. Book Reference - Dafe: 1886 - Jownal Tifle: Archaeological Jounal - Volume:
XL - Page References: 61 - Type: DESC TEXT

2. Book Reference - Author: ed. William Page - Tifle: Victoria County Histony:
Lincolnghire - Date: 1906 - Volume. 2 - Page References. 172-174 - Type: DESC
TEXT - Description: reprint 1988

3. Book Reference - Author: Everson, P. and D_A. Stocker - Title: Lincolnshire -
Journal Title: The Corpus of Anglo-Saxon Sculpture of England - Volume: 5 -
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5. Book Reference - Author: Knowles, D. and R.N. Hadcock - Titie: Medieval
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Licence number 100013035
@ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence
number 102006.006.

Thils copy shows ihe entry on 27-Apr-2011 at 06:03:42.

Page 6.3- 6

If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED 4038 P0129 01



Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

List Entry Summary

This monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. This entry is a copy, the original iz held by the Department for Culture,
Media and Sport.

Mame: North Kyme village cross

List Entry Number: 1009226

Location

The monument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.

County: Lincolnshire

District: North Kesteven

District Type: District Authority

Parish: North Kyme

Mational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

Date first scheduled: 27-Jan-1948

Date of most recent amendment: 26-Aug-1994

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

Wi 22632

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation
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A standing cross is a free standing upright structure, usually of stone,

mesily erected during the medieval period (mid 10th to mid 16th centuries AD]).
Standing crosses served a vanety of functions. In churchyards they served as
stations for outdoor processions, particularly in the cbhservance of Palm

Sunday. Ekewhere, standing crosses were used within settlements as places for
preaching, public proclamation and penance, as well as defining rights of
sanctuary. Standing crosses were alzo employed to mark boundaries between
parishes, property, or seftlements. A few crosses were erected to commemorate
battles. Some crozses were linked to particular 2aints, whose support and
protection their presence would have helped to invoke. Crosses in market
places may have helped fo validate fransactions. After the Reformation, some
crosses confinued in use as foci for municipal or borough ceremonies, for
example as places for official proclamations and announcements; some were the
scenes of games or recreational activity.

Standing crosses were distributed throughout England and are thought to have
numbered in excess of 12,000, However, their survival since the Reformation
has been variable, being much affected by local conditions, attitudes and
refigious sentiment. In particular, many cross-heads were destroyed by
iconoclasts during the 16th and 17th centuries. Less than 2,000 medieval
standing crosses, with or without cross-heads, are now thought to exist. The
oldest and most basic form of standing crozs is the monolith, a stone shaft

often =&t directly in the ground without a base. The most commaon form is the
stepped cross, in which the shatft is 2ot in a socket stone and raized upon a
flight of steps; this type of crozs remained current from the: 11th fo 12th
centuries until after the Reformation. Where the cross-head survives it may

take a variety of forms, from a lantern-like structure to a crucifix; the more
elaborate examples date from the 15th century. Much less common than stepped
crosses are spire-shaped crosses, ofien composed of thres or four receding
stages with elaborate architectural decoration and/or sculptured figures; the
mast famous of these include the Eleanor crosses, erected by Edward | at the
stopping places of the funeral cortege of his wife, who died in 1290. Also
uncommeon are the preaching crosses which were built in public places from the
13th century, typically in the cemeteries of religious communities and
cathedrals, market places and wide thoroughfares; they include a stepped base,
buttresses supporting a vaulted canopy, in tum camying either a shaft and

head or a pinnacled spire. Standing crosses confribute significantly to our
understanding of medieval customs, both secular and religious, and to our
knowledge of medieval parishes and settlement patternz. All crosses which
survive as standing monuments, especially those which stand in or near their
onginal location, are considered worthy of protection.

Morth Kyme village crogs i a gobd example of a medieval standing cross with a
stepped base. Situated at a road junction in the village centre, it iz

believed to stand in or near its original position. Limited development of the
area immediately surmounding the cross indicates that archasological depositz
relating to the construction and use of the cross in this location are likely

to survive intact. The cross has continued in u=e as a public monument and
amenity from medieval fimes to the present day.

History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

The monument includes North Kyme village cross, a Grade |l Listed standing

stone cross, located at a road junction in the village centre. The cross is of
stepped form and is principally medieval in date. The monument includes the

ba=ze, which comprises two steps and a socket-stone, the shaft and the head.

The base is constructed of mortared limestone blocks. The steps are roughly
square in plan, and vertical holes in the top of some of the blocks indicate
the former position of iron clamps. The socket-stone is alzo square in plan
with chamfered upper and lower comers. The shaft is set into the middle of
the socket-stone with mortar and lead. It is compozed of fwo stones; the
lower iz quadrangular in section at the base and has chamfered comers which
taper upwards in octagonal section; the upper tapers in rounded, octagonal
section and then widens to form the knop. Vertical slofs indicate the

position of iron clamps which formerly held the two paris of the shaft
together. Above the knop is the cross-head, which takes the form of a
four-sided cone with a flattened top. The full height of the cross is
approximately 3m.

The paving immediately surrounding the cross is excluded from the scheduling
although the ground beneath it is included. The monument includes a 1m
boundary around the cross which iz essential for the monument's support and

protection.

MAP EXTRACT

The site: of the monument is shown on the attached map exiract.

It includes a 1 metre boundary around the archaeological features,
congidered to be essential for the monument's support and preservation.

Selected Sources

1. Book Reference - Author: Davies, D.5. - Titie: Ancient Stone Crosses in
Kesteven - Date: 1913 - Journal Tifle: Lincolnshire Motes and Queries - Volume:
Xl no.5 - Page References. 145 - Type: DESC TEXT

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights rezserved. Ordnance Suniey
Licence number 100019088.
@ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence
number 102006.006.

This capy shows ihe eniry on 27-Apr-2011 at 06:11:00.
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Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

Lizst Emiry Summary

This monument iz scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. Thig entry is a copy, the original iz held by the Depariment for Culture,
Media and Sport.

Mame: Butter Cross, Tattershall

List Entry Number: 1009227

Location

The monument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.

County: Lincolnshire

Disfrict: East Lindsey

Digtrict Type: District Authority

Parigh: Tattershall

Hational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

Date first scheduled: 04-Mar-1947

Drate of most recent amendment: 22-Aug-1994

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

- 22633

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

Lizst Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reazons for Designation
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Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

A standing cross ig a free standing upright structure, usually of stone,

mostly erected during the medieval period {mid 10th to mid 16th centuries AD).
Standing crosses served a varety of functiong. In churchyards they served as
stations for outdoor processions, particularly in the observance of Palm

Sunday. Eleewhere, standing crosses were used within settlements as places for
preaching, public proclamation and penance, as well as defining rights of
sanctuary. Standing crosses were also employed to mark boundaries bebween
parizhes, property, or settlemenis. A few crozses were erected to commemorate
battles. Some crosses were linked to particular saints, whose support and
protection their presence would have helped to invoke. Crosses in market
places may have helped fo validate transactions. After the Reformation, some
croszes continued in use as foci for municipal or borough ceremonies, for
example as places for official proclamations and announcements; some were the
scenes of games or recreational activity.

Standing crozses were distributed throughout England and are thought to have
numbered in of 12,000. However, their survival since the Reformation
has been variable, being much affected by local conditions, attitudes and
refigious sentiment. In particular, many cross-heads were destroyed by
iconoclasiz during the 16th and 17th centuries. Less than 2,000 medieval
standing crogses, with or without cross-heads, are now thought to exist. The
oldest and most basic form of standing cross is the monolith, a stone shaft

often set directly in the ground without a base. The most commaon form i the
stepped cross, in which the shaft iz set in a socket stone and raized upon a
flight of steps; this type of cross remained curment from the: 11th to 12th
centuries until after the Reformation. ¥YWhere the cross-head survives it may

take a variety of formz, from a lantern-like structure to a crucifi the more
elaborate examples date from the 15th century. Much less common than stepped
crosses are spire-shaped crosses, ofien composed of three or four receding
stages with elaborate architectural decoration and/or sculptured figures; the
most famous of these include the Eleanor crosses, erected by Edward | at the
stopping places of the funeral cortege of his wife, who died in 1290. Also
uncommaon are the preaching crosses which were built in public places from the
13th century, typically in the cemeteries of religious communities and
cathedrals, market places and wide thoroughfares; they include a stepped base,
buttresses supporting a vaulted canopy, in tum camying either a shaft and

head or a pinnacled spire. Standing crosses conftribute significantly to our
understanding of medieval customs, both secular and religious, and to our
knowledge of medieval parishes and zetilemment patterns. All crozses which
survive as standing monuments, especially those which stand in or near their
original location, are conzidered worthy of protection.

The Butter Croess at Tattershall is a good example of a medieval standing cross
with a stepped base, including a carved medieval knop surviving in good
condition. Situated in the former market-place, it iz believed to stand inor

near its oniginal position. Limited development of the area immediately
sumounding the crozs indicates that archasological deposits relating to the
monument's construction and use in this location are likely to survive intact.
While parts of the cross survive from medieval times, subsequent restoration
has resulied in its continued function as a public monument and amenity.

History
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the: List Entry Details.
Details

The monument includes the Butter Crogs, a Grade | Listed standing sfone cross,
located on the south west side of the market-place in the village of

Tattershall. The cross is of stepped form and is principally medieval in date
with modem additiong. The monument includes the base, congisting of five
steps and a socket-stone, and the shaft, knop and head.

The base includes five steps, all cctagonal in plan. The lowest step is
modern and i constructed of red sandstone blocks and concrete resting on a
concrete foundation. The four upper steps are medieval and are constructed of
limestone blocks, partially restored and now held together by iron clamps. On
the uppermost step rests the socket-stone, a large square skab with moulded
and chamfered comers. Set into the middle of the socket-stone is the shaft,
square in section at the base with chamfered comers tapering upwards in
octagonal zection. The knop is elaborately carved with alternating shields
and figures; above is a frieze of blind archez. Both the shaft and the knop

are medieval. The head takes the form of a crucifix with foliate terminals

and represents a modem addition fo the cross. The full height of the crozs

is approximately 5.7m.

The modem paving on the south west side of the cross is excluded from the
schaduling although the ground beneath it is included. The monument includes a
1m boundary around the cross which iz essential for the monument's support and
preservation.

MAP EXTRACT

The site of the monument is gshown on the attached map exiract.

It includes a 1 metre boundary around the archaeological features,
conzidered to be essential for the monument's support and preservation.

Selected Sources

1. Book Reference - Author: Department of the Environment - Tifle: Market Cross -
Date: 1966 - Type: DESC TEXT - Descripfion. Listed Building description

© Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Sunvey
Licence number 1000190885.
@ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence
number 102006.006.

This capy shows the eniry on 26-Apr-2011 at 04:57:55.

Page 6.3- 10

If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED 4038 P0129 01



Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

Lizt Entry Summary

Thiz monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 az amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. This entry is a copy, the original is held by the Depariment for Culture,
Media and Sport.

Hame: Churchyard cross, 5t Oswald's churchyard

List Entry Number: 1009223

Location

The momnument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.

County: Lincolnshire

Dhstrict: North Kesteven

Distfrict Type: District Authority

Parizh: Asgarby and Howell

Mational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

Date firet scheduled: 28-Sep-1994

Date of most recent amendment: Not applicable to this List enfry.

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

D 22635

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation
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Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

A standing cross ig a free standing upright structure, usually of stone,

mostly erected during the medieval period (mid 10th to mid 16th centuries AD).
Standing crozses served a varety of functionzg. In churchyards they served as
stations for outdoor processicns, particularly in the cbhservance of Palm

Sunday. Elsewhere, standing crosses were used within settlements as places for
preaching, public proclamation and penance, as well as defining rights of
sanctuary. Standing crosses were also employed to mark boundaries between
parishes, property, or seftlementsz. A few crogzes were erected to commemorate
battles. Some crosses were linked to particular saints, whose support and
protection their presence would have helped to invoke. Crosses in market
places may have helped fo validate tranzactions. After the Reformation, some
crosses continued in use as foci for municipal or borough ceremonies, for
example as places for official proclamations and announcements; some were the
scenss of games or recreational activity.

Standing crozses were distributed throughout England and are thought to have
numbered in excess of 12,000, However, their survival since the Reformation
has been variable, being much affected by local conditions, attitudes and
refigious sentiment. In particular, many cross-heads were destroyed by
iconoclasts during the 16th and 17th centuries. Less than 2,000 medieval
standing crogses, with or without cross-heads, are now thought to exist. The
oldest and most basic form of standing cross is the monolith, a stone shaft

often set directly in the ground without a base. The most common form is the
stepped cross, in which the shatft is set in a socket stone and raized upon a
flight of steps; this type of cross remained current from the 11th to 12th
centuries until after the Reformation. Where the cross-head survives it may

take a variety of formz, from a lantern-like structure to a crucifix; the more
elaborate examples date from the 15th century. Much less common than stepped
crosses are spire-shaped crosses, ofien composed of three or four receding
stages with elaborate architectural decoration and/or sculptured figures; the
most famous of these include the Eleanor crosses, erected by Edward | at the
stopping places of the funeral cortege of his wife, who died in 1290. Also
uncommaon are the preaching crosses which were built in public places from the
13th century, typically in the cemeteries of religious communities and
cathedrals, market places and wide thoroughfares; they include a stepped base,
buttresses supporting a vaulied canopy, in tum camying either a shaft and

head or a pinnacled spire. Standing crosses conftribute significantly to our
understanding of medieval customs, both secular and religious, and to our
knowledge of medieval parishes and settlement pattemns. All crosses which
survive as standing monuments, ezpecially those which stand in or near their
orginal location, are considered worthy of protection.

The churchyard crozs at Howell iz a good example of the remaing of a medieval
standing cross with a quadrangular base and unusual carved shaft. Situated
near the south porch, it is believed to stand in or near itz original

position. Limited disturbance of the area immediately surrounding the cross
indicates that archaeological deposits relating to the monument's construction
and use are likely fo survive intact. The cross has not been restored and has
continued in use as a public monument and amenity from medieval times to the
present day.

History
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

The monument includes a standing stone cross located in the churchyard of St
Oswald's Church, Howell, approximately 4m south east of the south porch. The

cross iz of stepped form and iz medieval in date. The monument includes the
foundation, steps, socket-stone and shaft.

The foundation and core of the cross is constructed of loose limestone rubble
around which the steps, of limestone blocks, are built. There are three steps
of square plan, the lowest buried beneath the turf, the second at ground

level, and fragments of the third surviving above. The socket-sfone rests.
directly on the rubble core and is roughly square in section; the upper parts

of the comers are moulded and chamfered forming a top of irregular octagonal
section. The zhaft is 2et in the centre of the socket-stone and is square in
section at the base, rizsing through chamfered cormers in a tapering octagonal
gection. There ig a 15th-century ingcripion running in a band around the

shaft which commemorates John Spenser, rector from 1425 to 1448. The shaft is
now approximately 1.5m high and represents the entire lower stone of the
15th-century cross-shaft. The full height of the cross is approximately 2m.

This cross is listed Grade 1I*.

The grave on the north side of the cross iz excluded from the scheduling.

MAP EXTRACT

The site of the monument is shown on the altached map exiract.

It includes a 1 metre boundary around the archaeoclogical features,
considered to be essential for the monument's support and preservation.

Selected Sources

1.

Book Reference - Tifle: Kelly's Directory - Dafe- 1909 - Page References: 321 -
Type: DESC TEXT

2. Book Reference - Author: Davies, D.5. - Title: Ancient Stone Croszses in

Kesteven - Dafe: 1913 - Jowrnal Tifle: Lincolnshire Motes and Quernes - Volume:
Xllno.5 - Page References: 142 - Type: DESC TEXT

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey

Licence number 100019035.

@ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence

number 102006.006.

Thils copy shows ihe entry on 27-Apr-2011 at 06:16:39.
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Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

List Entry Summary

This monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. This entry is a copy, the original iz held by the Department for Culture,
Media and Sport.

Mame: Butter cross, Swineshead

List Entry Number: 1009218

Location

The monument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.

County: Lincolnshire

District: Boston

District Type: District Authority

Parish: Swineshead

Mational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

Date first scheduled: 13-Oct-1994

Date of most recent amendment: Not applicable to this List entry.

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

WD 22666

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation
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Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

A standing cross iz a free standing upright structure, usually of stone,

mosty erected during the medieval period (mid 10th to mid 16th centuries AD).
Standing crosses served a varety of functions. In churchyards they served as
stations for outdoor processions, particularly in the observance of Palm

Sunday. Ekewhere, standing crosses were used within seitlements as places for
preaching, public proclamation and penance, as well as defining rights of
sanctuary. Standing crosses were alzo employed to mark boundaries between
parishes, property, or settlemenis. A few crosses were erected to commemorate
battles. Some crosses were linked to particular saints, whose support and
protection their presence would have helped to invoke. Crosses in market
places may have helped o validate transactions. After the Reformation, some
crosses continued in use a3 foci for municipal or borough ceremonies, for
example as places for official proclamations and announcements; some were the
scenes of games or recreational activity.

Standing crosses were distributed throughout England and are thought to have
numbered in of 12,000. However, their survival since the Reformation
has been variable, being much affected by local conditions, attitudes and
refigious sentiment. In particular, many cross-heads were destroyed by
iconoclasts during the 16th and 17th centuries. Less than 2,000 medieval
standing crosses, with or without cross-heads, are now thought to exist. The
oldest and most basic form of standing cross iz the monolith, a stone shaft

often set directly in the ground without a base. The most common form is the
stepped cross, inwhich the shaft iz set in a socket stone and raized upon a
flight of steps; this type of crozs remained curment from the 11th fo 12th
centuries until after the Reformation. Where the cross-head survives it may

take a variety of forms, from a lantem-ike structure to a crucifix; the more
elaborate examples date from the 15th century. Much less common than stepped
crosses are spire-shaped croszes, ofien composed of three or four receding
stages with elaborate architectural decoration andfor sculptured figures; the
most famous of these include the Eleanor croszes, erected by Edward | at the
stopping places of the funeral cortege of his wife, who died in 1290. Also
uncomimon are the preaching croszes which were built in public places from the:
13th century, typically in the cemeteries of religious communities and
cathedrals, market places and wide thoroughfares; they include a stepped base,
buttresses supporting a vaulted canopy, in tum camying either a shaft and

head or a pinnacled spire. Standing crosses contribute significantly to our
understanding of medieval customs, both secular and religious, and to our
knowledge of medieval parizhes and settlement patterns. All crosses which
survive as standing monuments, ezpecially those which stand in or near their
onginal location, are considered worthy of protection.

The Butter cross at Swineshead is a good example of the stepped base of a
medieval standing cross. Situated in the former market place, it is believed

to stand in or near itz onginal position. Limited disturbance of the area
immediately surmounding the cross indicates that archaeological deposits

relating to the monument's construction and use in this location are likely to
survive intact. The remains of the cross have been little altered in modem

times, having continued in use a5 a public monument and amenity from medieval
times io the present day.

History
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the: List Entry Details.
Details

The monument incudes the Butier cross, the remains of a market cross, which
stands on the north side of a modem war memorial in the former market place.

The cross is of stepped form, is medieval in date with later alteraticns and
iz Listed Grade II. The monument includes the base, of three steps.

The steps are all roughly sqguare in plan and constructed of imestone blocks
with slightly chamfered upper comers. The lowest step is about 2 45m square,
the second 1.9m square, and the third 1.15m square. All three steps are
medieval in date with modem repair, including vertical holes of square

gection indicating where the steps were formerly held together by iron clamps.

The upper surface of the third step is moulded to octagonal section and then
levelled off; at the centre is a socket of rectangular section into which the
shaft formerly fitted, now occupied by a plain flat glab. The full height of

the base is about 0.7m.

The modem stocks, kerb and paving slabs which surround the cross are excluded
from the scheduling although the ground beneath these features is included.

MAP EXTRACT

The site of the monument is shown on the attached map exiract.

It includes a 1 metre boundary around the archaeoclogical features,
conzidered to be essential for the monument's support and preservation.

Selected Sources

1. Book Reference - Tifle: Kelly's Directory - Dafe- 1909 - Page References: 575 -
Type: DESC TEXT
2. Book Reference - Author: Luesby, Colin - Dafe: 19593 - Type: PERS COMM -

Description: shopkeeper

®& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Sunvey
Licence number 100013085.

@ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence
numizer 102006.006.

Thils copy shows the entry on 27-Apr-2011 at 06:19:24.
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Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

List Entry Summary

Thiz monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. This entry is a copy, the original is held by the Depariment for Culture,
Media and Sport.

Mame: Stump Cross

List Entry Number: 1010674

Location

The monument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.

County: Lincolnshirs

District: Boston

District Type: District Authority

Parish: Swineshead

Mational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

Drate first scheduled: 06-Jan-1995

Date of most recent amendment: Not applicable to this List entry.

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

Wi 22667

Asset Groupings

This List entry does mot comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation
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Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

A standing cross iz a free standing upright structure, usually of stone,

mosty erected during the medieval period (mid 10th to mid 16th centuries AD).
Standing crosses served a varety of functions. In churchyards they served as
stations for outdoor processions, particularly in the observance of Palm

Sunday. Ekewhere, standing crosses were used within seitlements as places for
preaching, public proclamation and penance, as well as defining rights of
sanctuary. Standing crosses were alzo employed to mark boundaries between
parishes, property, or settlemenis. A few crosses were erected to commemorate
battles. Some crosses were linked to particular saints, whose support and
protection their presence would have helped to invoke. Crosses in market
places may have helped o validate transactions. After the Reformation, some
crosses continued in use a3 foci for municipal or borough ceremonies, for
example as places for official proclamations and announcements; some were the
scenes of games or recreational activity.

Standing crosses were distributed throughout England and are thought to have
numbered in of 12,000. However, their survival since the Reformation
has been variable, being much affected by local conditions, attitudes and
refigious sentiment. In particular, many cross-heads were destroyed by
iconoclasts during the 16th and 17th centuries. Less than 2,000 medieval
standing crosses, with or without cross-heads, are now thought to exist. The
oldest and most basic form of standing cross iz the monolith, a stone shaft

often set directly in the ground without a base. The most common form is the
stepped cross, inwhich the shaft iz set in a socket stone and raized upon a
flight of steps; this type of crozs remained curment from the 11th fo 12th
centuries until after the Reformation. Where the cross-head survives it may

take a variety of forms, from a lantem-ike structure to a crucifix; the more
elaborate examples date from the 15th century. Much less common than stepped
crosses are spire-shaped croszes, ofien composed of three or four receding
stages with elaborate architectural decoration andfor sculptured figures; the
most famous of these include the Eleanor croszes, erected by Edward | at the
stopping places of the funeral cortege of his wife, who died in 1290. Also
uncomimon are the preaching croszes which were built in public places from the:
13th century, typically in the cemeteries of religious communities and
cathedrals, market places and wide thoroughfares; they include a stepped base,
buttresses supporting a vaulted canopy, in tum camying either a shaft and

head or a pinnacled spire. Standing crosses contribute significantly to our
understanding of medieval customs, both secular and religious, and to our
knowledge of medieval parizhes and settlement patterns. All crosses which
survive as standing monuments, ezpecially those which stand in or near their
onginal location, are considered worthy of protection.

The Stump Cross at Swineshead iz a good example of a medieval standing cross
with a quadrangular base and octagonal shaft. It stands near itz original

position at a road junction which iz believed to have been of significance in
medieval times and is traditionally associated with a former market.
Archaeological deposiis relating both to the monument's construction in this
location and o earlier activity on the site are likely to survive intact. The
cross has been litfle altered in modem times, having continued in use as a

public monument and amenity from medieval times to the present day.

History
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the: List Entry Details.
Details

The monument incdudes Stump Cross, Swineshead, a standing stone cross located
on the north west side of the road junction between South Street and Stump

Crozs Lane. Thig junction iz believed to have been an important cne in
medieval and later times, and is traditionally identified with the site of a

former market. The cross takes the form of a base, compriging a socket stone,
and a shaft, all of which are medieval in date with modem repairs. The cross
stands at the centre of a modemn concrete platform which iz excluded from the
scheduling, although the ground beneath it is included.

The socket stone is roughly 0.85m square in gection with moulded comers. The
north and east sides retain the remains of carved decoration. Set into the
centre of the socket stone is the shaft, approximately 0.33m square in 2ection
at the base rizsing through chamfered comers in tapening octagonal section to

a height of about 1.6m. The shaft iz pinned into the =ocket stone with iron
clamps, and there is another clamp at the top where the shaft terminates in a
flat surface which reprezents the full original extent of the stone. The full
surviving height of the cross is about 2m. Stump Cross is Listed Grade: |1

MAP EXTRACT
The site of the monument is shown on the attached map exiract.

Selected Sources

1. Book Reference - Tifle: Ordnance Survey &' (second edition) - Dafe: 1904 -
Type: MAP

2. Book Reference - Author: Allen, Thomas - Title: The History of the County of
Lineoln - Dafe: 1830 - Page References: 35T - Type: DESC TEXT - Descripfion:
book Il chapter VI

3. Book Reference - Author: Davies, D.5. - Title: Ancient Stone Crosges in Lindsey
and Holland Division of Lincs - Date: 1915 - Jounal Title: Lincolnshire Motes and
Queries - Volume: X1l no? - Page References: 219 - Type: DESC TEXT

4. Book Reference - Author: Harper, F.R. - Tifle: TF 23 NW 5 - Date: 1965 - Type:
DESC TEXT - Description.: O3 record

5. Book Reference - Author: Healey, R. Hilary - Date: 1994 - Type: PERS COMM

6. Book Reference - Author Lincolnghire County Council Highways Dept. - Date:
1904 - Type: PERS COMM

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Sunvey
Licence number 100013035

@ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence
number 102006.006.

Thils copy shows ihe entry on 27-Apr-2011 at 06-22:25.
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List Entry Summary

This monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. This entry is a copy, the original iz held by the Department for Culture,
Media and Sport.

Mame: Churchyard cross, St Andrew's churchyard

List Entry Number: 1010675

Location

The monument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.

County: Lincolnshire

District: North Kesteven

District Type: District Authority

Parish: Heckington

Mational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

Date first scheduled: 04-Jan-1995

Date of most recent amendment: Not applicable to this List entry.

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

wiD: 22670

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation

4038_P0129 01
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A standing cross iz a free standing upright structure, usually of stone,

mosty erected during the medieval period (mid 10th to mid 16th centuries AD).
Standing crosses served a varety of functions. In churchyards they served as
stations for outdoor processions, particularly in the observance of Palm

Sunday. Ekewhere, standing crosses were used within seitlements as places for
preaching, public proclamation and penance, as well as defining rights of
sanctuary. Standing crosses were alzo employed to mark boundaries between
parishes, property, or settlemenis. A few crosses were erected to commemorate
battles. Some crosses were linked to particular saints, whose support and
protection their presence would have helped to invoke. Crosses in market
places may have helped o validate transactions. After the Reformation, some
crosses continued in use a3 foci for municipal or borough ceremonies, for
example as places for official proclamations and announcements; some were the
scenes of games or recreational activity.

Standing crosses were distributed throughout England and are thought to have
numbered in of 12,000. However, their survival since the Reformation
has been variable, being much affected by local conditions, attitudes and
refigious sentiment. In particular, many cross-heads were destroyed by
iconoclasts during the 16th and 17th centuries. Less than 2,000 medieval
standing crosses, with or without cross-heads, are now thought to exist. The
oldest and most basic form of standing cross iz the monolith, a stone shaft

often set directly in the ground without a base. The most common form is the
stepped cross, inwhich the shaft iz set in a socket stone and raized upon a
flight of steps; this type of crozs remained curment from the 11th fo 12th
centuries until after the Reformation. Where the cross-head survives it may

take a variety of forms, from a lantem-ike structure to a crucifix; the more
elaborate examples date from the 15th century. Much less common than stepped
crosses are spire-shaped croszes, ofien composed of three or four receding
stages with elaborate architectural decoration andfor sculptured figures; the
most famous of these include the Eleanor croszes, erected by Edward | at the
stopping places of the funeral cortege of his wife, who died in 1290. Also
uncomimon are the preaching croszes which were built in public places from the:
13th century, typically in the cemeteries of religious communities and
cathedrals, market places and wide thoroughfares; they include a stepped base,
buttresses supporting a vaulted canopy, in tum camying either a shaft and

head or a pinnacled spire. Standing crosses contribute significantly to our
understanding of medieval customs, both secular and religious, and to our
knowledge of medieval parizhes and settlement patterns. All crosses which
survive as standing monuments, ezpecially those which stand in or near their
onginal location, are considered worthy of protection.

The churchyard cross at 5t Andrew's Church, Heckington, is a good example of
a medieval standing cross with a stepped base. Limited disturbance in the

area immediately sumounding the cross indicates that archaeological deposits
refating to itz construction and use in this location are likely to survive

intact. The cross has been little altered in modem times and has continued

in u=ze as a public monument and amenity from medieval times o the present

day.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

The monument includes the remains of a standing stone cross located in the

churchyard of 5t Andrew's Church, Heckington, approximately 8m to the
south west of the south tranzept. The cross ig constructed of limestone and is

principally medieval in date. The monument includes the base, compriging three . ; . .
steps, a plinth and a socket " and a fragment of the shaft. which are If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED 4038 P0129 01

medieval in date; and a brick kerk and core, which date from an early 20th
century restoration.
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List Entry Summary

This monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeclogical
Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. This entry is a copy, the original is held by the Department for Culture,
Media and Sport.

Mame: Tattershall Castle and College

List Entry Number: 1018394

Location

The monument may lie within the boundary of more than cne authority.

County: Lincolnshire

District: East Lindsey

District Type: District Authority

Parish: Tattershall

Mational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Mot applicable to this List entry.

Date first scheduled: 20-Feb-1953

Date of most recent amendment: 02-Dec-1998

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

UiD: 22720

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the: List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation

An enclosure casfle is a defended residence or stronghold, built mainly of

stone, in which the principal or sole defence comprizes the walls and towers
bounding the site. Some form of keep may have stood within the enclosure but
thiz was not zignificant in defensive terms and served mainly to provide
accommodation. Larger sites might have more than one line of walling and there
are nomally mural towers and gatehouses. Outside the walls a ditch, either
waterfilled or dry, crossed by bridges may be found. The first enclosure

castles were consiructed at the time of the Norman Congquest. However, they
developed considerably in form during the 12th century when defensive
expernence gained during the Crusades was applied to their design. The
majority of examples were constructed in the 13th century although a few were
built as late as the 14th century. Some reprezent reconstructions of earlier
medieval earthwrork castles of the motie and bailey type, although others were
new creations. They provided strongly defended residences for the king or
leading families and occur in both urban and rural situations. Enclosure

castles are widely dispersed throughout England, with & slight concentration

in Kent and Sussex supporting a vulnerable coast, and a strong concentration
along the Welsh border where some of the best examples were built under Edward
I. They are rare nationally with only 126 recorded examples. Congiderable
diversity of form iz exhibited with no two examples being exactly alike. With
other castle types, they are major medieval monument types which, belonging to
the highest levels of society, frequently acted a8 major administrative

centres and formed the foci for developing settlement patierns. Casties
generally provide an emotive and evocative link to the past and can provide a
valuable educational rezource, both with rezpect to medieval warfare and
defence and with respect to wider aspects of medieval zociety. All examples
retaining significant remaing of medieval date are considered to be nationally
important.

Fortified houses were residences belonging to some of the richest and most
powerful members of society, and their ostentatious architecture often

reflectz a high level of expenditure. In zome instances, the fortifications

may be cosmetic additions o an otherwize conventional high status dwelling,
giving a military aspect while remaining practically indefenzible. The nature

of the fortification varieg, but can include moats, curtain walls, a gatehouse
and other towers, gunports and crenellated parapets. Their buildings normally
included a hall uzed as communal space for domestic and adminigtrative
purpozes, kitchens, service and storage areas. In later houses the owners had
separate private living apariments, these often receiving particular
architectural emphasis. In common with castles, some fortified houses had
outer courts beyond the main defences in which associated service buildings
were located. Fortified houses were constructed in the medieval period,
primarily between the 15th and 16th centuries. As a rare monument type, with
fewer than 200 dentified examples, all examples exhibiting significant
surviving archaeological remains are considered to be of national importance.

Tattershall Castle iz a rare example of a medieval fortified house which

partly incorporates the remains of an earier enclosure castle. ltis
aszociated with an individual of high status at court and therefore bears some
similarities in form and architectural style to contemporary royal residences,
anticipating the development of the courtly “prodigy” houses of the late
Elizabethan and early Jacobean periods. The Great Tower and other standing
buildings survive in good condition, and their integrity az part of an

important historical site has been enhanced by careful restoration in the

earty part of thizs century. Az a result of part archaeoclogical excavation, the
remains of both the castle and the college are quite well understood and
demonsirate a high level of survival for below ground remains while the
majority of deposits have been left intact.

4038 P0129 01 If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED
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The term college iz used to describe a variety of different types of

establishment whoze communities of secular clergy shared a degree of common
life less sirictly controlled than that within a monastic order. The majority

of Englizh colleges were founded in the 14th or 15th centuries and most were
subsequently clozed down under the Chaniries Act of 1547 . Colleges of the
prebendal or portional type were get up as secular chapters as an alternative

to the structure of contemporary monastic houses; some barons followed suit by
getting up colleges within their casties. After 1300 chantry colleges, in

which the prime concern was to offer masses for the souls of the patron and

the: patron's family, became more commeon. They may also have housed bedeamen
and provided an educational facility which in some cages came to dominate
their other activities. From historical sources it is known that approximately

300 separate colleges existed in the medieval period; of these, 167 were in
existence in 1309, made up of 71 prebendal or portional colleges, 64 chaniry
colleges and 32 whose function was primarily academic. In view of the
importance of colleges in contributing to our understanding of ecclesiastical
history, and given the rarity of known surviving examples, all identified

colleges which retain surviving archaeological remaing are considered to be
nationally important.

The remains of Tattershall College survive well in the form of buried
depositz, and are rare in being associated with the standing remains of a
medieval grammar =chool. The importance of the college is enhanced by itz
aszociation with the composer John Taverner, who worked there in the early
16th century.

The high level of zurvival of the remains of both the castle and college at
Tattershall, together with associated features such as fishponds, will
preserve valuable evidence for the way in which these unique institutions
functioned in a particular 2ocial, culiural and economic setting. In

addition, as a result of the presentation of the castle ag a monument open to
the public, and itz position adjacent to an imporiant medieval church, the
site serves as an important recreational and educational resource.

History
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Eniry Details.
Details

The monument includes Tattershall Castle and College, situated on the south
side of the present village of Tattershall on the west bank of the River Bain.
The castle originated as an enclosure castle constructed in the 13th century
by Robert of Tattershall. In the 15th century it passed to Ralph, first Lord
Cromwell, who rebwilt it as a foriified house and founded a college on the
adjacent site. While the college was digsolved in 1545 and itg buildings
dizmantled, the castle continued to be occupied untll 1693; it thereafter fell
into disrepair and in 1790 some of the building materials were removed and the
maoats largely infilled. From 1812 the castle was restored and partly
excavated and in 1925 it passed into the care of the National Trust iz a
Grade | Listed Building.

and associated features, lying to the west, south and east of Holy Trinity
Church.

In the western part of the monument are the remains of Tattershall Castle,

which now takes the form of an inner moated enclosure with two outer

enclosures, alzo moated, to the north east and north west. The inner moated
enclosure originated in about 1231. The first building on the site iz thought

to have been a stone-built hall located near the westemn edge of the
enclosure, followed by a curtain wall with interval fowers, also stone-built,
constructed along the inside edge of the moat. The hall survived until the
18th century as a standing ruin but iz no longer evident. Parts of the
curtain wall survive in the western part of the enclosure adjacent to the

later Great Tower, which was built in the 15th century against its outer face.
The foundations of two interval towers alzo survive, one to the north and one
to the south of the Great Tower, these are Listed Grade | and take the form of
"D'-shaped projections into the moat, constructed of magnesian imestone,

which were later strengthened around the base by the addition of green

limestone. The remaing of another interval tower have been identified on the

south side of the enclogure; there are thought to have been up to eight
interval towers onginally. The entrance o the early castie iz believed to

have been from the north east, in the position of the modern bridge, where the

foundations of a pier indicate the location of an earier bridge.

Construction of the Great Tower iz believed to have commenced in the 14302

when the castle was converted into a fortified residence by Ralph Lord
Cromwell, Treasurer of England. it iz a brick-built structure with stone
dressings and siring-courses, and takes the form of four storeys and a

basement on a rectangular plan with octagonal corner turrets. Connecied by a
passageway to the earlier stone hall, which may have served as an entrance
vestibule, the Great Tower contained the private and public apariments of Lord
Cromwell. A separate Grade | Listed kitchen block was built adjacent and to

the south, alzo against the outside of the earlier curtain wall and

incorporating one of the interval towers; the foundations of these structures
have been archasologically excavated and are now exposed. Other buildings
associated with the forlified house, including a chapel, were formerly ocated

in the zouthern part of the enclosure. In the north eastern comer stood a

gatehouze which guarded the bridge across the inner moat. The earier curtain

wall was largely replaced by a brick retaining wall built along the inside
edge of the moat, although this was later destroyed and has in tum been

replaced by a modemn concrete wall. The remains of a similar brick retaining
wall on the outer edge of the moat have been restored. The moat wall is Listed

Grade 1.

Surmounding the inner moat are the remains of a penannular outer bailey first
constructed in the 15th century as part of Cromwell's alterations. The inner

and outer moats were originally joined only on the north side, but are now
alzo joined on the east and west sides by modemn channels, creating two

"L"-shaped enclosures to the north east and north west. The enclosure fo the
north east includes the remains of the middle ward, a walled enclosure from
which access was gained across the inner moat; within it is the Grade | Listed

guardhouse, a small brick building initially converied into a cotiage and
later into a shop. In the northemn part of the ward are the foundations of

further buildings including, at the westen end, the remains of a gatehouze
which guarded the brndge which crossed from the outer ward. The remains of the
outer wanrd are situated in what & now the north western enclogsure and include

The monument includes the standing and buried remains of the castle, col
€ monument includes e sianding a ne castle, coflege the standing remsins of a Grade | Listed rectangular building, thought to have
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criginated as the house of Cromwell's Master of the Horse. On the northem
gide of this ward are the foundations of a gateway which formerly stood at the
south end of a bridge across the outer moat.

On the south side of the inner moat is a raised area of ground where a garden
of the castie is believed to have been located. This area, which lay within MAP EXTRACT )

the outer bailey of the castle, was formerly approached from the inner ward The site of the monument is shown on the attached map exiract.
across a bridge; the foundations of a pier of the bridge zurvive in the inner
moat. To the south and east of the garden area are the buried remains of part
of the outer moat which formerly enclosed the garden within the outer bailey.

Selected Sources
In the eastern part of the monument are the buried remains of Tattershall 1. Book Reference - Author: Buck, Samuel - Tifie: The East Prospect of Tattershall
College, which was founded in 1439 for six priests, six lay clerks, six Castle near Boston ... - Dafe: 1726 - Type: ILLUSTRATION - Descripfion. copied
choristers and a warden. In 1524-5, when the composer John Taverner was a in NT guidebook 1985
member of the college, there were ten lay clerks and ten choristers. Sifuated 2. Book Reference - Author: Curzon & Tipping - Title: Tattershall Castle Lincs: A
to the south and east of Holy Trinity Church, which was rebuilt at this ime, Historical & Descriptive Survey - Date: 1929 - Page References: 181ff - Type:
the buildings of the college were consfructed of brick with stone dressings DESC TEXT - Descripfion: M_B. appendix by Hamilton Thompson
and are believed to have included two courtyards. The buried remains of these
buildings lie to the north east, east and south east of the chancel where the
ground level is artificially raised about 1m above the natural slope of the
land. Tao the north east of the chancel are the buried remains of the eastern & Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All ights reserved. Ordnance Survey
court of the college, the north range of which has been found by part Licence number 100019038.
archaeolegical excavation to include the principal gatehouse of the college. @ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence
Projecting northward from the north west angle of the gatehouse are the buried number 102006.006.

foundations of a rectangular building which may have served as a stable block.

Elzewhere in the eastemn court the remains of domestic accommaodation have

bkeen identified. To the south and east of the chancel are further buried Thits Copy shows ine entry on 27-Apr-2011 at 06:41:52.
building remainz of the college which are believed to include the second

court. On the south wall of the chancel, which iz not included in the

scheduling, are the brick and stone supports for an adjacent vaulted

passageway which iz thought to represent a cloizter walk or processional

access to the church.

In the central part of the monument, to the south of the buried remaing of the
college and adjacent to the east of thoze of the outer moat of the castle, is

a level rectangular area partly bounded by a brick wall. This area is believed
to include the remains of the tiltyard of the castle, where tournamentz and
exercises took place. Adjacent o the south are the remains of a larger
enclosure of tiangular shape, in which the slight earthworks and buried
remains of a series of fishponds are located; this enclosure is defined by the
buried remains of a water channel, now visible on aenal photographs, which
was formerly linked to the castle's outer moat on the north west and to the
River Bain on the south east. The layout of the fishponds and water control
features in this form is associated with the development of the castle in the
15th century.

The toilet block which stands adjacent to the east of the outer moat, and the
church boiler house which stands in the angle between the chancel and the
south tranzept, together with all modern fences, gates, and all gravestones

are excluded from the gcheduling, although the ground beneath them iz

included. The remains of Tattershall College Grammar School, which stand 250m
to the north east of Holy Trinity Church, are the subject of a separate

scheduling.
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List Entry Summary

Thiz monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 as amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. This entry is a copy, the original is held by the Depariment for Culture,
Media and Sport.

MName: The Manwar Ings: remains of a motte and bailey castle

List Entry Number: 1018684

Location

The monument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.

County: Lincolnshirs

District: Boston

District Type: District Authority

Parish: Swineshead

Mational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

Date first scheduled: 13-Dec-1929

Date of most recent amendment: 02-Dec-1998

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

i 22744

Asset Groupings

This List entry does mot comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation
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Motte and bailey castlies are medieval fortifications introduced into Britain

by the Normans. They comprised a large conical mound of earth or rubble, the
mette, sumounted by a palizade and a stone or timber tower. In a majority of
examples an embanked enclosure containing additicnal buildings, the bailey,
adjoined the motte. Motte castles and motte-and-bailey castles acted as
gamison forts during offensive militany operations, as strongholds, and, in

many cases, as aristocratic residences and as centres of local or royal
administration. Built in fowng, villages and open countryside, motte and

bailey castles generally occupied strategic positions dominating their

immediate locality and, as a result, are the most vizually impreasive

monuments of the early post-Conquest period surviving in the modem landscape.
Ower 600 motte castles or motte-and-bailey castles are recorded nationally,

with examples known from most regions. As one of a restricted range of
recognised early post-Conguest monuments, they are particularly important for
the study of Morman Britain and the development of the feudal system. Although
many were occupied for only a short pericd of time, motte castles continued to
be built and occupied from the 11th to the 13th centuries, after which they

were superseded by other types of castle.

The remaing of the motte and bailey castle at The Manwar Ings survive well as
a series of substantial earthworks. They are rare in representing one of very
few medieval monuments to have survived in an area of intensive modem
cultivation. Upstanding earthworks and undertying archaeoclogical deposits,
including earlier ground surfaces, will preserve valuable evidence for

domestic and economic activity on the gite both during the castle’'s occupation
and before. As a result of documentary research the importance of the castle
in the medieval pericd iz quite well understood. The association between this
site and that of Swineshead Abbey, nearby, provides valuable information about
the way in which the two high-status establishments interrelated as
contemporary components of the wider medieval landscape.

History
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

The monument includes a medieval motte and bailey castle at The Mamwar Ings.
Situated approximately 1km to the north east of the village of Swineshead, it

is believed to have been constructed in the 12th century by the de Gresley
family, lords of the manor of Swineshead, who alzo founded Swineshead Abbey.
The castle is referred to in documentary sources of the late 12th and 13th
centuries, and artefactual fragments found nearby suggest that it was occupied
until at least the 14th century.

The remaing of the castle take the form of a series of substantial earthworks
and buried features including a circular motte and bailey with inner and outer
maoats, now dry. The motte is represented by a raised circular platiorm, now
largely level, standing to a height of nearly 2m above the surrounding fields.
On this platform would have stood the domestic and service buildings of the
cagtle, while a slight internal bank may indicate the position of a former

wall or palisade. Brick-lined shelters were inserted info the motie during
World War 1l. The motte is surmounded by a deep inner moat about 15m wide, in
tum encircled by the bailey which variez between 7m and 15m in width. The
inmer moat is crossed on the eastern side by an earthen causeway which is
believed to occupy the site of a former bridge; a raized area on the bailey at
the east end of the causeway may represent the site of a gatehouse.

Surrounding the bailey iz an outer moat 7m-10m in width, originally circular
im plan but partly truncated on the eastemn side by modern ploughing. It is
croszed on the north west side by a modern trackway, beneath which it is
partly infilled.

MAP EXTRACT
The site of the monument is shown on the altached map exiract.

Selected Sources

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All ights reserved. Ordnance Survey
Licence number 100019038.
© British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence
number 102006.006.

Thils copy shows ihe entry on 27-Apr-2011 at 06:36:41.
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Lizt Entry Summary

Thiz monument is scheduled under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological
Areas Act 1979 az amended as it appears to the Secretary of State to be of national
importance. This entry is a copy, the original is held by the Depariment for Culture,
Media and Sport.

Hame: Swineshead Abbey

List Entry Number: 1018687

Location

The momnument may lie within the boundary of more than one authority.

County: Lincolnshire

District: Boston

Distfrict Type: District Authority

Parizh: Swineshead

Mational Park: Not applicable to this List entry.

Grade: Not applicable to this List entry.

Date firet scheduled: 09-Oct-1981

Date of most recent amendment: 19-Mar-1999

Legacy System Information
The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: RSM

D 23747

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not
part of the official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Monument
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation
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From the time of 3t Augustine's migsion to re-establish Christianity in AD 557

to the reign of Henry VI, monasticism formed an important facet of both
refigious and secular life in the Britizh Izsles. Settlements of religious
communities, including monasteries, were built to house communities of monks,
canons (priests), and sometimes lay-brothers, living a common life of

refigious observance under some form of systematic dizcipline. I is estimated
from documentary evidence that over 700 monasteries were founded in England.
These ranged in gize from major communities with several hundred members to
tiny establishments with a handful of brethren. They belonged to a wide

variety of different religious orders, each with its own philosophy. Az a

result, they vary considerably in the detail of their appearance and layout,
although all possess the basic elements of church, domestic accommodation for
the community, and work buildings. Monasteries were inexfricably woven into
the fabric of medieval society, acting not only as centres of worship,

learning and charity, but alzso, because of the vast landholdings of some

orders, as centres of immense wealth and political influence. They were
establishied in all parts of England, some in towns and others in the remotest

of areas. Many monasteries acted as the foci of wide networks including parizh
churches, almshouses, hospitals, farming estates and tenant villages. Some 75
of theze religious houses belonged to the Cistercian order founded by St
Bernard of Clairvaux in the 12th century. The Cistercians - or "white monks”®,

on account of their undyed habits - led a hargher life than earlier monastic
orders, believing in the virtue of a life of austenty, prayer and manual

labour. Seeking seclusion, they founded their houses in wild and remote areas
where they undertook major land improvement projectz. Their communities were
often very large and included many lay brethren who acted as ploughmen,
dairymen, shepherds, carpenters and masons. The Cisterciang' skills as farmers
eventually made the order one of the richest and most influential. They were
especially suceesaful in the rural north of England where they concentrated on
sheep farming. The Cistercians made a major contribution to many facets of
medieval life and all of their monasteries which exhibit significant surviving
archaeoclogical remaing are worthy of protection.

The remaing of Swineshead Abbey survive well ag a senes of buried remains and
earthwork features. The depth of accumulated archaeoclogical deposits in the
northemn part of the monument, and the substantial earthworks in the southem
part of the monument, indicate that buried structural and artefactual remains
will survive largely intact. Waterlogging in parts of the site will also

presernye organic materials such as wood and cloth, which will provide valuable
information about the construction of timber buildings on the site and about
economic, domestic and religious activity. Associated with the only surviving
fragment of a once-extensive system of medieval dylings, the monument also
presenves evidence for the way in which the abbey functioned as an economic
unit in the wider medieval landscape.

History
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

The monument includes the known extent of the earthwork and buried remains of
part of the inner precint and an associated dylings field system of the Abbey

of 5t Mary, a Cistercian monastery founded in the early 12th century by the

lord of the manor, Robert de Grezsley. King John is reputed to have fallen ill

at Swineshead Abbey a few days before his death at Newark in October 1216.
Doecumentary sources suggest that the income of the abbey was based upon the
export of wool. In the late 14th century there were 17 monks and three lay

brothers at Swineghead; by 1534 there were only seven monks. The abbey was
dissolved in 1536 and later passed to Edward, Lord Clinton, although the first
docurmented reuse of the site dates from 1607 when a farmhouse was built out of
the abbey ruins by Sir John Lockion. The present farmhouse, which incorporates
the surviving parts of that building, is Listed Grade |l and excluded from the
scheaduling although the ground beneath it is included.

The abbey cccupies a slightly raised area in the marshland approximately 1km
north east of the medieval town of Swineshead. In the raized area in the north
eastern part of the monument, partly overain by Abbey Farm, are the buried
remaing of the abbey's inner court where the church, cloister, dormitory and
other claustral buildings would have been located. Adjacent to the west iz
ancther raized area, partly overlain by the present lane, where the remains of
the abbey's outer court are located; these would include stables, barns and
other agriculfural and service buildings, together with the principal

gatehouse of the abbey through which the complex would have been approached
from the west. Aerial photographic evidence indicates that a difched causeway
formerty linked this site with The Manwar Ings, a motte and bailey castle 650m
to the north west constructed by Robert de Gresley (the subject of a

separate scheduling). Buried remains of part of this causeway are

located on the north side of the present lane and are included in the
scheduling. The foundations of substantial stone walls and fragments of
medieval artefacts have been identified in the area of the outer court, and

the ground level in the area of both the inner and outer courts indicates that
archaeological deposits have accumulated to a considerable depth_

In the southern part of the monument are the earthwork remains of three
rectangular ditched enclosures, also raised, and aligned sast-west along the
south side of the inner and outer courts. These enclosures represent the
remains of paddocks or gardens which lay within the inner precinct of the
monastery. They are bounded on the west by the remains of a north-south ditch,
thought to repregent the western boundary of the inner precinct, to the west

of which are the remains of a pair of lower ditched enclosures thought to have
lain within the outer precinct of the monastery. In the south eastern part of

the monument are the remains of a series of parallel field strips separated by
linear ditches, aligned roughly east-west, representing the remains of a
medieval dylings field system which also lay within the abbey's outer precinct
forming part of the land held directly by the abbey which criginally extended

over about 97ha. Partz of the ditches delineating both the enclosures and the:
field strips were redug in later centuries to create ponds and for drainage. A

long embanked pond in the south eastern part of the monument, measuring nearly
90m in length and 10m in width, represents the remains of a ditch within the
dylings which was altered to create a formal garden feature associated with

the post-Diszolution house.

All standing buildings, walls, fences and gates are excluded from the
scheduling, although the ground beneath them is included.

MAP EXTRACT
The site of the monument is eshown on the attached map exiract.
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Asszet Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the

official record but are added later for mformation.

List Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - Thig information may be included in the List Eniry Details.
History

Legacy Record - Thig information may be included in the List Eniry Details.
Details

TF 25 3W BROTHERTOFT HOLLAN FEM

118 Church of
All Saints
26.1.67

]

Former Chapel of Ease dedicated as Parigsh Church in 1924. 1812,
chancel added 1880. Red brick in English bond, Westmorland and
Welzh zlate roofs, with stone coped gables. Timber louvred
octagonal cupola with domed lead top. Nave and chancel. At the
west end a tracened door with pointed wicket under a Tudor
pointed arch. The 3 bay side wails of the nave have 3 brick
kands to the base, and a corbelled out eaves, the slightly
advanced central bay contains a 3 light window under a brick
Tudor arch. It is flianked by single pointed 3 ight windows. All
nave windows have wooden tracery and leaded lights. Lead
raimwater hoppers. The later chancel has a triple lancet east
window with ashlar sumound. On the =outh wall of the nave an
ashlar sundial over the central window. Interior. At the west

end a panelled gallery with finely dentillated and fluted

friezes, fluted pilasters, supporied on slender cast iron

columng. Plain narmmow pointed chancel arch. Matchboard dado
paneling to nave. Fitings. Facetted square pulpit matches
panelled gallery. The gallery has its contemporary bench seats.
Royal Arms. C19 octagonal font. The Chapel of Ease was built
following a subscription raized by the patron and rector of
Algakirk, to serve the inhabitants of the new setlements formed
by the draining of the Fens under the Act of Pariament passed in
1767. Source: Whites Directory 1856.

Listing NGR: TF2321850176
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This lizt enfry does not comprize part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

Lizst entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the Lizt Entry Details.
Details

TF 24 NW AMBER HILL CLAYDIKE BANK (west side)

3114 Church of St. John The Baptist

Il

Parizh church. 1867 by Edward Browning, in neo Norman style. Red brick with darker red brick
dre=ssings, and some aghlar dressings. Welgh slate roof with lead dressings. Mave with western
bellcote, southem porch, facetted chancel. The west end has plinth, chamfered band, dogtooth
and 5 corbelled eaves courses terminating on dentillated pilasters. 4 deep buttresses with raking
steps. The 3 light west window has semi-circular heads to the lights with moulded brick mullions
and 3 plain circular lights set in the brick tympanum. It is flanked by single butiresses and =single
tall semi-circular headed lights. The gabled double bellcote has ashlar coping and kneelers, and
its tumbled raking walls are supported on a dentillated base. The bell openings are semi-circular
headed. The sides have plinth, moulded cill band, corbelled and dentillated eaves with stepped
raking buttresses dividing the window bays which contain paired semi-circular headed lights with
roll moulded brick surrounds. The morth gide has S pairs. The chancel has single semi-circular
headed lights with a circular window above under pointed relieving arch in each of the 5 facetied
sides. The south zide of the nave has 4 pairs of windows and a gabled porch with tall semi-
circular headed outer doorway having 2 orders of moulded terracotta roll moulding and foliate
capitals. In the side walls are friple rectangular lights. The inner doorway is similar with roll
moulded reveals and deeply moulded terracotta capitals. The planked double doors have
contemporary iron hinges. Interior. Yellow brick faced walls with red brick dressings. All windows
and rear arches in red brick. Hammer beam roof supported on long ashlar corbels. Steeply
pointed red brick moulded chancel arch with roll moulded responds and moulded stiff leaf
terracotta imposts. Chancel has fleur de lys decorated tile course beneath wall plate, and 2
carved ashlar wall shaft corbels. Fine glazed relief tile reredos. Contemporary circular font.

Listing NGR: TF2189647348

Selected Sources

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details
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Legacy System Information

The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: LBS

UND: 192548

Asszet Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the

official record but are added later for nformation.

List Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reazons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

ANWICK CHURCH LANE
TF 15 5W

(east side)

112 Church of

St. Edith

1267

GV.1

Parnish church: Late C13, C14, restored 1859, chancel restored
1900, spire repaired after lightning sirike in 1906, south aisle
restored 1915, nave re-roofed 1916. Limestone ashlar, some
coursed rubble. Westmorland slate and lead roofs. West tower,
nave, chancel, north and south aisles, south porch. Tower of 3
stages, chamfered plinth, gabled and crocketed set back
buttreszes, moulded siring course with animal heads to broach
gpire. Spire has 3 tiers of lucames in altemating directions,
cupsed reticulated tracery, human head stops and foliate
terminalzs. In the belfry stage are 4 louvred 2 hight bell
openings with cusped reticulated tracery. On the south side iz a
single lancet with trefoil head, and to the west is a similar
window. C14 north aigle with chamfered plinth, gabled
buttresses, coped gables and a slate roof. To the west iz a 2
light window with cusped reticulated tracery, ogee heads to the
lights and a wave moulded pointed head. To the north are 3
smaller similar windows and a late C13 doonkay with engaged
shafted reveals, keeled moulded head and 2 orders of dogioothing.
In the east wall iz a 3 light window matching the rest. The
chancel has 2 tall C14 2 light windows, now with pointed and

moulded heads of the 1900 restoration. To the eastis a large 5
light window with restored curvilinear tracery with cusped
moucheties, a quatrefoil and trefoil heads to the lights. To the
gouth iz a narmow priest's door, moulded reveals and moulded
pointed head, also a tall 2 light C14 window with quatrefoil fo

the head. The south aigle matches the north with 2 fwo light
windows to the side and a 3 light window to the east. Gabled

C14 south porch, gabled set back buttresses, filleted double
shafted reveals, double wave moulded head. C14 south door
withslender filleted double shafted reveals, annular capitals and
richily moulded head, now minus its stops. Interior: 4 bay nave
arcades, the late C13 north arcade with quatrefoil filleted

shafts, hobnail annular capitals, chamfered and rolled arches

with dogtoothing and human head stops. The south arcade has
matching shafis but double wave moulded arches, hollow moulded
hoods and human head stops. Above the north arcade is a worn
wall painting of a seated human figure. The nave roof of 1916
has scalloped primcipals. C14 tower arch, filleted double

shafted reveals, double wave moulded head. Above is the hacked
bkack gable of an earlier nave roof. In the south aisle a pointed
single chamfered doorway to the rood loft. Chancel was restored
in 1900 and has a friple sedilia of that date with cusped headed
compariments and beyond a contemporary piscina. The elevated
altar has a marble reredos. Fittings: 1900 cak choir stalls and
pulpit, C19 pitch pine pews. In the tower a fine painted royal

ams of Queen Anne dated 1705. In the south aigle an impressive
though damaged C14 limestone carving of the Virgin and Child,
dizeoverad in the blocking of the rood stair during the 1859
restoration; naturalistic drapery, fleurons to base, extensive
traces of red, green and blue paint. Plain C14 octagonal font

with double chamfered plinth to roll moulded octagonal stem.
There are alzo 3 sections of early C12 octagonal ghafiz, one with
a scalloped capital, perhaps from the belfry lights of an earlier
tower. Monuments: in the chancel a limestone wall plague to
Elizabeth Everingham, d. 1707, draped carfouche with chemnub over
and epitaph panel beneath. Also an illegible painted scrolled
panel, dated 1745, with cherubs and reses. In the south aisle a
wall plaque to Gerard Gardiner, d.1742, debased Corinthian
columns supporting a segmental pediment with fluted keyblock,
cherub and flaming um.

Listing NGR: TF1144950647

Selected Sources
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Legacy System Information
The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.

Legacy System: LBS
UID: 192554

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the

official record but are added later for information.

Ligt Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

ASGARBY AND HOWELL ASGARBY
TF 14 NW

38 Church of

St Andrew

26T

G

Parigh church. C13, early C14, C15, restored 1870. Limestone
ashlar, slate, plain iled and lead roofs, west tower,

clerestoried nave, north and south aisles, chancel, south porch.
Tall 3 stage C14 tower with chamfered plinth and string courses,
plain parapet with cusped frieze with shields beneath and
crocketied angle pinnacles. Set back spire with 2 tiers of

gabled lucarnes in alternating directions and crockets. In the
belfry stage are tall 2 light louvered openings with panel

traceried heads and continuously moulded surrounds. To the west
iz a narmow 2 light window, cusped panel fracery and chamfered
surrcund. The late C14 north aisle has stepped butiresses and a
slate roof with raised stone caped gables. To the westisa 2

light panel traceried window with frefoil heads fo the lights and

a hollow moulded surround. To the north is a low doorway, 4
centred arched head and continuously moulded surmround. 2 windows
have cusped heads, glazed spandrels and square double chamfered
surrounds. The C15 embattled clerestorey is of 4 three light
windows with roll moulded mullions, trefoil heads and hollow
moulded rectangular surounds. The chancel has a chamfered
plinth and a plain parapet. To the north iz a 2 light C14

window, pointed with panel tracery and chamfered surround. C15
east window, restored in the C19, of 3 cusped lights with panel

tracery, chamfered surround. In the east wall of the nave iz a 3
light window, cusped heads o the lights and a 4 centred arched
surround. The south side of the chance! has 2 windows matching
that fo the north and a narrow pointed doorway. The Cl4 south
aigle has a moulded plinth, stepped buttresses and a slate roof
with raized stone caped gables. it haz a 2 light C14 reficulated
traceried east window with cusped ogee heads and a wave moulded 4
centred arch surround. On the south side are 2 matching 2 light
windows and there is a similar window fo the west. The
clerestorey matches the north side. Gabled south porch with
stepped angle buiiresses, plain parapet, scalloped C18 angle
cbelisks and in the gable the initials IRL in Lombradic script.

The outer doorway is pointed with a moulded surround and
octagonal imposts. Side benches. The C14 inner doorway ig also
pointed with a continuously moulded surround. C18 6 panelled
door with moulded styles and munting.

Interior: The 3 bay nave arcades are of quatrefoil plan with

filletz. Annular capitals and tall double chamfered arches. The
tall tower arch has friple engaged shafted reveals, engaged
annular capitals and a friple chamfered arch. Above is a section
of C18 wall painting depicting crozsed bones and the fexts,
‘Redeem the Time' and "Prepare to Die'. The double shafted
engaged reveals of the chancel arch are filleted and have annular
capitals supporting a double chamfered arch. To the south side
iz a doorway to the rood loft and in the south aisle a further 4
centred arched doorway to the stairs. In the north aisle are two
ogee headed piscinas, 2 statue brackets and on the north wall a
C15 wall painting of a kneeling robed figure with serolled text

on a deep red ground spangled with white flowers. In the chancel
iz a trefoil headed pizcina and on the east wall 2 statue

brackets, one with a human head to the underside.

Fittings: All C159 apart from an iron bound oak chest in the

south aizle and a C14 plain octagonal font.

Monuments: In the tower iz a limestone wall plague to William
Stennett, d. 1767 with cherub, flower gadands and shell. In the
chancel north wall a square limestone pointed plague to Cicily
Sutton, d. 1680, with epitaph and memento mor. On the south wall
iz a small brass plaque to Charles Bufier, d.1603 aged & years, a
shield of arms above the Latin inscription panel. On the north
wll iz a C17 lozenge shaped hatchment.

Listing NGR: TF1162545388
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The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.

Legacy System: LBS
LD 192556

Asszet Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the

official record but are added later for nformation.

List Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

ASGARBY AND HOWELL HOWELL

TF 14 NW

310 Church of

St. O=wald

1267
GV

Parnish church. C12, C13, C14, C15, C16, restored 1870. Coursed
limestone rubble and ashilar, slate roofs. Nave with bellcote,
chancel, South porch, north aisle and chapel. West end of C14
ashlar added to earlier rubble nave. 2 light west window with
reficulated tracery in a pointed sumound, flanked by stepped
buttresses. Above a gabled double bellcote with pointed bell
openings. The north aisle has a single C13 lancet in a chamfered
surrcund fo the west. The north wall of the aisle has 2 two

light C15 windows with trefoil heads and chamfered rectangular
summounds, also a blocked segmental headed doorway. The C15
north chapel contains 2 two light windows in the north wall with
cusped ogee tracery, quatrefoils to the heads and hollow
chamfered rectangular surmounds. To the east iz a 2 ight window
with cusped intersecting tracery in a hollow chamfered pointed
surrcund. The C14 chancel east window is of 2 lights with
reficulated tracery. In the south wall of the chancel are 2
matching windows, one C19. In the south wall of the nave izsa 3
light C16 panel traceried window with slightly peinted heads to
the lights and a hollow chamfered surmound. The gabled south
porch has a continuously moulded outer doorway with above a stone
shield of arms. Side benches. The reset C12 inner doorway has
nook shafts, cushion capitals, a plain tympanum with scratch dial
and a single plain order beneath the chamfered hood mould.
Interior: 3 bay north arcade of ¢.1200, circular piers, annular

capitalz, octagonal responds, double chamfered round arches. At
the east end of the north aisle a pointed double chamfered C13
archiway with shafted reveals leads into the north chapel. In

the north wall of the chancel iz a similar opening. In the south

wall iz a single and in the north wall a double aumbry. In the

north chapel is a further aumbry, 2 statue brackets on the east
wall and fo the west a blocked circular quatrefoil window.

Fittings: in the north chapel are 6 quarries of C15 painted

glass. Early C18 tapering tumed baluster altar rails with

moulded handrail. C19 openwork azhlar pulpit. C14 octagonal
font with cusped quatrefoil panels, armorial shields and moulded
underside fo plain cctagonal stem. In the porch is a C10

tapering limestone ashlar grave slab with a tall central raized
cross flanked by single smaller crosses. Monuments: in the

north chapel a cugped pointed C14 tomb recess contains a ledger
slab depicting busts of a lady and a child, both praying and in
trefoiled surrounds. Also in the north chapel an alabaster wall
manument to Sir Charles Dymioke and wife with 2 praying figures in
a surround of Corinthian columns supported on acanthus brackets
with a moulded entablature and armorial escutcheon. In the
sanctuary a low relief slab to John Croxby, Rector, . 1470, a
robed and fonsured figure beneath a trefoil arch, black letter
marginal inscription. In the chancel iz a similar plain slab

with marginal inscription to Sir Nicholas de Hebden d.1416 and
his wife Katherine d.1424_ A further slab in the nave of 1455
commemorates Richard Boteler and his wife.

Listing NGR: TF1350746256
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Date of most recent amendment: Not applicable to this List endry.

Legacy System Information

The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: LBS

ID: 192565

Aszaet Groupings

This List entry does not comprizse part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the

official record but are added later for information.

Lizt Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reazons for Designation

Legacy Record - Thiz nformation may be included in the Lizst Eniry Details.
History

Legacy Record - Thig information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

EWERBY ANMD EVEDON CHURCH LANE

TF 14 NW

(north side)

Ewerby

315 Church of

St Andrew

25T
GV 1

Panish church. C12, C14, C15, 1702, spire repaired 1810 and
1908, restored and vestry added 1890-5. Limestone aghlar, some
coursed rubble, Collyweston slate and lead roofs. West tower and
spire, nave, chancel, north and south aisles, norih chapel,

vestry and south porch. Tall 3 stage C14 fower with moulded
plinth, chamfered string courses and stepped gabled setback
butireszes. Carved and hollow moulded eaves course to broach
gpire which has 3 tiers of lucames in altemnating directions,

the: lowest tier with paired shafted openings, all gabled. The

belfry stage has tall paired louvred lights with deeply shafted

and moulded pointed surmounds, bold flowing tracery to the heads.
In the middle stage are plain rectangular lights and o the west
only on the lowest stage is a 2 light window with curvilinear
tracery forming mouchettes with a quatrefoil over. In the west
ends of the aisles are single simpler matching 2 light windows.
Morth aisle haz a moulded plinth, stepped butirezses and a lead
roof. It contains a continuously moulded doorway with hood and
human head stops with beyond a 3 light window having curvilinear

tracery forming cusped mouchettes and a quatrefoil. The north
chape! iz of rubble with ashlar dressings and a slate roof. A
blocked door iz covered by an added buttress. To either zide are
single tall 2 light windows with ¥ tracery and cusped heads in
chamfered surmounds. To the east iz a tall 3. light window with
cusped intersecting tracery and a chamfered pointed surround. On
the north side of the chancel is a low C19 boiler house. Tall 4
light east window with fine flowing fracery, elegantly cusped,

with daggers and guatrefoil. In the south wall of the chancel

are 3 three light reticulated traceried windows with pointed

hollow chamfered sumrounds, alzo a small priest's door with
simple chamfered surround and pointed head. The south aisle has
3 light windows matching thoze in the chancel, one to the east
and 3 to the south. The gabled south porch has an elaborately
cugped and decorated outer arch with some seaweed carving and
naturalistic leaves. Shafted and hollow moulded reveals to
moulded head set in a triangular frame with floriate terminal.

The inner doorway iz more restrained with a continuously wave:
moulded surround and human head stops. Intenor: tall 3 bay
nave arcades, filleted quatrefoil piers with annular capitals,
double chamfered arches and hollow moulded hoods. The arch
braced roof is C19. The tower base has a massive triple
chamfered arch to the nave with engaged shafted reveals and
annular imposts. Above iz a 4 centred arched doorway. In the
sides of the tower are matching triple chamfered arches. In the
south aizle is a pizcina in a plain square surround. In the

north chapel i trefoll headed piscina in the east wall and a C18
wooden cupboard in the south wall. The sumpiuous chancel is a
sealed down verzion of nearby Heckington. In the north wall a
double chamfered arch with annular reveals opens into the north
chapel. Further along iz the founder's tomb niche, a 4 centred
arched doorway and an Easter sepulchre in the form of a
triangular headed aumbry with flanking crocketted pinnacles and
gablet ower. On the south side is a fine triple sedilia with

shafted reveals to the compartments, cusped ogee heads and
gablets with floriate terminals, beyond iz a trefoil headed

piscina with matching gablet. Fittings: elaborate C19 reredos

to altar with limewood figures of The Sower and The Good Shepherd
set in gilded niches. Oak altar rails and gate of turned bobbin
type dated 1702. A memorable rood screen, early C14, with wider
central opening under a 4 cenfred arch and 3 flanking panels to
either side, each with cusped ogee heads, crockets, trefoiled
panels and pointed headz. Only 2 traceried lower panels survive,
though traces of red painted decoration can be seen on another;
2 are C18 raized and fielded panel replacements. There iz a
matching though fragmentary side screen fo the north chapel.
Contemporary oak pulpit reuses an early C18 comice. In the
south aizle a handsome C16 chest with cambered lid, iron bands,
lavish paterae and arcaded chip carving. C14 octagonal tub font,
to the gides are blind panels of reticulated tracery and

fleurons. The whole stands on a base formed from a massive
section of early C12 shaft, perhaps the base of an earlier font,
which iz enriched with pelleted intersecting arcades. The 4 cak
choir benches and prayer desk are contemporary, with moulded
munting and fleur de ly2 ends. The aisle windows were painted by
W. F. Dixon of London in 1883. Monuments; in the north chapel

a C14 tomb niche with elaborately moulded head and gablet
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containing a jousting helm and blank shield. In the recess an
elevated carving of a recumbent knight in plate armour with
surcoat, feet resting on a lion, pot helmet, hands and sword
mis=ing, though the sword belt bears a lion buckle. Also in the
north aizle a limestone wall monument to Henry Pell, d.1667, a
square tablet with advanced Composite columns supporting an
entablature bearing a pair of obelizks, the whole resting on
scrolled conzgole brackets. In the chancel the early C14
founder's tomb recess has a continuously moulded arched head,
pinnacles and gablet. It now containzg an effigy to the 12th Earl
of Winchelsea, d. 1898, clad in state robes. Also in the chancel
are various rectangular brazss panels with raised letter
inzcriptions to members of the Finch Hatton family, Earls of
Winchelsea and Mottingham, and a white marble wall tablet to
George William, 10th Earl, d.1858.

Listing NGR: TF1216347277

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 12166 47278

& Crown Copynght and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100019088.
& British Crown and Seaone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006 .006.

Trits copy shows ihe entry on 26-Apr-2011 at 11:54:35.
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Aszet Groupings

This List entry does not comprizse part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

Lizt Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - Thig information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reazons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - Thig information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

GREAT HALE CHURCH STREET

TF 14421542

(south side)

12/39 Church of St.John

the Baptist

1287
G|

Pansh church. Cll, C13, C14, C17, restored 1896-T by Hodgzon
Fowler. Nave, north and south aisles, west tower, south porch.
Coursed imestone rubble, ashlar, plain tiled and copper roofs.

3 stage Cll tower of plain unbuttrezsed "Lincolnshire” type,
embattied C15 parapet and crockeited angle pinnacles. The
belfry stage has paired round headed lights with circular midwall
shaftzs with cushion capitals. The ground floor window on the
south =ide has 2 orders of cable moulding to the narmow head.
The north aigle is C14 with a moulded plinth, stepped buttresses
and hollow chamfered eaves course. To the west is a 3 light
window with €19 cusped flowing tracery. The 4 three light
windows to the north also have cusped C19 tracery with pointed
heads to the lightz and trefeilz. The north door is C14 with

angle shafts to the jambs and deeply moukded pointed head. To
the east iz a matching 4 light window. In the blocking of the:
chancel arch iz a C16 4 cenired arched doorway with above, a 5
light C19 window with intersecting tracery. C14 window to east
whall of south aizle of 4 lights with fine flowing cusped tracery

to the head, frefoils and attenuated quatrefoils. C14 south
aizgle with stepped buttrezsses and S three light intersecting v
traceried windows with pointed heads and chamfered surmmounds. To
the west is a single similar window. Gabled C14 south porch with
setback buliresses and statue niche to the gable now containing a
C19 carving of Our Lord. Moulded and pointed outer arch with
angle shafts and hood with beast head stops. Side benches. The
inner door iz also C14 with a continuows chamfered surmound.
Interior: S5 bay C13 north and south arcades, slender circular
keeled responds with annular capitals supporting double chamfered

arches with hollow moulded hoods and human head stops. Cll tower
arch, round headed with chamfered imposts. Blocked C14 chancel
arch, hollow moulded with circular shafted reveals and annular
capitalz. In the north aisle is a C14 piscina with cusped gabled
head and 2 plain aumbries. There iz an early C14 pizcina in the
south aizle with cusped trefoil to the pointed head, alzo a
Caemarvon arched doorway to the rood loft. Fittings: are C19

and C20 apart from the late C17 altar rails with furned balusters
and the C14 octagonal font with sunk guatrefoils to the sides and
cugped headed statue niches o the sides and stem. C18 ogee
shaped wooden cover with blank cusped panel decoration. Resst
roursd the font is some late C18 softwood panelling. Above the
north door iz a fine carved and painted Royal Arms of George I
dated 1801. Monuments: in the north aisle a wall monument to
Robert Cawdron, d.1865, showing deceaszed and 3 wives all kneeling
and in 2 tiers of free standing figures. Above a scrolled broken
pediment with shield of arms and beneath a scrolled rectangular
ingcription panel. Also a brass plaque to Frances Cawdron,
d.1650. An ashlar wall plague to Robert Cawdron, d. 1714, Doric
columng support a broken segmental pediment with paterae and
flaming um. Also a further alabaster wall plague to Sir Robert
Cawdron, d.1652, in the form of an aedicule with broken pediment
with ezcutcheon and line carvings of weepers beneath. On the
south wall iz a wall plague with scrolls and acanthus leaves to

the wife of Robert Cawdron, d.1733. In the south aisle (vestry)

are 2 early C19 white marble plagues to members of the Dawson
family.

Listing NGR: TF14844425923

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the Lizt Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 14841 42928

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100019088
@ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006 .0086.

Trits copy shows ihe entry on 26-Apr-2011 at 12:06:25.
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Legacy System Information

The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: LBS

ND: 192598

As=zet Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for mformation.

Lizst Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reazons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

HECKINGTON CHURCH STREET
TF 1444-1544

(east side)

152

Church of

St. Andrew

26T

GV

Parish church. ¢.1307, later C14, restored in 1867 by Kirk and
Pamy and in 1887-8 by J. Fowler of Louth. Limestone ashlar,
Westmorland slate and lead roofs. West tower and spire,
clerestoried nave, north and south aisles, transepts, chancel,
south porch and north chapel. Tall 3 stage tower with moulded
chamfered plinth, stepped and gabled setback buttresses, moulded
siring courses, plain parapet. Set back spire with tall angle
buttresses, 3 tiers of gabled lucames in altemating directions.

In the belfry stage are tall 2 light louvred openings with deeply
moulded pointed sumounds and quatrefoils. In the lower parts of
the bultrezzes are crocketted gabled nichescontaining statues.
Tall 3 light west window with cugped trefoil heads to the lights
with trefoils and quatrefoils over in a moulded pointed surmound,
the arch dying into the reveals. Above are 2 plain rectangular
lights. The north aisle has a chamfered plinth and a plain
parapet with stepped setback bulireases. It containz 3 light
reficulated traceried windows, one to the west and 3 o the
south, alzo a pointed doorway with moulded head dying inko the
reveals. The cderestory has 4 three ight windows with tight

reficulated tracery to the heads and chamfered pointed surrounds.
The north transept has a large 5 light £19 window to the north
with C19 cusped geometric tracery and chamfered surround. To the
east are 2 three light windows with reticulated tracery matching
that of the clerestory. In the eastern most bay of the nave are 2
C14 windows. The lower is of 3 lights with cusped moucheties,
the upper is alzo of 3 lights with goemetric tracery to the head.
Both have wave moulded surrounds. The chancel has a bell moulded
plinth and an ocpenwork-parapet with sinuous cusped tracery
beneath which iz a concave moulded string course with fleurons.
The crocketted gabled buttresses contain ogee headed statue
niches, alzo with crocketted gables and human head stops. The
nave wall has 2 three light C14 windows with elaborate cusped
mouchettes and guatrefoils to the heads, both with wave moulded
surrounds. The lower north chapel alzo has a moulded plinth with
gabled niches as well az tall panelled occtagonal crocketted
pinnacles. Beneath is a crypt lit by 2 plain rectangular

windows. In the west wall is a C19 pointed doorway and to the
north iz & recut 2 light window with cusped ogee heads to the
lights. In the east wall a pointed 2 light window with cusped

% tracery lights the crypt and above is a C19 window, also of 2
lights, with stiff mouchettes. The chancel east window iz tall

and broad of 7 slender lights and in itz head is a virtuoso

dizplay of intersecting cusped tracery with daggers, moucheties,
quatrefoils and lozenges in the wildest profusion. The north

wall of the chancel contains 3 light windows, tall with pointed
heads containing daggers and quatrefoilz, each with a moulded
surround. There iz alzo an ogee headed priest’s door with

floriate finial. In the easternmost bay of the nave two windows
balance those fo the north, there is also an omate octagonal
pinnacle with richly crocketted gables. The south transept has 2
three light geometric tracened windows to the east with pointed
wave moulded sumounds. The buttresses are gabled with richly
crocketied statue niches and projecting human headed stops. To
the north is a large 5 light window with beautiful cusped flowing
tracery forming mouchettes, frefoils and quatrefoilg, all ina

wave moulded surround. The south aisle has 3 three light
reficulated traceried windows in chamfered pointed surrounds and
a plain parapet. The clerestorey has 3 windows of 3 lights with
geomefric tracery to the pointed heads. At the west side is a
narrow 4 centred arched doorway with chamfered surmmound. The
gabled south porch has a moulded plinth and set back angle
buttresses with richly crocketted niches and floriate finials.

The pointed and richly moulded outer arch has triple shafied
reveals. In the gable are statues and shields against a
background of seaweed carving with a cusped sinuous motif framing
panels with a recut Christ in Majesty at the centre. Side

benches and onginal cross braced roof fimbers in the porch. The
inner doorway has a moulded pointed head and single shafted
reveals. Above is a statue bracket with carved foliage. The C19
doar iz enriched with cusped fracery. Interior: tall triple

chamfered tower arch with filleted triple responds and annular
capitalz. 4 bay north and =outh nave arcades, octagonal with
quirked angles and engaged annular capitals, double chamfered
arches with human head label stops. There are single similar
lower arches-into the transepts. In the south transept is a

triple sedilia with cusped and moulded arches supported on
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circular shafts with foliate capitals. Beyond is a trefoil Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

headed piscina and an armorial statue bracket. In the east wall

iz a plain rectangular aumbry. In the east wall of the north - . .

transept is a single tiangular headed niche. The tall chancel National Grid Reference: TF 14293 44122

arch has a double wave moulded head and engaged triple filleted & Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
reveals with engaged annular capitals. The richly fumished number 100013088,

chancel has on the south side a triple sedilia and a double @ British Crown and Seaone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
pizcina, and on the north an Easter sepulchre, a doorway to the 102006.006.

north chapel and the builder's tomb. The large triple sedilia

has cusped ogee arches supporied on moulded piers with foliate Trits copy shows he entry on 26-Apr-2011 a8 12:12:25.

capitals. Above are crocketted gablets with ballfiowers against

a background of seaweed carving. In the upper paris of the
rectangular frame are carvings of Christ in Majesty, the Blessed
Virgin Mary and saints. The double piscina has cusped ogee
arches in the manner of reticulated tracery. Paried engaged =ide
shafts support a crocketted canopy with large floriate knop and
geated human figure label stops. The Easter zepulchre, one of
the most celebrated English examples, consists of a amall
triangular central niche in a tripartite ztone framework. The
panels are framed by roll moulded shafts terminating in
pinnacles. below the niche the Sleeping Soldiers recline beneath
crocketied gableg. To either side are pairs of figures and above
the Rigen Christ iz atiended by cenzing angels. This last scene
is alzo contained within a crocketted gable from which sinuous
strapwork friezes run down to either side. The upper panels ane
filled with seaweed carving and overall is a comice with
maonsters. to the left of the Easter sepulchre is the door 1o the
north chapel which has a richly moulded slightly pointed head
dying into the reveals. Beyond again iz the tomb of Richard de
Potesgrave, builder of the chancel. It is a broad moulded and
pointed tomb recess with elaborate ogee cusping to the underside.
The effigy is cdad in full vestments, but the face has been
despoiled. The edge of the slab supporting the effigy has a
hollow chamfer containing ballflowers with bratitishing.

Fittings: C19 limesione ashlar and marble reredos in C14 style
with triple cusped ogee arches and crocketted gables flanked by
blind cusped arcades. Ctherwize all fittings are C19 apart from
the fine C14 font which iz of octagonal tub form with cusped and
crocketied gabled arches to the panelied sides with a zone of
fleurons above and 3 circular steps beneath. A notable stained
glass east window of 1897 by T. F. Curiiz illustrates the Te Deum
and the Benedicite. There is other glass dated 1915 by Curtis,
Wood and Hughes dated 1909 in the chancel and in the nave and yet
mare in the south transept dated 15922. Monuments: apart from
the de Potesgrave tomb in the chancel, there iz a C14 effigy to a
civilian in the north transpet. The figure appears as a praying
bust in a quatrefoil surrcund. Also in the north ransept is a
matrix for a double brass to a C15 knight and lady with
armorials, and in the north aisle a slab with marginal black

letter inzcription. There are 2 similar C15 slabs in the central
aisle before the chancel arch.

Listing NGR: TF1428844117

Selected Sources
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Legacy System Information

The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: LBS

mD: 192603

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for nformation.

List Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reaszons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

HECKINGTON HALE ROAD
TF 1443-1543

(west side)

1157

Heckington Mill

23151

GV |

Tower mill. 1830, repaired 1890. Dezsigned by Michael Ingeldew.
Red brick bitumen painted tapering mill tower, dogiooth eaves
course, ogee wooden cap with ball finial. 5 storeys. To ground
floor are planked double doors covered by a cormugated iron roof
and approached up & shallow steps. Above the door a datestone
imzcribed MH for Michael Hare, the builder, with the date 1830.
Above are single 2 light sliding plain sashes to each floor, all
with segmental brick heads. Between the first and second fioors
is a planked platform supported on cast iron brackets and with a
handrail. The mill retains the 8 =ails brought in 1292 by Mr.
Pocklington, then owner of the mill, from Tuxford's Mill at

Boston following damage in a storm in March 1850. Interior
retaing brakewhesl, wallower and the rest of the driving gear.
The third and fourth floors are both bin floors and on second
floor are the original 3 pairs of stones, with further gsingle

pairs on the first and ground floors. The substantial power
generated by the 8 sails enabled the mill to drive 5 pairs of
stones as well as ancillary machines such as a com dressed, sack
hoist and feed mixer as well as an adjacent woodworking shop.

This is the only & zailed windmill extant in England. Source: Dolman.
Listing NGR:: TF1456443537

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 14564 43537

@ Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
numier 100019088
@ British Crown and Seafone Solutions Limited 2011, All rights reserved. Licence number
102006.006.

This copy shows the entry on 25-Apr-2011 af 12:17:55.
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D: 192615
Asset Groupings Listing NGR: TF1400740730
This List enfry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not Selected Sources

part of the official record but are added later for information.
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

List Entry Description National Grid Reference: TF 14007 40730

Summary of Building & Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights resenved. Ordnance Survey
- ; ] ] . . Licence number 100019088,
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Eniry Details. © British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence

Reasons for Designation number 102006.006.
Legacy Record - This information may he included in the List Entry Details. This copy shows the eniry on 25-Apr-2011 &t 05:12:45.

History

Legacy Record - This information may he included in the List Entry Details.

Details

HELPRINGHAM THE GREEN
TF 1440-1540

(east side)

14/69

Manor Farmhouse

GV

House. Late C17, altered C19. Limestone ashlar and coursed
limestone rubble, pantiled roofs with raised stone coped gables,
2 stone gable stacks with moulded cormices, single brick ridge
stack. L-plan. 2 storey plus attics, 7 bay front with plinth,
dogtooth brick eaves course to rnight and moulded ashlar eaves
course to left. In the right hand block are central & flush
panelled double doors with domed hemispherical hood supported on
scrolled wooden brackets with paterae. Flanked by pairs of 2
light plain casements. To first floor are 3 similar windows with

2 blocked openings. to left is a 6 flush panelled door with
panelled wooden surmound, dentillated pediment, triglyph frieze
and scrolled brackets. To right is a 3 light plain casement. In

the roof are C19 dormers, 2 light plain casements with brick
cheeks. To right is a single bay single storey early C19 red
brick extension in English garden wall bond of 3 with dogtooth
eaves course. Pantiled roof and single gable stack. A single
plain sash with segmental rubbed brick head. Interior retains
some full height raised and fielded panelling, matching shutters,
a good two door panelled comer cupboard, moulded comices,
double panelled doors and other joinery. The back stair is late
18 with stick balusters. Rear range has a good early C18 triple
cupboard with raised and fielded panels, segmental bolection
moulded heads and keyblocks. Interior not fully inspected.
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Embattied parapet to nave. In the east wall of the north aizle
iz a 3 light window matching the rest. The chancel north wall
has a lower lancet window and 2 Y traceried 2 light windows with

Legacy System information moulded heads and human head label stops. The rebuilt east wall
. containg a 3 light C19 Y traceried window with C14 annular
The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system. imposts. In the south wall of the chancel are 2 two light
Legacy System: LBS windows and a lancet matching those to the north and a pointed
priest's doorway with moulded head. The =outh aisle has 3 light
D 192618 reticulated windows in hollow chamfered pointed sumounds, one fo

the east and 4 to the south. The clerestory matches that to the
. north. The gabled south porch has a pointed cuter doorway with
Aszzet Groupings moulded octagonal imposts. Pointed and moulded inner doorway of

- . ] : 2 filleted orders supported on angle shafts with annular
This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the - . .
official i but ded | For inf fion. capitals. Interior: 4 bay nave arcades have filleted quatrefoil

piers, annular capitalz and double wave moulded arches with hoods
and human head label stops. Tower arch of 3 chamfered orders
- - supported on triple wave moulded piers with annular capitals;
List Entry Description matching side arches. Double chamfered stilted chancel arch. In
Summary of Building the north aisle is a trefoil headed piscina with trefoiled gablet
and floriated finial, alzo a statue bracket supporied by a
grotesgue figure. In the south aisle is a further piscina with a
trefoil head, crocketted gablet, seaweed carving and floriate
Reasons for Designation knop. Also a pointed chamfered doorway to the rood loft set in

- i . . . . the north east angle of the aigle. In the chancel south wall iz
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Enfry Details. a triple sedilia with trilobed arched heads supported on round
shafts with moulded annular capitals. Beyond is a trilobed
pigcina, all with moulded hoods and floriate stops. Fittings:
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details. €14 wooden chancel screen with cusped panel tracery to the upper

lights and matching blank tracery in the lower panels, bratlished

Details top beam. C17 cak octagonal pulpit, panelled sides and moulded
tester. In the nave a complete set of C17 cak pews, panelled and

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the Lizst Eniry Details.

History

HELPRINGHAM HIGH STREET

moulded top rails and finials. Early C13 round tub font,

TF 1240-1340 occtagonal angle shafts, blank pointed tracery to the sides with
(south side) crude Agnus Dei and foliage. In the tower an iron bound C16
1372 of chest with 3 lock plates.

St Andrew

1267

Panish church. c.1200, late C13, C14, C17, resiored 1891.
Limestone ashlar, lead and slate roofs. West tower, aigles,
clerestoried nave, chancel, south porch. 3 stage C14 west tower
with moulded =iring courses, stepped setback buttrezses, plain
parapet and angle pinnacles. The crocketted setback spire has
flying buttresses to the base and 2 tiers of gabled lucames with
trefoiled lightz in alternating directions. To the belfry stage

are large paired louvred lights, roll moulded with annular
imposts, ogee heads and quatrefoilz. On the west sideiz a
doorway with 4 orders of moulding to the head supporied on
filleted angle shafts with annular imposts. Above is a 3 light

window with curvilinear tracery forming mouchettes and daggers.

In the aisles are single 2 light windows, alzo with curvilinear
tracery. In the north wall of the north aigle is a pointed
doorway with 2 orders of filleted moulding to the head and
annular imposts. Above is a gablet containing a trefoil. Also
there are 4 three light windows with cusped intersecting tracery
and quairefoils. The clerestorey has 4 three light windows with
trefoil heads to the lights, and pointed wave moulded surmounds.

Listing NGR: TF1387640751

Selected Sources

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 13875 40750

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100019088.
@ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number

102006.006.

Trils copy shows the entry on 25-Apr-2011 at 12:26:55.

Page 6.3- 48

If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED 4038 P0129 01



Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer

4038 P0129 01 If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED Page 6.3 - 49



Appendix 6.3: Cultural Heritage Gazetteer Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Asset Groupi
roupings Listing NGR: TF1685443788

This List entry does not comprizse part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Lizt Entry Description
Summary of Building Mational Grid Reference: TF 16854 49788
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details. ® Crown Copyright and database right 2011 Al rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
Reazons for Designation number 100019088

® lorLiesig @ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. Al rights reserved. Licence number
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details. 102006.006.
History Thils copy shaws the entry on 26-Apr-2011 af 11:10:37.

Legacy Record - Thig information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details
TF 14 NE SOUTH KYME CHURCH LANE

713 5t Mary and All Saints
Church

1267

GV I

Parish church, former Augustinian Pricry founded before 1196. Cll, C14, restored
and largely rebuilt 1890 by Hodgson Fowler. Single cell, 4-bay church with nave
occupying western 3 bays, the chancel iz marked by a buttress, plus a south
porch. Ashlar with a steeply pitched plain tile roof, ashlar coped gables with a
cross-finial over the east gable and a bellcote over the west. Deeply moulded and
chamfered plinth. West wall has 2 gabled buttreszses delineating the former south
aizle, with 8 moulded =ill band under a 2-light pointed arch window with
Curvilinear tracery and a square niche, the former botiom comer of the nave west
window. The gable is surmounted by an ashlar belleote with moulded bands and a
round-headed arch topped by an ogee pyramid. The north wall has 2 buttresses with
set-offs and a kill gabled lateral stick, plus 2 tall, 2-light lancets and a

pointed arch doonway. The east wall has a sill band below a S-light, 4-centred

arch window with Perpendicular tracery, and hoodmaould, plus diagonal butiresses.
South wall has a deep, shallow arched tomb recess to the east, and 3 tall, 3-light
pointed arch windows with Curvilinear tracery, plus a gabled buttress with an
elaborate ogee-headed niche. Projecting gabled porch with coped gable and cross
finial, gabled buttresses and a pointed archway with a moulded double chamfered
arch, and single shaft piers. Above, a gabled elaborate ogee-headed nich contain-
ing a Coronation of the Virgin. Inner doorway has an elaborate nound-arched door-
way with double arches decorated with lozenges broken round the angle of a mould-
ing, and 2 orders of shafis with scalloped and volute capitalz. Interior has a

single triple shafied, keeled respond to the former nave arcade. Ashlar octagonal
bowl and stem font. C1% wooden pews and pulpit. Wooden rood screen, choir
stalls, organ case, altar and reredos. In the eastermn comer of the north wall,

are 6 pieces of important CB, Saxon interlace, decorated carving. West wall has a
good wall monument to Mameduke Dickingon, 1711, with a curved surmound, of a
single figure each side and segmental pediment containing a cherub's head and
wings. Maorth wall has B black and white marble wall tablets to the Peacock

family, and the south wall 3 similar marble wall tablets to the Cust family.
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Date of most recent amendment: Not applicable to this List entry.

Legacy System Information

The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: LBS

D: 192771

Aszaet Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Aszet Grouping. Aszet Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 14 NE SOUTH KYME CHURCH LANE

T4 Kyme Tower

GV I

Fortified tower. Mid C14 with additions, removed ¢.1725. Built for Sir Gilbert

de Umifraville. Coursed limestone ashlar. 4-storey, square tower 77 ft high, with
square projecting stair tower at the south-east cormer which rises slightly higher
than the main tower. Deeply chamfered plinth and 2 chamfered upper floor bands,
topped with chamfered battlements. The south, entrance front, bears scars on the
ground and first floors of the later attached house which has since been removed.
The ground floor entrance doorway hasg a chamfered friangular headed, flugh ashlar
surround. Immediately above it is a similar doorway info the first floor level.

To the left and at a higher level iz a 2-light, reticulated tracery window in a
chamfered, pointed surmound. Above, centrally placed on the second and third
floors are single similar windows with hoodmoulds. The west, north and east
fronts are identical, though the west front bears scars of later additions since
removed. Each front has on the ground floor a single light flat headed lancet,

and on each of the 3 upper floors a centrally placed 2-light reticulated tracery
window in a pointed chamfered surround with hoodmoulds. The stair tower has a
slightly projecting chamfered face where it joins the tower's east face, which has
5 single-light flat headed lancets, and on the south and east faces it has 3
single-light flat headed lancets. Interior: the ground floor room has an

octagonal ribbed vault with a large central boss bearing the arms of Sir Gilbert

de Umfraville. The floor of the first floor room is reputedly patterned, hence

itz name ‘the Cheguered Chamber thought thiz iz not at present visible. No
floors, ceilings or roofs survive higher up, though evidence for them does
survive. The circular stone spiral staircaze survives intact, with at the top a
central newel post which rises as a colonnetie to support the panelied vault
above. The lower contains no fireplaces or guard robes, and it was presumably
intended purely for defence, it stands within a large moated site. The attached
house was demolished between 1720 and 1725, when chimney-pieces were bought by
Mr Chaplin for Blankney Hall. Thiz fower i the earliest of a senes of fortified
towers built in this part of Lincolnshire, it is the only one built of stone, the

later ones like Tattershall Castle, The Tower on the Moor at Woodhall Spa, the
Hussey Tower at Boston and Rochford Tower at Skirbeck are all built of brick.

Listing NGR: TF1685845622

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

MNational Grid Reference: TF 16858 49622

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100019088
& British Crown and Seafone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006.006.

This copy shows the entry on 26-Apr-2011 at 11:02:32.
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iD: 400468

Asset Groupings

This Lizt entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

Lizt Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 2057-2157 TATTERSHALL 10 mefres south of

MARKET PLACE
(=zouth =ide)

10/529 The Old College
(behind No.3 Market
16.9.66 Place)

GAE

Former college, later converied to a brewery and stores, now a
ruin, restored C20. Founded by Ralph, Lord Cromwell, c.1440.

Red brick in Engligh bond with ashlar dressings. 2 storey,

irregular 3 bay front. Off-centre C20 planked door setin C15
chamfered ashlar 4 centred arched doorway with to left a blocked
ocpening and beyond a small 4 centred arched light. To first

floor a window with moulded ashlar reveals, later converted to a
doorway and 2 further openings. Scheduled Ancient Monument NMo.
32, and held in guardianship by English Heritage.

Listing NGR: TF2129757847

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 21297 57847

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100013088.
& British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006.006.

This copy shows the entry on 26-Apr-2011 at 01:28:33.
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Legacy System Information
The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.

Legacy System: LBS
UID: 400470

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the

official record but are added later for information.

Ligt Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 2057-2157 TATTERSHALL MARKET PLACE

10461 Market Cross

14.9.66

GV

Market cross. C15. Ashlar. Octagonal. 5 steps fo sqguare baze,
rising via stop chamfers to tapering octagonal shaft, supporting
corbel frieze of wild men figures with shields with frieze of
paired trefoilz with bratiished top riging to a cross fleury.
Scheduled Ancient Monument Mo. 92.

Listing NGR: TF2123457886

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 21234 57886

@ Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rightz reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
numier 100019088
@ British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights rezerved. Licence number
102006.006.

Trits copy shows the entry on 26-Apr-2011 at 01:35:44.
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Date of most recent amendment: 23-Apr-1987

Legacy System Information

The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: LBS

D: 400478

Aszaet Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Aszet Grouping. Aszet Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 2057-2157 TATTERSHALL SLEAFORD ROAD
(=outh side)

10/69 Tattershall Castie (formerly
14.9.66 listed as Keep)

G|

Castle, now monument owned by Mational Trust. c. 1440 built for
Ralph Cromwell, Lord High Treasurer, on site of castle built by
Robert Tateshale in 1231. Restored in 1911-25 by Lord Curzon.
Red brick tower in English bond, with darker lattice lozenge
decorations to upper parts, ashlar dressings, leaded roofs.
Rectangular plan with facetted angle towers, originally with
attached hall o courtyard side. 5 storey with undercroft,

irregular 3 bay front with plinth, chamfered ashlar string course
and embattled parapet with machicolated base. To ground floor 3
four centred arched doorways. In the plinth a small arched
opening to undercroft, and above a small rectangular light. To
first floor are 2 two light windows, one with moulded rectangular
surround. To second and third fioors are 3 two light windows all
having cusped heads to the lights, central mullicns and 4 centred
arched surrounds. Above the machicolations are 8 cusped headed
ocpenings in moulded rectangular surrounds. In the tops of the
angle towers are single crogs shaped amow loops and the
embatiled parapets have arcaded brick corbels. On the roofis a

bank of 3 tall circular stacks with embattled tops. To either

side of the tower can be seen a section of the curtain wall with
upper gallery having small rectangular loops with a wall walk
above. In the left hand side wall are 3 single large 2 light
windows to each floor, having cusped heads to the lights, panel
traceried tops and concave moulded surmounds. In the right hand
side are 2 large windows matching those to the left. Interior.
Undercroft hag wide brick segmental tunnel vault, with chambers
off. Ground floor parlour has fine chimney piece of Ancaster
stone bearing shields of Lord Cromwell and his ancestors.
Shallow 4 cenfred moulded opening with crocketed ogee over.
Rectangular zhield bearing panel, flanked by half round columns
with floriate capitals and having brattished top with frieze of
fleurons. 4 centred arched openings to chambers off the parlour.
First floor, principal state room i reached by a turning stair

in the north east turret with restored inset moulded ashlar
handrail. The chimney piece iz elaborately carved with grotesque
heads on the capitals at either end. In the spandrels are
representative carvings, and the panel across the lintel has
armorial shields, brattished top with frieze of fleurons. On the
north wall are corbels to support a baldequin over the high

table. 4 centred brick openings to chambers off. The second

floor has a long passage on the east side with fine guadripartite
brick vault with moulded ribs and ashlar gshield bosses, restored.
The Audience Chamber alzo has a fine chimney piece, bearing
shields of arms. On the south wall are corbels to support a
canopy over Lord Cromwell’s dais. A garderobe chamber on the
south side has been converied to a dovecote having side walls
lined with mud and lath construction containing circular nesting
boxes. The third floor room, the withdrawing Room or Privy
Chamber also contains a fine chimney piece. The window recesses
in the west wall are elaborately brick vaulted with decorated
bosses, and triskeles in the spandrels made of shaped bricks.
Above iz a roof gallery with covered walkway giving access fo the
machicolations, and upper walkway behind the embattled parapet,
supported on chamfered brick piers with segmental arches. On the
rear wall are 2 two light windows to eadch floor, with cusped
heads to the lights, panel tracery and 4 centred arched heads.
Cromwell employed a German, Baldwin Docheman, fo superintend the
brickmaking and he worked to foreign, pessibly French, designs.
The castle was last occupied in the C17, and in the years afier
1912 restoration was undertaken by Lord Curzon under the
direction of Willilam Weir, architect. Scheduled Ancient Monument
Mo. 2.

Listing NGR: TF2105657544

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 21056 57544

@ Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
numiber 100019088.
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& British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006.006.

Trils copry shows the entry on 25-Apr-2011 a8 12:32:31.
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Legacy System Information

The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: LBS

UiD: 400479

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for nformation.

List Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 2057-2157 TATTERSHALL SLEAFORD ROAD
(=zouth =side)

10/70 Ticket office and

shop, Tatterzhall

14.9 66 Castle (formerly listed
as Guard House)

G

Former guard house, now ticket office and shop. ¢.1440, altered
¢.1911. Red brick in Englizh bond, with azhlar dressings, plain
tiled roof. 2 storey, 2 bay front with plinth and dentillated

eaves course. Off-cenire 4 centred arched door, a later

inzertion in C20, ghields in the spandrels and moulded surround.
Above the door an ashlar plague with heraldic shield. To lefi a
single fixed leaded light in 4 centred hollow chamfered arched
surround. To first floor, above the door, a taller similar

light. To the left, a 2 light window with cusped heads to the

lights =&t in moulded rectangular sumound with hood. In the
gable an ashlar heraldic shield. In the side walls are single

2 light windows to each floor, and to the rear a doorway with 4
centred head, moulded surmmound, with to left a 2 light window and
to right a single light window. To first floor a further 2 light
window. All windows have cusped 4 centred arched heads, concave
moulded rectangular surrounds and hoods. Interior retaing brick
fireplace with chamfered bagket arched head. The principal

4038_P0129 01
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floor joists are on curved braces to the wall posts. The king
post roof has arched braces from the tie, 2 tiers of collars,
collar purlin and common rafters. On the first floor is
garderobe chamber and a further brick arched fireplace. The
first fioor was originally entered by a set of external ateps on
the morth side.

Listing NGR: TF2114057592

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 21140 57592

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rightz reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100013088,
& British Crown and Seaone Sclutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006.0086.

Thits copy shows ihe eniry on 26-Apr-2011 a1 01:20:42.
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UiD: 400480

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the

official record but are added later for information.

Ligt Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 2057-2157 TATTERSHALL SLEAFORD ROAD
(zouth =side)

1071 Kitchen ruins to
Tatterzhall Castle
14 966

G

Footings to former kitchen. ¢.1440. Red brick in English bond,
standing to 4'0" high, broad foundations projecting into the
muoat. Left hand chamber has a drain and circular stone vat base
on the floor. A amall addition to the right has an angle drain,

and beyond again is a further massive namow foundation.
Scheduled Ancient Monument Mo. 2.

Listing NGR: TF2106557522

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 21065 57522

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100019088.
© British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006.006.

This copy shows the entry on 26-Apr-2011 at 01:43:45.
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LD 400481

Asset Groupings

This Lizt entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

Lizt Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 2057-2157 TATTERSHALL SLEAFORD ROAD
(=zouth side)

172 Round Towers,
Tattershall Castle
14.9.66

G|

Round tower bases of original castle. ¢.1230, built by Robert de
Taterzhal. Ashlar, repaired in brick. 2 round tower bases, fo

either side of the C15 tower, the left hand one a fragment only.

The right hand one iz & circle, approx. 12°0" intermnal diameter

and standing to 4'0° within the moat. Scheduled Ancient Monument
Mo. 2.

Listing NGR: TF2106257558

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 21062 57558

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100019088,
& British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006.0086.

Trils copry shows the entry on 25-Apr-2011 a8 01:13:25.
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Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

Lizt Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 2057-2157 TATTERSHALL SLEAFORD ROAD
(zouth side)

10073 Moat walls at
Tatterzhall Castle
16.9.66

G

Maoat walls. c. 1440, restored early C20. Red brick, in English
bond, slightly battered, brick coped walls fo the exterior of the
polygonal moat. Near the bridge is a segmental headed opening fo
flight of steps to ground level. The wall remains arcund the

entire circumference. Scheduled Ancient Monument Mo. 2.

Listing NGR: TF2110457312

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 21104 57512

& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100019088.

& British Crown and Seaone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006.006.

This copy shows the entry on 25-Apr-2011 af 12:41:59.
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LD 400483

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the Lizt Entry Details.
Reazons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 2057-2157 TATTERSHALL SLEAFORD ROAD
(zouth side)

10/74 Stable Ruins at Tattershall
14.9.66 Castle

G|

Reputedly stable block, now ruins. ¢ 1440. Red brick and ashlar
dresgings. 2 storey, incomplete 3 bay front with to left a
segmental arched doorway and fo right 2 window openings and 4
tethiering rings in the wall. Left hand gable has plinth and 2
projecting stacks, one corbelled out at first floor level. In

the ground floor are 2 windows and in the first floor a single
window. All of 2 lights, cusped heads and moulded stone
surrcunds. Inside the ground floor had criginal basket arched
fireplace, now replaced by segmental arch, flanked by single
pointed niches. Scheduled Ancient Monument No. 2.

Listing NGR: TF2101957562

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 21019 57562
& Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rightz reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100019088,
& British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006.0086.
This copy shows the entry on 25-Apr-2011 &t 12:53:15.
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Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprize part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the

official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description
Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the Lizt Entry Details.

History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Details

TF 2057-2157 TATTERSHALL SLEAFORD ROAD
(=zouth side)

10§76 Church of Haly
14.9.66 Trinity

G

Collegiate and parizh church. 1440-1300, by Ralph Cromwell.
Licensed in 14259 by King Henry V1 to convert a Morman Parish
church into a Collegiate Church, for 7 priests, 6 secular clerks,

& chornisters and 13 poor old people in the almshouses. Completed
by William of Waynflete. College demolished 1545, Most glass
removed to Stamford in 1754, Restored 1893-97. Ashlar and lead
roofs. Western tfower, clerestoried nave, aisles, transepts,
chancel, north porch. 4 stage tower, plinth, moulded string
courses, plain parapet, angle butiresses and pinnacles. Belfry
stagehas triple louvred lights in a 4 centred arched surrocund fo
each side. Panelled and fraceried double doors in a deeply
recezsed double concave arched surmound with shields and
quatrefoil in the spandrels and an outer panelled order with
lozenges. There are 2 vertical traceried panels to either side

of the doorway and above a cusped frieze with shields. Above a
large 5 light transomed window and a rectangular single light to
third stage. On north side of tower a large painted clock face.

To sither side are large 4 light windows to the aisles. The

church has a bell moulded plinth, plain parapets and stepped
buttresses with pinnacles. The north side has S large 4 light
windows. The clerestory has 4 pairs of 3 light windows in 4
centred arched surmoundz. Gabled south porch has 4 centred outer
arch with quatrefoils to the spandrels and to the right a niche

for a stoup. Above the arch iz a square panel containing the

armms of Bishop Waynflete, surmounted by an empty ogee headed
niche with cross fleury. Side benches and 2 light windows. C15
roof with moulded principals. Inner door, panelled with
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traceried heads and ogee wicket. Inner arch matches the outer.
Morth transept has single 4 light window fo the west and a 6 as a priest with cassock, surplice and fur tippet. William
light transomed window to the north, and the east side 2 four Symon, d.1519, priest.

light windows. The sides of the transept are clerestoried with

paired 3 light windows. The chancel has 5 transomed 2 light

windows. The east window is tranzomed with 7 lights and empty Listing NGR: TF2121057584

ik vaulted and embattled niche above. The south chancel wall is
as the north, but at the base are the ledges for former cloister
roof. The south transept is as the north with the addition of a Selected Sources

doorway in the south wall with moulded sumound. The south aisle - . . . . .
maiches the north and has & doorway as the nosth but without a Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
porch. Interior. Ashlar interior. 4 bay north and south

arcades with taller single eastern bays into the fransepts. National Grid Reference: TF 21210 57584

Lozenge shaped piers on tall bases, clustered triple shafted & Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
reveals, octagonal imposts, hollow chamfered arches. Between the number 100019088

arches round wall shafts ascend to octagonal corbels, supporting {® British Crown and SeaZone Solufions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
the tie beams of the contemporary roof which has angel supporiers 102006.006.

and brattished principals. Tall panelled tower arch with double
wave moulded continuous surmound and tall bell moulded base. In
the sides of the tower are deeply holliow chamfered arches,
ocipening into the aisles. The aisle roofs match that of the nave
and have foliate corbelz. In the south transept chapel iz a

pizcina with ribbed vault and frieze of roses fo the cill. The

ashlar base with pierced quatrefoilz of the original screen
survives as do 2 pierced pansls of the woodwork. In the south
wall of the north franspet is a further vaulted piscina with cak

leaf frieze to the cill. Before the chancel arch is a C16 sftone
pulpitum having central double doors with decorative muntins,
traceried heads to the panels, setin a 4 centred arched surround
with shafied reveals and cusped head. Flanked by 2 recesses with
sirnilar arches, the one on the right is pierced with 3

quatrefoils. Above the arches are 2 tiers of blank cuzp headed
panels, divided by half round ribs. The top of the screen is
embellizhed with unusual enriched trefoil brattizhing. Panelled
passageway leads to Collegiate chancel. On the eastern side of
the screen is a projecting canted gallery with blank panels and
brattishing matching the west side. Panelled chancel arch with
shafted reveals and annular capitalz. Chancel roof has arched
tie= resting on octagonal corbels of angel supporters carrying
shields. The roof has brattished wall plates and principals, and
pierced panel traceried spandrels. In the south wall iz a friple
sedilia with piscina beyond having 4 centred arched heads with
ogee crocketed canopies, pinnacles and a frieze decorated with
fabulous beasts and a trefoil bratfished top. In the east window
the 7 lower window panels contain C15 glass, some reset, all that
remainedafter the Earl of Exeter removed the rest to Stamford in
1754. Fittings. Many reused pieces of C15 woodwork in prayer
desks and sides of chancel pulpit. The octagonal nave pulpit

with decorative panel sides appears to be original. The font is
octagonal with swept base having fracered panel sides. The bowl
iz chamfered below and plain. Monuments. In the north transept
are & brasses, 3 to Collegiate clergymen, 2 half sized showing
the deceased robed in full vestments. William Moor, B.D.,
d.1456, Joan, Lady Cromwell, d. 1479, depicted in rich costume and
surrounded by figures of saints. Matilda, Lady Willoughly
d"Evesby, d. 1457, also life sized and attended by saints. A
warden of the College, 1510-1520, possibly Henry Homby, attired

Triks copy shows the entry on 26-Apr-2011 at 01:00:12.
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Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Legacy System Information

The contents of this record have been generated from a legacy data system.
Legacy System: LBS

UiD: 408242

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the
official record but are added later for information.

List Entry Description

Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Reasons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.
Details

TF 24 SW SWINESHEAD SOUTH STREET
(west side)

4/84 Church of St Mary
26.1.67
G|

Parizh church. c.1300, early C14, late C14, C15, 1767, chancel
rebuilt 1848 by Stephen Lavin. Sguared limestone rubble and
ashlar. Lead roofs. Western tower with spire, clerestoried

nave, gizles, chancel, south porch. Tall 3 stage late C14 ashlar
tower with stepped comer buttresses having crocketed gableties,
topped by battlemented parapet. Set back tall spire, with

octagonal battlemented baze, having paired ogee openings to each
face. 2 tiers of lucarnes. Angled stair tumet on south-west

corner. C18 panelled west door in a continuously moulded
surround of 4 orders. Above a 2 light window with C14 cusped
curvilinear tracery. To the belfry stage single large 3 light
transomed panel traceried lights cusped with continuoushy moulded
surrcunds. C15 north aisle west window 4 light with panel

tracery, in chamfered sumound. In the north wall are 5 gimilar

4 light windows with beyond a further fruncated window with a
blocked cambered priest's door beneath. C14 north door retaining
onginal reticulated traceried decoration and muntins with
confinuously moulded pointed sumound. & C14 2 light clerestorey
windows, with reticulated tracery, corbel table with grotesque
heads, battlemented parapet. On the north face of the tower a

painted clock face dated 1767. In the east aisle wall the window
matches the west. The C19 chancel and vesiry contain 3 and 4
light windows in C15 style. Both have embattled parapet, the
vesatry with a massive octagonal stack. In the east nave wall are
2 small 2 light windows at high kevel. The east window is of 5
lights and panel traceried. The south side of the chancel has a
pointed doorway and 3 four light windows with elaborate panel
tracery and moulded heads. At the east end of the nave is a
faceited stair tower with lantern. C14 south aiske having 4

light reticulated windows, one each to the east and the west and
G to the south. All with chamfered surrounds. Clerestorey
matches that to the north. Gabled C14 porch with octagonal
reveals to double chamfered outer arch, ballflower capitals. The
side walls have 5 crocketed canopies separated by pinnacles
containing geometric figures. The south door is C14 with
reficulated tracery and ogee wicket sef in a wave moulded pointed
arch. ¢.1300 6 bay nave arcades, with filleted quafrefoil piers
with annular capitals and square bases, pointed triple chamfered
arches with human head stopz, C14 fower with eastem side arches,
sunk wave mouldings to reveals, and moulded friple stepped heads,
8 ribbed vault to tower with bell rope circle. Steeply pointed
chancel arch with triple engaged shafis and annular capitals.
C14 nave rocf with braced fie beams, queen posts and passing
braces. C15 morth aisle roof with moulded principals and

rafters. C14 south aisle roof, with principals and purins.

Single statue brackets in the aisles. CI9 chancel has door to
vestry in north wall, and piscina. Hammerbeam roof supported on
carved stone corbels. East window stained glazs by Clayton and
Bell 1875. Fittings. C19 carved wooden reredos altar rails and
chioir stallz. C15 oak chancel screen of 6 paired lights with

central cusped ogee opening. Panel fracery, brattizhed top beam.
C19 pulpit. Plain C14 octagonal font with slightly concave

panels. Commandment boards. Monuments. In the chancel black
markle wall plaque to Sir John Lockion, d 1610, of Swineshead
Abbey, beneath a repositioned alabaster frieze of weepers.

Listing NGR: TF2374840133

Selected Sources
Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Mational Grid Reference: TF 23753 40193

& Crown Copynght and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
number 100019088.
& British Crown and Seaone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
102006 .006.

Trits copy shows the entry on 25-Apr-2011 at 04:44:31.
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Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Legacy System Information

The contents of thiz record have been generated from a legacy data system.

Legacy System: LBS
UD: 486305

Asset Groupings

This List entry does not comprise part of an Asset Grouping. Asset Groupings are not part of the

official record but are added later for nformation.

List Entry Description
Summary of Building

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Reaszons for Designation

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

History

Legacy Record - This information may be included in the List Entry Details.

Details

BOSTON

TF3244SE CHURCH CLOSE
716-1/7/8 (South side)
27/05/49 Parish Church of St Botolph

GV

Parish church. 1309 work commenced on chancel, nave and aisles
completed 1390, fower started 1450 and completed 1520.
Restoration by Gilbert Scott in 1845 and George Place of
Mottingham in 1851-53. Further restoration of 1929 by Sir
Charles Nicholson. Nave altar of 1578 by Ronald Sims.
MATERIALS: ashlar with lead roofs.

PLAN: westemn fower with tall octagonal lantern called The
Stump’, nave with clerestorey, aisles, chancel, south porch

and chapel, north vestry.

EXTERIOR: tall 3-stage tower with stepped set back bultresses,
all panel traceried with crocketed pinnacles. Deeply moulded
plinth with quatrefoil frieze, moulded offzefs to each stage,
bklank tracery to all surfaces, castellated parapet. Tall

octagonal lantern with flying buttresses, decorated parapet

with ogee arches, crocketed pinnacles to each angle. To all 4
sides a pair of 2-light double height windows to the middle
stage, with pointed heads and crocketed ogees over. To the
belfry stage a single broad opening with moulded pointed head,
containing pierced 4-light bell openingz. On the south and

north sides the ground floor stage has a tall double height
4-light window with pointed head and cusped tracery. To the
west side a pair of doors with traceried heads, sef in a wide
recessed doorway with cusped and crocketed ogee arch over,
seaweed tracery, double panelled spandrels and to either side
double height blank statue niches with nodding ogees, all with
castellated and arcaded parapet. Above a very large 8-light
west window, with cuzped fracery and continuously moulded
pointed surround.

The north aizle has a moulded plinth and parapet, plain
stepped butiresses with decorated gableties, figures and
pinnacles. In the west end a C15 5-light window. The north
side iz of 7 bays with fall 4-light windows with flowing

tracery, hood moulds with human head stops. The 2nd bay from
the west has a doorway with pointed moulded sumound and
traceried C14 door. Above is a 4-light traceried window. At
each end of the north aizle is a tall pinnacle with statue

niche.

The clerestorey is of 14 bays with closely set 2-light

windows, quatrefoil frieze to parapet and flat pilaster
buttresses with decorated pinnacles with statue niches, some
containing original carved figures. At the westend iz a
battlemented stair fower.

The north aizle east window is of 5 lights, with reticulated
tracery. The aisle end has a pierced quatrefoil frieze to the
parapet. The organ chamber and vestry extension by Sir Charles
MNicholzon has a flat roof behind a parapet.

The chancel is of 4 bays, with fall stepped buttresses with
diamond-zet tall pinnacles. It has a moulded plinth and
panelled frieze to the parapet with lobed quafrefoils. 4
windows of 4 lights, 2 with flowing fracery, 2 with
perpendicular tracery. The eastern one is partly blocked off
due to the altar reredos.

The east window is of 7 lights with flowing fracery and by
George Place. Pierced gable parapet to chancel and nave. The
south side of the chancel is of 5 bays and similar to the

north side. Under the cenfral window is a priest's doorway
with ogee moulding over pointed head, with foliate pinnacle.

It iz flanked by statue niches and has a castellated top.

The south aisle has a moulded plinth and wave-moulded parapet
with tall panelled pinnacles with crocketed finials and statue
niches. It is of o bays, with gabled stepped buttresses. The
east window iz of 5 lights with flowing tracery.

The south side has similar 4-light windows.

The nave clerestorey is similar to the south side, but has
alternating forms of flowing fraceried windows. The south
porch is of 2 storeys with parvize. The buttresses have 3

tiers of niches and pinnacles. To the east side iz a chimney
stack with brattished top and side pinnacles. The south
doorway i deeply moulded with thin moulded shafted reveals
and above a cusped moulded arch. In the gable a S-light
4-centred arched window. The parapet has a quatrefoil frieze
and sundial dated 1757.

The porch has side stone benches and half engaged triple wall
shafiz. The inner doorway has 3 thin shafts and moulded
surround and late C14 traceried door. Beyond the porch is the
3-bay Cotton Chapel with 3-light reticulated tracered
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mullionz, and buttreszes with gablettes. Beyond iz the choir
vestry by Sir Charles Nicholson. At the corner of the aisle is
a prominent turret pinnacle. Listing NGR: TF3268844184
INTERIOR: 7-bay tall nave arcades, having quatrefoil piers
with fillets, annular capitals and tall bages. Double moulded

pointed arches, with continuously linked moulded heads. Roll Selected Sources
moulded siring to base of clerestorey and flower frieze at
head. Painted timber nave ceiling 1927, by Sir Charles 1. Book Reference - Author: Spurrell M - Title: Boston Parish Church

Micholzon, with moulded beams in coffered formation with

I at int ctions. Tall continuously moulded painted 2. Article Reference - Author- Nikolaus Pevsner John Harris and MNicholas Antram - Title:

tower arch. Arcaded tower walls. High up, at the top of the Lincolnshire - Dafe: 1989 - Jownal Title: The Buildings of England

second stage is a star lieme vault by GG Pace, uging the

springers of an unexecuted medieval vault. Broad double Mati | Grid Ref . TF 32602 44184

moulded pointed chancel arch, with quarter engaged responds onat enee:

and capitals. Small pointed doorway to rood stairs and blocked & Crown Copyright and database right 2011. All rights reserved. Ordnance Survey Licence
upper door. number 100019088

The south aisle has a moulded sill band and painted timber © British Crown and SeaZone Solutions Limited 2011. All rights reserved. Licence number
roof with trusses supported on beast corbels. At the west end 102006.006.

iz an arcade of 2 bays into the Cotton Chapel, with quatrefoil

pier and heavily moulded arches. Trits copy shows fhe entry on 26-Apr-2011 a1 04:57:53.

The south doorway has on the inside 2 wide chamfiers. and hood
mould on head stops, and the dovetailed planks of the C14 door
can be seen. Mext is the doorway to the porch parvize, and a
blocked door to the demolished chapel of the Corpus Christi
Guild, containing a reset medieval brazs. Two shafted tomb
recesses and canopies with nodding ogees. Triple sedilia with
quatrefoil columng, cusped arches and heads.

The north aigle is as the south, with 3 low tomb recesses. The
chancel has a C18 painted barrel-vaulted ceiling and a flower
frieze as the nave. 9 steps up to the sanciuary.

FITTINGS: include an octagonal C19 font in elaborate C14
style, by Edward Welby Pugin, on large stepped stone plinth.
Reredos of 1890 by WS Weatherley. Pulpit of 1612, octagonal
on carved polygonal ghaft, with richly carved panels,

gadrooned arches, paired fluted lonic columns, carved back panel,
tester with full comice and obelisk finials. Curved C18

stairs with slender barley-sugar twist balusters and fluted newels.
Choir stalls of ¢1390 with good mizericords. Canopies of 1853-60.
Communion rails wrought-iron of 1754 altered 1853. C17 parish
chest. Door knocker on south tower door of C13 with lion's
head. Charles | coat-of-arms and 10 hatchmenis in the tower.
Stained glass: by M & A O'Connor 1853, Kempe 1839, Burizon
and Grylls 1944 and others.

MOMUMEMTS: include at west end of north aisle an incised slak
of Toumnai marble 1312 o a Hanseatic merchant. 2 busts of

¢ 1400 - Walter Pescod and wife d 1398 and a priest ¢1400. In
south aisle a c1400 brass, and C15 alabaster knight on
tombchest, with ogee panels and angels, and alabaster lady,
possibly Dame Margaret Tilney. By the tower 2 early C18
cartouches. Various late C18 and eary C19 classical wall
tablets to members of the Fydell family.

{Buildings of England: Antram M: Lincolnshire: London: 19389-:
156-61; Spurrell Rev M: Boston Parish Church: Boston).
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Lincolnshire County Council Event/Activity Full Report
18/04/2011 Number of records: &

Ewent ID Event Name Event Type

ELI4802 Site visit to chapel, Heckington Fen Event - Survey
External Referemce:

Dates: 28/04/2004 - 28/04/2004, on

Project Details:

Event/Activity Types

Field Observation

Event/Activity References - None recorded

Organisation: Lincolnshire County Council

Associated Individuals - None recorded

Associated Organisations - None recorded

Location

Grid Reference

Centroid TF 15378 45886 (MBR: 16m by 10m) TF14ME Area

Administrative Areas

Civil Parish HECHKIMGTON, MORTH KESTEVEN, LINCOLMNSHIRE

Address - Mone recorded

Description and Sources

Description

A site visit was carried out to a former Primitive Methodist Chapel, Heckington Fen. {1}

Sources

(1) Photograph: Lincolnshire County Cowncil. 2004. Photograph of former Primitive Methodist chapel,
Heckington Fen. Digital. J\Archaeology Scans'Morth KesteventHeckington\Primitive Methodist Chapel
G2080.IPG

Associated Monuments

82989 Former Primitive Methodist Chapel, Heckington Fen (Building 52088)

EventrullRpt Feport generated by HESME from exeGes!S SDM Lid Page 1
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Event ID: ELIGDSD

Event ID
ELIE080

Hame: Casual field observation after ploughing in 1863, Heclangton

Event Name Event Type
Casual field observation after ploughing in 1883, Heckington Ewvent - Survey

External Reference:

Dates:

01/01/1883 - 211121063, once between (during 1963)

Project Defails:

Event/Activity Types

Field Observation: Casual

Event/Activity References - Mone recorded
Organisation - None Recorded

Associated Individuals - None recorded

Associated Organisations - None recorded

Locafion

Grid Reference
Centroid TF 197 447 (MBR: 81m by 61m) TF14S8E Area
Administrative Areas

Civil Parish

HECHKINGTON, NORTH KESTEVEN, LINCOLMSHIRE

Address - Mone recorded
Description and Sources

Description

A casual field observafion was camied out after ploughing in 1883 {1}

Sources

(1) Index: SMR FILE. HECKINGTON. TF 14 SE:U
[2) Index: 1883. EAST MIDLAMDS ARCHAEQLOGICAL BULLETIN. Vol 8, p.7

Associafed Monumenis

63606

Romano-British pottery and tile scatter, south west of Home Farm, Heckingfon (Monument 83606)

Report generated by HESLAR oM axpGoslS SOM L Page 2

Event ID: ELIG222

Event ID
ELIG222

Mame: Field fieldwalking in Heckington Fen

Event Mame Event Type
Field fieldwalking in Heckington Fen Event - Survey

External Reference:

Dates:

01011971 - 3111211971, once between (during 1871}

Project Defails:

Event/Activity Types

Field Observation

Event/Activity References - None recorded

Organisation: Car Dyke Research Group

Associated Individuals - None recorded
Associated Organisations - None recorded

Location

Grid Reference
Centroid TF 187 455 (MBR: 58m by 58m) TFi14ME Area

Administrative Areas

Civil Parish HECKIMGTOMN, NORTH KESTEVEMN, LINCOLMSHIRE

Address - Mone recorded

Description and Sources

Description

A field observation was carried out in Heckington Fen on the route of the Morth Sea Gas pipeline in 1871 {1}
Sources

(1) Index: SMR FILE. HECKINGTON. TF 14 ME:U

{2) Unpublished document: Motes in Heckington parish file. Mo 58

Associated Monuments

G3585 Briquetage found in Heckington Fen (Monument G3585)

EventFuliRpt

Repart generatar by HESIAR rom exeGesiS SOM L

Page 3
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Ewent ID: ELIG223 HName: Field observation in Heckingion Fen

Ewent ID Event MName Event Type

ELIG223 Field observation in Heckington Fen Event - Survey
External Reference:

Dates: 010171571 - 3111211871, once between (during 1871)

Project Defails:

Event/Activity Types

Field Observation

Event/Activity References - None recorded

Organisation: Car Dyke Research Group

Associated Individuals - None recorded
Associated Organisations - None recorded
Location

Grid Reference
Centroid TF 198 452 (MBR: 55m by 55m) TF14ME Area

Administrative Areas

Civil Parish HECKINGTOMN, NORTH KESTEVEN, LINCOLMNSHIRE
Address - Mone recorded

Description and Sources

Description

A field observation was carried out in Heckington Fen on the route of the Morth Sea Gas pipeline. {1}

Sources
(1} Index: SMR FILE. HECKIMGTON. TF 14 NE:W

Associated Monuments
83506 Romano-British finds, Heckington Fen (Monument 83588)

EventFuliRpt Repart generted by HESUR from exeGesiS SOM Lid

Page 4

Event ID: ELIS122 Mame: Site visit to nonconformist chapel, Heckington Fen

Event ID Event Mame Event Type

ELIg122 Site visit to nonconformist chapel, Heckington Fen Event - Survey
External Reference:

Dates: 02032009 - 020372008, on

Project Defails:

Event/Activity Types

Field Observation

Event/Activity References - None recorded

Organisation: Lincolnshire County Couwncil

Associated Individuals - None recorded
Associated Organisations - None recorded
Location

Grid Reference
TF 18380 45838 (point) TFi14ME

Administrative Areas

Paint

Civil Parish HECKINGTOMN, NORTH KESTEVEMN, LINCOLNSHIRE

Address - Mone recorded
Description and Sources
Description

The mnonconformist chapel was visited as part of a survey of nonconformist chapels in Morth Kesteven District {1}

Sources

(1) Digital archive: Lincolnshire County Council. 2004-20009. GI5 layer depicting locations and survival of

nonconformist chapels. 32889
Associated Monuments

g.2889 Former Primitive Methodist Chapel, Heckington Fen (Building 62088)

EventFullRpt Reporf generated by HESUWR from exeGes!S SO Lid Page 5
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Ewent ID: ELIZ223 Name: Site visit to site of former nonconformist chapel, East Heckington
Ewent ID Event MName Event Type
ELIg223 Site visit to site of former nonconformist chapel, East Event - Survey
Heckington
External Reference:
Dates: 020372009 - 020372008, on
Project Details:
Event/Activity Types
Field Observation
Event/Activity References - None recorded
Organisation: Lincolnshire County Council

Associated Individuals - None recorded

Associated Organisations - None recorded

Location

Grid Reference

TF 20350 43850 (point) TF245W Paint

Administrative Areas

Civil Parish HECKINGTON, NORTH KESTEWVEN, LINCOLNSHIRE

Address - Mone recorded

Description and Sources

Description

The site of the former nonconformist chapel was visited as part of a survey of nonconformist chapels in North
Kesteven District {1}

Sources

(1) Digital archive: Lincolnshire County Council. 2004-2008. GIS layer depicting locations and survival of
nonconformist chapels. 85841

Associated Monuments

ga641 Site of former United Methodist chapel, East Heckington (Monument 85841)

EventFullRpt Fepart generatad by HESUWR from axeGes!s SO Lid Fage 6
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Lincolnshire County Council HER Monument Report

18042011 Mumber of records: 10
HER Humber Site Name Record Type
12588 - MLI12528 ALTERATIONS TO SKERTH DRAIN, SWINESHEAD Monument

AL TERATIOMS TO SKERTH DRAIN, SWINESHEAD

Monument Types and Dates
DRAIM (Post Medieval - 1800 AD to 1898 AD)
Evidence EARTHWORK
Description and Sources
Description
JAN 1871 - AN INHABITANT OF BROTHERTOFT SAYS THAT HE REMEMBERS AS A YOUNG MAN AN OLD NAWY
SAYING THAT SKERTH DRAIN WAS RE-DUG AND EXTENDED FROM ABOUT TF215460 TO TF207488 TO MEET
GILL DYEE. GILL DYKE WAS DAMMED AT TF207468 AND THE WATERS DIVERTED THUS INTO THE SOUTH
FORTY FOOT. THE OLD MAVWY ALSO SAID THAT THIS WAS PART OF THE OLD CAR DYKE.{1}
Sources
{1} Index: SMR FILE. SWINESHEAD. TF24NW, 1877, BS

Location

Mational Grid Reference

TF 207 468 (point) TF24MW Point
Administrative Areas

Civil Parish SWINESHEAD, BOSTON, LINMCOLNSHIRE

HER Number 02889 -MLIZ5204  Site Name Former Primitive Methodist Chapel, Heckingion Fen

HER Number Site Name Record Type
G2989 - MLIBEBO4 Former Primifive Methodist Chapel, Heckington Fen  Building
Former Primitive Methodist Chapel, Heckington Fen now a house named "Chapel House™

Monument Types and Dates

CEMETERY (Post Medieval to Modem - 1855 AD7? to 1870 AD?)
Evidence DOCUMEMTARY EVIDEMCE
PRIMITIVE METHODIST CHAPEL (Post Medieval to Modern - 1855 AD7 o 1870 AD7?)
Evidence EXTANT BUILDING
Main Building BRICK
Material
SUMDAY SCHOOL (Post Medieval to Modem - 1873 AD? to 1870 AD7)
HOUSE (Modem - 1970 AD? fo 2050 AD)

Evidence EXTANT BUILDING
Bain Building BRICK
Material

Description and Sources

Description

629359

A former Primitive Methodist chapel is located in Heckington Fen, near the junction of the B1385 and Littleworth Drove.
It is constructed of red and yellow brick. with a three-bay gabled front and an arch enclosing the doorway and smiall
circular window abowe it. It has an inscripfion which says ‘Rebuilt 1873, It is no longer used as a chapel and is now a
house. {1H2Z}

A Wesleyan chapel is recorded as being located in Heckington Fen in 1858. This suggests that this chapel may have
been Wesleyan before being taken over by the Primitive Methodists. {4}

The site was wisited in 2008. A documentary source records that Primitive Methodist meetings were first held here in
thatched famm buildings adjoining a cottage. They were destroyed by fire, rebuilt in 1855 and again in 187 3. The door
has a radiating fanlight. The pedimented gable is bordered by denfil brick as is the rear gable_ A similar polychrome
pattemn created with red brick and yellow gault brick forms a single string-course on the side elevations and four rows on
the rear gable which has a tablet "Primitive Methodist 1855". A tablet in the front gable is inscribed "Rebuwst 18737
Maodern patio doors have been inseried info the rear gable elevation and the roof covering is of modem concrete files. it
had a Sunday School. The area marked as burial ground on the 05 County Series. map sfill survives but no monuments
are visible. The site appears to have been used as a Primitive Methodist place of worship from the beginning. The
¥Wesleyan chapel may have been on a different unlocated site near Six Hundreds (PRN 85855) {54817}
Sources
{1} Phiotograph: Lincolnshire County Council. 2004. Photograph of former Primitive Methodist chapel,
Heckington

Fen. Digital. J\Arehaeology Scans\Morth Kesteven\Heckington'\Primifive Methodist Chapel 82882 JPG

{2) Bibliographic reference: Stell, Christopher. 2002. Inventory of Monconformist Chapels and Meeting Houses
in
Eastern England. page 211
{3 Map: Ordnance Survey. 1805, Ordnance Survey County Series twenty-five inch map 1805, 107/7
4) Biblicgraphic reference: WHITE, W.. 1856. HISTORY, GAZETTEER AND DIRECTORY OF
LINCOLMSHIRE. page
£44
{5) Digital archive: Lincolnshire County Council. 2004-2009. GIS layer depicting locations and survival of
nonconformist chapels. 62080
(&) Biblicgraphic reference: Ambler, R.W.. 2000. Churches, Chapels and Parish Communities. of Lincolnshire,
1860-1200. page 158

{7 Internet Web Site: Lincolnshire County Council. 2008. Lincolnshire Archives - Methodist Records.
hitp:fmicrosites lincolnshire. gov.ukfarchives!. Heckington Fen Chapel

Location

National Grid Reference

Centroid TF 18370 45885 (MBR: 16m by 10m) TF14ME Area
Administrative Areas

Civil Parish HECKINGTON, NORTH KESTEVEN, LINCOLNSHIRE
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HER Number

2889 - MLIZ5204 Site Name Former Primitive Methedist Chapel, Hackingion Fen

HER Number 083806 -MLIBTE647  Site Name Romano-Brifish pottery and tile scatter, south west of Home

Farm, Heckington

HER Number Site Name Record Type
G3E0E - MLIBTB4T Romano-Brtish pottery and tile scatter, south west of Monument

Home Farm, Heckington
Romanc-British pottery and file scatter, south west of Home Farm, Heckington

Monument Types and Dates
ARTEFACT SCATTER (Roman - 43 AD to 408 AD)
Evidence FIND
Description and Sources
Description
a3a0g
Romano-Brifish potiery, including grey wares and mortaria, were found after ploughing in 1883, {1H2}
Sources
(1) Index: SMR FILE. HECKINGTOMN. TF 14 SE:L
{2} Index: 18&3. EAST MIDLANDS ARCHAECLOGICAL BULLETIN. Vol B, p.7

Location

National Grid Reference

Cantroid TF 197 447 (MBER: 61m by 81m) TF145E Area
Administrative Areas

Civil Parish HECKIMNGTON, NORTH KESTEVEN, LINCOLMNSHIRE
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HER Mumber 83853 - MLIBTE48 Site Name Seftlement of East Heckington

HER Number Site Name Record Type
G3E53 - MLIBTE48 Settlement of East Heckington Maonument
The settlement of East Heckington was in existence by the eighteenth century, and survives to the present.
Monument Types and Dates
SETTLEMENT (Post Medieval fo Modern - 1700 ADY to 2060 AD)

Evidence COMNJECTURAL EVIDENCE

Evidence DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE
Description and Sources
Description
30853

The settlement of East Heckington was certaily in existence by the eighteenth century, as an eighteenth century encased

and pantiled mud and stud cottage was recorded there in 2000. It is represented on the 1624 Ordnance Sureey map as

a scatter of houses along the A17 4 miles east of Heckingten. {1H{2}13}

Sources

{1} Bibliographic reference: Pevsner, M., and Harris, J., with Antram, M.. 1889. Buildings of England (second
edition). Lincolnshire. page 378

2) Biblicgraphic reference: Cousins, Riodney. 2000. Lincolnshire Buildings in the Mud and Stud Tradifion.

page 34

(3} Map: Ordnance Survey. 1824, OS5 FIRST EDITION 1 INCH SERIES. Sheet 36
{4 Map: Ordnance Survey. 1805, Ordnance Survey County Series twenty-five inch map 1805, 10712

HER Number 03854 -MLIBT642  Site Name Former church of S5t John, East Heckington

HER Number Site Name Record Type
G365 - MLIBT848 Former church of 5t John, East Heckington Building

The former church of St John, East Heckington, was built in the late nineteenth century, and has since been converted
into a house

Monument Types and Dates

CHURCH ([Post Medieval to Modern - 1870 AD to 1980 AD?)
Evidence EXTANT BUILDING
Main Building BRICK
Material

HOUSE (Modem - 1280 AD? to 2050 AD)
Evidence EXTANT BUILDING
Main Building BRICK
Material

Description and Sources

Description

A3854

The church of 5t John is a brick building in Early English style. The nawve of c.1870. The chance! was buit in 1800 by
A C Wooed. {1}
Sources

{1} Bibliographic reference: Pevsner, M., and Harris, J., with Antram, M.. 1888. Buildings of England (second
edition). Lincolnshire. page 378

Location
Location National Grid Reference
Mational Grid Reference Denh'uld TF ?_D-I[IEE 43848 (MBR: 24m by 13m) TF245W Area
Centroid TF 1921 4435 (MBR: 1818m by 812m) TF145E Area Administrative Areas
Administrative Areas Civil Parish HECKINGTON, NORTH KESTEVEN, LINCOLMSHIRE
Civil Parish GREAT HALE, NORTH KESTEVEN, LINGOLNSHIRE MNon Parish Area East Heckington, Morth Kesteven, Lincolnshire
Civil Parish HECKIMNGTON, NORTH KESTEVEN, LINCOLMSHIRE
Maon Parish Area East Heckington, Morth Kestewven, Lincolnshire
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HER Mumber 83887 - MLIBTG54 Site Name Park House and parkland, Great Hale

HER Number Site Name Record Type
G36ET - MLIBTE54 Park House and parkland, Great Hale Monument
Park House and parkland, Great Hale

Monument Types and Dates

HOUSE (Post Medieval o Modem - 1800 AD7 to 1250 AD7)
Evidence DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE

FPARK (Post Medieval to Modern - 1800 AD7 fo 1850 ADT)
Evidence DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE

Description and Sources

Description

3087

ml-k?ﬁealdasswahedpﬂ land is indicated on the 1808 OS5 County Series map. The date of the bullding is not
Sources

{1} Map: Ordnance Survey. 1805. Ordnance Survey County Series twenty-five inch map 1805. 107/12

Location

Mational Grid Reference

Centroid TF 2015 4370 (MBR: 852m by 487m) TF245W Area
Administrative Areas

Civil Parish GREAT HALE, NORTH KESTEWVEMN, LINCOLMSHIRE

HER Number 83586 - MLIBTSE1 Site Name Romano-Brifish finds, Heckington Fen

HER Number Site Name Record Type
63586 - MLIBTE21 Romano-Brtish finds, Heckington Fen Maonument
Romanco-Brifish finds, Heckington Fen

Monument Types and Dates
ARTEFACT SCATTER (Roman - 43 AD to 408 AD)
Evidence FIND
Description and Sources
Description
63596
Romanc-Brifish potiery and briguetage were found on the route of the MNorth Sea Gas pipeline n 1971, {1}

Sources
{1} Index: SMR FILE. HECKINGTOMN. TF 14 ME:W

Location

National Grid Reference

Centroid TF 188 452 (MBR: 55m by 55m) TF14ME Area
Administrative Areas

Civil Parish HECKINGTON, NORTH KESTEVEN, LINCOLNSHIRE
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HER Mumber 83585 - MLIBTEE2 Site Name Briguetage found in Heckington Fen

HER Number Site Name Record Type
G3585 - MLIBTBE2 Brigquetage found in Heckington Fen Monument
Briquetage found in Heckington Fen

Monument Types and Dates

ARTEFACT SCATTER (Unknown date)
Evidence FIMD

Description and Sources

Description

43595

Briquetage, but no pottery, was found on the route of the MNorth Sea Gas pipeline. {112}
Sources

{1 Index: SMR FILE. HECKINGTOM. TF 14 NE:U

{2} Unpublished document: Motes in Heckington parish file. Mo 58

Location

Mational Grid Reference

Centroid TF 197 455 (MBER: 58m by 58m) TF14ME Area
Administrative Areas

Civil Parish HECKIMGTON, NORTH KESTEVEHN, LIMCOLMNSHIRE

HER Number 8381%-MLIZB102  Site Name Former smithy, East Heckington

HER Number Site Name Record Type
63818 - MLIBE102 Former smithy. East Heckington Maonument
Former smithy, East Heckington

Monument Types and Dates

BLACKSMITHS WORKSHOFP (Post Medieval to Modem - 1300 AD? fo 2050 ADY)
Evidence EXTANT BLUILDING?

Description and Sources

Description

43319

A former smithy is mdicated on the 1805 Ordnance County Series map. It is not known to what extent the original
building sureives. {1}

Sources

1) Map: Ordnance Survey. 1805. Ordnance Survey County Series twenty-five inch map 1805. 10712

Location

National Grid Reference

Centroid TF 18308 44353 (MBR: 13m by 10m) TF145E Area
Administrative Areas

Civil Parish HECKINGTON, NORTH KESTEVEN, LINCOLNSHIRE
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HER Mumber 85841 - MLIST280  Site Mame Site of former United Methodist chapel, East Heckington

HER Mumber Site Mame Record Type
65641 - MLIBT280 Site of former United Methodist chapel, East Heckington Monument

Site of former United Methodist chapel. East Heckington

Monument Types and Dates

UMITED METHODIST CHAPEL (Post Medieval to Modem - 1856 AD to 1848 AD)
Evidence DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE

OUTBUILDING? (Modern - 1848 AD to 1857 AD)
Evidence DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE

Description and Sources

Description

PRN 65641

A United Methodist chapel is indicated on the 1805 OF County Series map. The site was wisited in 200B. The chapel no

lenger sureives. It was built in 1858 and was originally known as Swineshead Bridge Chapel. 1t closed in 1848 but was

nit sold until 1957. The site is now occupied by modern howses {1243}

Sources

{1} Digital archive: Lincolnshire County Council. 2004-2008. GIS layer depicting locations and survival of
nonconformist chapels. 55841

{2} Map: Ordnance Survey. 1805. Ordnance Survey County Series twenty-five inch map 1805. 107112

[E)] Internet Web Site: Lincolnshire County Council. 2008. Lincolnshire Archives - Methodist Records.
http:imicrosites. lincolnshire gov.ukfarchives!. East Heckington Chapel

Location

Mational Grid Reference

TF 20250 43850 (point) TF245W Paoint
Administrative Areas

Ciwil Parish HECKIMNGTON, NORTH KESTEVEM, LINCOLNSHIRE
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2007} above.

Cc18 MNomally zited as close as possible to a creek but on slightly higher ground to avoid
inundation, 8 saltern comprized a seres of clay evaporation pans or froughs into which
the salt water was channelled. The salt was concentrated, first by natural evaporation in
these settiing tanks and then by forced evaporation, the strong brine being poursd into
rough clay vessels set over hearths or in kilns > Over a long period of saltmaking on the
same site, the debriz from the broken clay vessels (briquetage) would have built up into
gignificant waste heaps (which agriculture following reclamation of the =alimarsh has
routinely flattened). Although saltern remains are seldom visible on the intensively
cultivated field surfaces of the Lincolnshire fens today, the highly magnetic nature of the
fired clay debriz and the bumt ground beneath provides an extremely good ‘target’ for
geophysical detection using magnetic survey fechniques: topsoil magnetic susceptibility
mapping to pinpoint the location and targeted detailed magnetometry (using a fluxgate
gradiometer) to map the geometiry and extent of any underiying features.

Geophysical Survey

C1.7 A magnelic survey within the proposal site was camied out in January - February 2011 by
Pre-Construct Geophysics (the full report, Bunn (March 2011), iz reproduced in
Attschment D). The survey comprized topsoll magnetic susceptibility measurements at
10 m intervals in ¢c.1 hectare blocks centred on the base of each of the 22 proposed wind
turbine bases, and also within 30 m wide comdors along proposed access iracks
fadjacent to existing tracks. Several areas of magnetic suscepdibility enhancement were
atiributable to the presence of modemn brickfile in proximity to existing tracks. Howewver,
three areas of suspected archaeological potential were identifed (cf. the Asseis Map
appended to this Attachment C) and targeted for detailed follow-up magnetometry (on the
gites of T3, T4 and the access track to TS, closest to the spot where two Romano-British
grey ware potiery sherds were observed by the geophysical team on the neighbouring
field surface), together with three apparent ‘blank ' areas o act as a control. I is noted, in
passing, that the zones showing magnetic activity do not appear under informative
conditions in available aerial photographs or zatellite imagery.

C18 The magnetometer results confimed that all three areas had poiential archaeclogical
interest, with areas of possible pitting or some burnt material near the sites of T3 and T4,
and the strongest, most promising magnetic target’ possibly indicative of saltern debris
identified along the track fowards T5. Comparnson between this target and a zaliemn =ite
investigated by a similar combination of magnetic prospection techniques on Bradwell
Marshes in Essex ¥ suggests that an area with a radius of perhaps 50 m may be
magnetically enhanced by the prezsence of buried briguetage and bumt materal. In the
Essex example, the magnetic enhancement reached 100 Sl units; there were, howewver,
obvious signs of briquetage on the surface at this site, brought up by the plough. The
significantly lower levels of enhancement measured on the access track to TS suggests
that here the material may either be less substantial or may be more deeply buried, with
lezz extensive plough damage. Detailed magnetometry at the Ezsex and Heckington
sites has revealed a central series of anomalies with a similar morphology.

C18 Magnetic evidence for underlying palacochannels was confirmed on the sites of T3, T4,
TS and T16. The three conirol areas yielded nothing of obvious archaeclogical
gignificance.

* Lane & Momis 2001.
¥ Johnson 2005,
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C1.10

ci11

c1.12

OoCQ

Bunn notes the possibility of Roman villas sited to control local areas of salt production
and draws attention to a possgible example in the adjacent parish of Great Hale. There is
nothing obvious in the topography and the widespread existence of buried
palasochannels within the proposal site to suggest that the land was anything other than
salt marsh in the prehistoric and Roman period, and it might be anticipated that local
prehistoric or Roman settlements would have been sited on the slightly higher land to the
south and west

Such a settlement, of probable late prehistoric date, has been identified from a complex
of cropmarks observed from aerial photographs some 400 m west of the B 1395 (Sidebar
Lane), on approximately the same northing as Six Hundreds Farm (HER 60731; centred
on TF 1790 4546). These cropmarks include amall rings, probably hut circles, fogether
with a series of overlapping rectangular and sub-rectangular enclosures indicative of
several periods of activity, flanked on the south side by what appears to be a double-
ditched track or droveway running eastwest. The site is a Scheduled Monument (LI

37).

HER Entries in Proximity to the Proposal Site

The County HER records seven sites or buildings of archaeclogical interest within a 2 km
radius of centroid TF 205457, all of C18 — C20 date (cf. the As=ets Map appended to this
Attachment C):

12598 C20 alterations to Skerth Drain (TF 207 4638).

629859 Former Primitive Methodist Chapel and Sunday School, Heckington Fen. (TF
18376 45886). Brick building rebuilt twice in the C13, in 1855 and 1873. Kk may have
originally been a Wesleyan Chapel. The bural ground survives, but there are no
monuments. Mow a private house. Mot Listed.

63653 The settlement of East Heckington (centred on TF 1521 4435) was in existence by
the C18, evidenced by an C18 encased and panfiled mud and stud cottage, which was
recorded there in 2000 (Cousins 2000); “if it 2till survives it does not appear to have been
Listed" *.

63654 The former church of 3t John (the Baptist), East Heckington (centred cn TF 20406
43848), now a private house. A brick building, which was built in the late C15, the nave
¢.1870 and chancel in 1890 by A.C. Wood. Mot Listed.

63697 Park House and parkland, Great Hale (centred on TF 2015 4370), mapped by the
Ordnance Survey in the period 1889 - 1906 (the park was then known as Abbey Parks).
The houze was demolizhed in the first half of the C20 {in the period between the OS 15306
and 1947 mapping), and the park enclozed as farmland; the farm fo the southwest of the
house site, variously known as Parks or Abbey Parks Fam, is sfill extant. The date of
the house and layout of the park is unknown but the map evidence suggests that it was
built in the late Victorian period.

63819 Former amithy, East Heckington shown on the 1905 Ordnance County Seriez map
{centred on TF 15306 44353). “It is not known to what extent the original building

* There is no building certainty of this type today in the village, although the reference might be to the Old Cottage (at
the east end, across the road from the former church and school).

C1.132

c2

c21

C22

C2.3

OoCQ

survives" °.

65641 Site of former United Methodist chapel, East Heckington {TF 20350 43550). Built
in 1856, it was originally known az Swineshead Bridge Chapel. |t closed in 1948, and
was later demolished; itz site iz now occupied by modern houses.

There are no other records of Portable Antiquities (e.g. metal-detectorist finds) in this
vicinity, either on the HER or the PA website database.

DOCUMENTARY & CARTOGRAPHIC SOURCES

Historic Environment Record (HER) Entries

The earliest attempts fo drain the Holland Fen were made by the Earl of Lindsey in the
period 1635-8. The project involved cutting the South Forty Foot from Boston to Great
Hale and the Skirbeck and Clay Dyke Drainz. There had been agreement amongst the
various landowners at Heckington fo proceed with enclosure in 1635 5. The venture,
however, foundered, owing to its unpopularity with zome landowners, and the local
drainage works were subsequently destroyed or abandoned.

Dugdale’s plan of the Lindsey Level published in 1725, but based on a much earlier map
by William Haiwarde of ¢.1610, relates to this firzst atternpt at reclamation. It shows the
South Forty Drain, with its series of parallel and orthogonal drainage cufz, and the
proposed enclosures/draing on South Kyme, Ewerby and Bicker Fens; Great Hale,
Heckington and “Yeale®™ Fen {now part of Heckington Fen on the south side of the road)
were seemingly excluded from this stage of the proposal. A large house, “Park house®,
liee at the eastern end of Yeale Fen; the line immediately fo its right (north) is the course
of the Boston — Sleaford road.

It was well over a century before the project was revived. The Witham Act, passed in
1762, facilitated the draining of the Holland, South Kyme, Great Hale, Little Hale,
Heckington, Ewerby, Howell and Asgarby Fens under what became known as The Black
Sluice Scheme (thought to have taken its name from a fire damaged sluice from the
earlier works) 7. The South Forty Drain was re-instated and Heckington Fen was drained
and enclosed in about 1764 2.

L

Apparently replaced by a younger (c.1830s) building.
Thirsk 2006.
http/iwww.blacksluiceidb gov ukfthe-drainage-board/histony. html

Clark 1852; Trollope 1872; Act of Parliament for enclosing the parish of Heckington, 1763 (Lincolnshire Archives
Kesteven Award BAIT).
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marriage, to Henry Heron " (before 1702). Upon Henry Heron's death in 1730 {and his
widow's soon after) all his estates passed to his sister Dame Ann Fraiser and nephew,
Francis Fane, who finding that the value of the properly was insufficient to support the
debts upon it, waz forced to raise a morigage. The land wag still known as “Lady
Frazer's Six Hundreds™ at the time of the Heckington Enclosure of 1763.

= : C27 Two maps have been reconstructed from the Enclosure Act and Award to show the area
| WP, Mue ok Fen | of the proposal site, before and after the 1764 enclosure of Heckington Fen:
e
Pl Hepkamten Fen ? e - BE -
et A ! oF e e A
. e B Vel T
H L L s I-".-
LADY B E
ISER 5 H S
f_f-_ﬂ FRAIS : ; -l = %
N SiX 3 3 IR
THE N"o,.w* HUNDREDS AR
EIGHT HMRHNDBEED | i P :
FEMNE ey _ | | i |
Plan showing part of the original drainage proposal for the Lindsey Leved (north is to the right) * .i | T ] ; il
b o et
C24 Writing within a decade of its reclamation, an article published by an ancmymous author ‘ h ‘ ‘i | | I '1 “H “ i ]I I
in The Gentleman’s Magazine of 1774 described Heckington Fen as follows: - o — - '
[...] thiz has been wholly inclosed half a =core years. In ifs original state & Pre- and Post-Enclosure (reconstructed from Heckingion Enclosure Award by Rex Russell)
great of it generally under water. The crops of oats hel il @z i
the ﬂmw:; Emaz.l}gfy gr;;: '.I'r'he view G:E\I' this Fenmj,sa:er:p:ﬁf C28 The earliest large-scale map of the area, by Captain Armstrong in 1778, shows the two
every inclosure being surrounded bj-’ a quick hedge, and in one place by mé principal drainage dykes for this part of the fen, the South Forty Foot and the Clay Dyke,
road_-side is a clump of firs, elms, and ﬂnnenhgshmb:s[ 1" although neither the Six Hundreds Drain or Drove are shown. The proposal site (lying
’ T very approximately within the red circle on the map below) is crossed from east — west by
c25 However, the fen known as The Six Hundreds to the east of Heckington Fen had been a watercourse known as the Gill Syke (the "wﬂ“m arm of the forked twin risers
drained and enclosed significantly earlier than its neighbour; it is described as “the forms the northern boundary of the proposal site) ©, and from northwest-southeast by a
inclosed fen called the Six Hundred Acres® in contrast to Heckington Fen ('soil and probable watercourse/drainage bank marking the boundary between Holland and
ground’) in a morigage document of 1738, but the accompanying lease implies enclosure Kesteven (approximately the eastern boundary of the proposal site, which is siill the
by 1702 County Constituency & Civil Parizh Boundary).
...] all tithes or com, grain, hay, cole seed [also rape seed, flax, hemp
Ln:]:fafemh.re [grum‘é, ar rha::xhemp] grmEIr?g :ﬂmﬁlf’ parcel of fen land in C20 Armstrong's map is highly stylised and shows centres of settlement but not individual
Heckington red from e Common called Siv hundred Acres. and afl farmsg; although the relationship between the setflements and major landzcape features is
aﬁpuﬁenﬂmf;?w;f;iewe hereti:‘am seIﬂ'D;d in jointure u::]m Abigail Hefun the broadly accurate, the relative distances between them may not be. The village of East
- Heckington does not appear to have been in existence at this date (although one or two
late wife of Hi Heron by e nd release of 28 and 29 .J\ 1702 (h
recited) [ ]”&nry fon Dy lease a © an une (here houses may have stood along the roadside), aithough the neighbouring settlements of
T Gamick to the west and the small cluster of houses named by Amstrong as © Wade
£26 The Six Hundreds had belonged to Sir John Brooke, Lord Cobham, of Heckington Hall, Houses,” close to the bridge over the Forty Foof Drain (now Swineshead Bridge), are
who had exchanged his common grazing rights in and arcund the village itzelf for these mapped.
600 acres of fenland on the very margins of the parish . The date at which he acquired
the land iz uncertain. He died in 1660. The 800 acres passed to the Fane family and, by
* Dugdale 1725
0 Anonymous 1774: 285,
‘; 1 FAME 3/1/E/1, 14 May 1730 (Lincolnshire Archives)
Marrat 1616. " Brydges 1812,

" A short section of the other amm of the fork’ survives in the modem landscape.

Page 6.4- 4 If printed this document will be considered UNCONTROLLED 4038 P0130 01



Heckington Fen Wind Park Environmental Statement

Appendix 6.4: Archaeological, Documentary & Cartographic Data

OoCQ

LN ORI N

st £ ) e
.- H ; L

1 B - e |I ) 5
w |woth Eyme
; B m

L : I =

P )

L K]

:,.-fl E\xm{hcy.cLE\'}lbﬂ:'

|
4 l%fh‘v:l.l J.Tl'l’-h‘
k)
5 |
4 .-ﬂw-&’r’l |
- . Lol

i Ejf:’ﬂﬂ lei' l ) ,‘/“E" RErAY
i =l albekir S~
- — -
) 1'|.-::1'|:|"|r|5'_ﬁ1.:|11|\:h __,__.La-f e I| ] -1-{ -.!!:. ;/_I_/ “%%R|
Map of Lincoln-shire Lind'sey, Kesfeven & Holland. Surveyed in the Years 1776,

C2.10 The Ordnance Survey Drawing of 1818 provides more significant, and seemingly more

C2.11

accurate, detaill. The Six Hundreds Bank iz prominent, running as far north as the Gill
Syke watercourse ", as is the frack io the east alongside which stand both the modemn
Six Hundreds Farm and the farmstead further south. The walercourse running along the
northeastem boundary of the proposal site i2 named az “The Hum". The field layout i=
littte changed from the present, although zome of the smaller enclosures have now been
amalgamated into larger unitz, notably on the west side of the Six Hundredss Bank. The
surveyor shows many of the east-west field boundaries on a slightly different alignment to
the modemn pattern, more orthogonal with the Six Hundredss Bank, but, since there is no
evidence from aerial photographs or later mapping to support such a shift in alignments, it
iz presumed that the surveyor must have made a mistake in this respect He also
mapped the duck decoy (see aerial photographic evidence and dizcussion below) within
the field norheast of the modem Six Hundreds Farm, a3 a roughly oval area of
w, although it iz migplaced too far to the east, since, in reality, it adjoined the

Small gtands of trees are shown close to the zouth eastern marging of three small fields
between the Six Hundreds Bank and Labour-in-Vain drain.

:: The red circle approximaies to a 2 km radius around TF 205457

ir

Unnamed on this map
The Six Hundred Decoy was already shown on a drainage sureey map of 1804 (Banister & Teasdale 2001).
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C220 In 1880-2, at least two buildings lie at the northemn end of Six Hundreds Drove and there is
a small building in the comer of the ‘duck decoy’ field, cloge to the track. The westemn
boundary of Mown Rakes is named as "Holland Dike".

C221 The small tniangular areas of woodland seen on previous maps are shown as a series of
sharply defined ‘lozenges’ at the comers of each of the neighbouring fields; their function
is not stated, but they appear fo represent coverts.

£222 Ondnance Survey mapping in the pericd 1889-1906 shows Parks or Abbey Parks House
and its parkland (Abbey Parks) on the south side of the road, opposite the Methodist
Chapel {the park was then known as Abbey Parks). The house was demolished in the
first half of the C20 {in the period between the OS5 1906 and 1947 mapping), and the park
enclozed as farmland; the faim fo the southwest of the house site, varously known as
Parks or Abbey Parks Farm, ie sfill extant. The date of the house and layout of the park
is unknown. Confusingly, both the: first OS5 Drawing {1818) and the OS5 1st Seres (1-inch,
1856) maps ghow “Park house" on the north rather than south side of the road, although
an even earfier map of probable eady ©17 origin shows it on the opposite side *'. Itis
presumed therefore that a late Victorian houze was built on the site, or in the grounds, of
a much earfier and long-demolished predecessor.

* Dugdale 1725.

OS First Edition 8-inch Map (1880-2)
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C37 Thiz cropmark, which i= only wvisible on three pholographs taken in June 1850
[RAFf41/558, 1116, 40144016, 5.6.50), is a regular pentagon defined by namow dnq:Et
. . . . . linears, which are double in places. Within the cenire lies a pale star-shaped mark =,
C3.1  Photographs heid by the English Heritage National Monuments Record Air Photographic narmowing at each of ite arms into a namow clock-wize curving linear; there are further
Library have been examined by OAA (a full list of the pholographg consulted iz appended linears between this feature and the track (Six Hundreds Drove).
below). The colliection covering the proposal site comprised 43 vertical photographs
covering the period 1946-19%6. There were no oblique photographes.

C32 The photographs generally reinforce the impression of sinuous linears, representing
former channels and watercourses, crossing much of the proposal site (cf. the Google
Earth images above).

C3 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHIC EVIDENCE

£33 The line of the gas pipeline cut in 1971 was deary visible in the near contemporary
photographs of 1972 and 1973 a= a wide band running north-south though the small
fields to the east of Rectory Farm House. Careful examination showed no sign of any
crop or soil marks aszociated with the two potential archaeclogical salbworking sites
revealed during itz construction (see above).

C34 The air photographs showed no traces of landscape features seen in the early maps,
such as the distinctive line of lozenge-shaped plantings (possible coverts) to the west of
Six Hundreds Bank, nor was any sign that the field boundanes in this area may have
changed alignment detected (2ee the 1818 map above).

C325 The site of the former island on the northeast side of the proposal site, which was still
vigible in 1946 with its western edge showing as a slight earthwork, has subsequently
been ploughed flat and become incorporated imto the agricultural landscape. Similarly, a
pronounced curve in the watercourse marking the northeastem tip of the proposal area,
which was siill visible as an open channel in 1946, has disappeared; itz line iz fossilized
in the Co Const & CP Boundary.

PP TE o b AT Sk s i i

C28 No cropfzoilmarks were visible in the three targets’ of potential archasological interest
identified by geophiysical survey. However, a cropmark was cbsernved immediately west
of the one-hectare geophysical survey area camied out around the site of T4.

Six Hundred Decoy, Cropmark Detail ({Crown Copyright)
C38 This feature marks the site of a former duck decoy, known as the Six Hundred Decoy =

_.}T-’ The pale area in the centre i the former pond, the starbursts’ the tapenng channels
"3 {known as ‘pipes’) into which the ducks were funnelled, and the pentagon marking the
extent of the wooded cover. In hiz book on duck decoys, published in 1886, Sir Ralph
o Payne-Gallwey provides a groundplan and description of an almost identical decoy, with
i five pipes .
Cropmark in field to the northeast of Six Hundreds Farm *# \Which can be identified as a vague dark mark (probably a litfe damper) on the 2007 Google Earth image (see
{RAFI541/558 1118, 4015, 05.08.50, Crown Copyright). abowe).

B PayneGallwey, 18B6: 114.
¥ payne-Galwey 1888: 57-8.

14
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e Light Colour Wazh - Water.

Mig-Golour Wash -Turf

ZStrong Colowr Wazh - Banks, 4 ft. 8 in. high.
Arrows indicate the direction the wind should
blow from to work the pipe; the cenire ammow
being the maost suitable wind for the purpose.

Thivre o 5

ELENCa

A= Sl e Sawa Trees

PrLax oF DECOY WITH & FIDES
SCALE=VED FT IO 48 INCH
&0 a B T

o FFT

A. Breastwall landing. 20 yards long, 2 ft. wide
at its widest part.

B B. Backwing landing. commencing at 5 fi.
wide at the head hoop C and gradually narrowing
to 2 ft. wide opposite the last screen, where the
bank that shelters its landward side terminates.
Qutside the head hoop this landing is continued
25 to 30 yards in length by 7 fi. wide fo where it
meets the steep bank round the main pond.

C. Head hoop. a trifle ower 27 ft. from foot fo
foot, 15 fi. at the crown above the water, and
from 45 to 47 ft. on the round (each hoop drops
about 4 in. in height, fill the smallest is reached,
the latter being only 2 ft. high and 2 f. in width].

D. Head show place. There is just space on
the bank for the dog fo run round the foot of the
projecting breastwall screen, and so enable him
to spring back again [...] after jumping on fo the
landing A at E (the yackoop).

F F. The curved path concealed by shrubs
(closely planted on raised earth) by which the
Decoyman runs fo the head show at D when he
has enticed the fowl under the net, the latter
performance having probably brought him in the
rear of the fourth or fifth screen from the head
hoop, and so conveniently near the path.

If the Decoyman has led the ducks a good
wiay under the net, and as far as the fourth or
fifth hoop, he does not then return all the way fo
D, as it is not necessary. He, instead, furns down
the short centre path (C) and appears behind the
birds over the dogjump in line with the first hoop.
If the Decoyman has an assistant this man waits

Hiue __ Vmer at the seat, as from here he can see the
freer _ Laed Decoyman's signal. A wave of the arm upwards
Fefteme_ Parhs on the part of the latter and the assistant hastens
to D; a short downward motion of the
i p st Vo Brecls Dy Bonloika Decoyman's hand and he shows instead at the

dog-jump opposite the first hoop, the Decoyman
hawving signalled thereby that the fowl are some
wiay up the pipe, and that it is not requisite for his
man to go all the way to the head show to drive
them.

H H. Approaches to the pipe that lead from the
path that surmounds the Decoy.

P. The smooth turf on which the screens (see

zigzag lines) are placed.

Payne-Gallweay 1886 (Plan 4).

C348 From the central pond radiated a series of five pipes, which tapered in width from about
18 feet to 18 inches, and were coversd with hoops of netting. The wild ducks were
decoyed down these channels (which were curved fo impede vigibility along them) by
tame ducks and dogs, and the nets then dropped when sufficient numbers had been
comalled at the end of the pipe. There was woodland planting around the edge of the
decoy to provide a seemingly natural landscape for the wildfowl, with rush screens I :
alongside the pipes to screen the decoymen. Paths gave access alongeside the pipes and TeAWEr e pemey miaw
to the ends where the prey was finally captured. Description of Decoy Pipe ot fom ey o 2 and

16 17
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C3.11 The Six Hundred Decoy itself was described by the poet, William Hall {1748-1825), who
lived at Five Willow Wath, as follows:

[...] the pond, abouf three acres of waler, well shelfered and distant from
disturbance, became so great an asyium, that | have heard divers decoymen
say it was apparently impossible for an egg fo be dropped without hithing one.
Owr house was a full mile parallel disfance; and when they were disturbed, any
stranger would suppose it distant thunder. =

From raised decoy these ducks on flight,
By tens of thousands darken light #

C3.12 Comparison between this series of three 1950 photographs and the geophysical results
in the vicinity of Turbine 4 shows that the linear feature detected by magnetometry iz not
part of the former duck decoy, as the anomaly lies a litle further east and runs on a
markedly different alignment (22 degrees as opposed fo 44 degreez of the decoy

pentagon).

: Quoted by Payne-Gallwey 1886:114.
Quoted by Banister & Teasdale 2001 40.

i@
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1.0 Intreduction

Oxford Archasological Associates (OAA), on behalf of their clients Ecotricity Group Limited,
commissioned Pre-Construct Geophysics (PCG) to undertake topsoil magnetic susceptibility
and targeted flicgate gradiometer surveys on the proposed site of a wind enargy project at
Heckington Fen, Lincolnshire. It is proposed that 23 wind turbines and access tracks be
constructed on the site (centred at c. TF 2000 4560).

The fieldwork and reporting was carred out in accordance with a written scheme of
imvestigation (WSI) produced by PCG (Bunn, 2010). The WSl was guided in its composition
by the English Heritage document ‘Geophysical Survey in Archasological Field Evaluafon’'
(English Heritaga, 2008).

This report also incorporates information that has been selectively extracted from a
specifization prepared by OAA (Collcutt, 2010).

20 Location and description (Figs. 1-2)

The village of Heckington lies to the immediate south of the A17 in the administrative district
of Morth Kesteven. The site is sitluated approximately Skm to the east of the village, to the
north of the A17 at Heckington Fen. Hundred Acre Farm, comprising an uninhabited cottage
and adjacent farm buikdings, lies in the eastem part of the site.

3.0 Geology and soils

The solid geology of the site is recorded as WestWalton Formation, Amphill Clay Fomation
and Kimmeridge Clay Formation (Undifferentiated), overdain by alluvium (BGS online viewer).

The soils are Wallasea 2 Association, described as Pelo (clayey) alluvial grey soils developed
ovenwithin marine alluvium - deep stonelass soils, calkcareous and silty in places occurring on
flat land often with low ridges giving a complex soil pattem (Soil Survey of England and
Wales.

4.0 Archaeological Context

Romano-British material has been recorded close to the southwestarly edge of the proposal
sita:
« |HER 63596 (TF 198 453) Romano-Brtish material (pottery, briquetage) found on
gas pipeline route.

= |HER 63585 (TF 198 456) Romano-British materal (briquetage) found on gas
pipeling route. (Data repaated in the MMRA).

Thera ara very comman BB finds throughowut Heckington Parigh. In Great Hale Fen, thera is a
likely saltern mound (burnt material, potiery, briqguetage, bone), with a possible Roman villa
site just boyond, to the southwest; it was not uncommon for villas to control the ‘native’
production of salt in their areas. At roughly the same northing as the Application Site, but
further west, there is a presumed setlement site (600 m east of Holme House (SM L1317)
[incomact entry an MAGIC: the MRG is actually TF 178 455], consisting of a late prehistoric
cropmark complex, with enclosures, roundhouses and an EEW drove road; there are no
standing remains. Thig ig clearly a complex fenland landscapa, with the potential for the
survival of many small RE sites, especially salterns along the former channels, as can be
soen in the GETM satallite images on the following page (cf. also Lane, TW. & Maomis, E
(Eds) 2001. A Mienmum of Salt Making Prehisionic and Romano-British Salt Production in
the Fenland Lincolnshire Archasology Heritage Reports Series 4). However, there are also
some earlier prehistoric (Neolithic and Bronze Age) remains in the general area. There has
probably been considerable masking of eardier features by later fanland deposits.

5.0 Objectives
The cbjectives of the gecphysical survey are to establish, by using non intrusive tachniques;

+ The nature, etent and location of any archasological features, should any lie within the
proposed development,

+ The presence’absance of any modern features, such as services, that may impact on
the survey results and any archasological features in close proximity.

6.0 Methodology
6.1 Magnetic Susceptibility

Magnetic susceptibility (MS) is the degree to which a material can be magnetized in an
external magnetic field. For archasological prospection the measurement of M3 is used as a
means of identifying areas of past human cccupation and is dependent on establizshing
distinctions between naturally produced magnetic variation within geologies and seils, and
those induced by human intervention. Intensive cocupation tends to increase the magneatic
susceptbility of sois. For example, a significant magnetic enhancement can result from
buming, by the infroduction of fired materals such as brick and ftile, or by bactenal
decomposition of domestic refuse. Consaquently, a localised increase in magnetic strength
may be evidence of past setilement or industrial activiies. Prolonged arable cultivation can
produce similar, though less imtense variation, by increasing the potential for
aerobic/anasrobic breakdown organic matter by bacterial action. This technique has proved
extramaly offective idantifying archasological sites on reclaimed marsh land, including traces
of former settlement and industrial processes such as sattmaking.

The MS2 Bartington Meter with MS2D loop probe attachment temporarly magnetisas the
topeoil by creating a low intensity, altemating magnetic fisld. It then measures and logs the
response. The ratio between the induced magnetization and the inducing field is exprassed in
this instance as S| x10° volume susceptibility units (hereafter referred to as S1). The responsa
of the loop configuration is confined to the top few centimetras of topsoil, although this also
has the potential to register the response of magnetically enhanced archaeological material
brought to the surface by cultivation and'or natural processes (such as erosion and
bioturbation). Relatively wide sample intervals of up to 30m enables rapid coverage of large
areas, although this is at the etpense of detailed resolution, and is recommended as a
praliminary prospecting technigue; used to identify target areas for detailed survey using other
techniques such as gradiometry, which can batier define discrete achasological features. On
some sites, whore amhaeological features may have been completaly ploughed away,
measurement of magnetic susceptbility may produce the only clear evidence of past human
activity.

6.3 Detailed Gradiometry

Detailed gradiometry is a non-intrusive sciantific prospecting tool that is used to determine tha
prasence/absance of some classes of sub-surface archaeclogical features (e.g. pits, ditches,
kilns, and occasionally stone walls). By scanning the soil surface, geophysicists identify areas
of varying magnatic susceptbility and can interpret such vanation by presanting data in
various graphical formats and identifying images that share morphological affinities with
diagnostic archasological remains.

The use of gradiomeatry should help to establish the presencefabsence of buried magnetic
anomalies, which may reflect sub-surface archasoclogical features, and may therefore form a
basis for a subsaqueant scheme of archaeological trenching.

The use of magnetic surveys to locate sub-surface ceramic matenals and areas of buming, as
well as magnetically weaker features, is well established, particularly on large green fisld
gites. The detection of anomalies requires the use of highly sensitive instruments; in this
instance the Bartington 601 Dual Fluxgate Gradiometer. This is accurately calibrated to the
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approximate mean magnetic value of each survey arsa. Two sansors, mounted vertically and
soparated by 1m, measure slight, localised distortions of the earth's magnetic field, which are
recorded a data logger.

6.4 Survey Strawegy

Measurement of topsoil M3 was undertaken on a 1ha block of land centred at the proposad
site of each turbine (T), and along 20m corfdors along/adjacent to existing or proposed
access tracks. Measurements wers taken at 10 m intervals along 10m traverses. The data
was recorded by hand and subsequently inputted into ArcheoSunveyor 1.5.2.8 for analysis
and plotiing as graduated greyscale images (Figs. 3 —6).

The results of this work were usad to design a scheme of detailed gradiometer survey to be
carnied out across areas displaying archasological potential (hot spots). Three sample *blank’
areas wera also surveyad, including & 40m x somm block of land along the main access route
c.100m towest of afind spot (two shamds of Roman greyware noted at the time of suvey: Fg.
6). The gradiometer survey was undertaken at 4 readings per metre at a sample interval of
0.25m akbng 1m wide zigeag traverses. The sensitivity of the instruments were set to record
magnetic variation in the order of 0.1 nanoTesla (nT). Data was regulany downloaded onto a
laptop computer, and subsequently analysed and processed using ArcheoSurveyorv 1.3.2.8.
In order to enhance the magnetic response of weak anomalies, gradiometer data was clipped
to €.3-5nT and destriped {to eliminate striping infroduced by zigzag traversing).

During the fisldwork, the lbcation of significant surface anefacts (left in sity) or other
anthropogenic materal, suggestive microtopographic features and changes in soil
charactaristics was notad.

The survey grid was established by GPS (Topcom GRS-1) to an accuracy of +- 0.2m using
0.8, co-ordinates extracted from a geo-referenced on Autocad drawing of the site.

The magnetic suscaptibility survey was undartaken between the 17" & 26" January 2011 and
the 7™ February 2011.

The gradiometer suvey was undertaken using two Bartington Grad-601 Dual Fluxgate
Gradiometers on 7™ & 8™ February 2011.

7.0 Results and discussion (Figs. 3- 13)
71 Magnetic susceptibility survey (Figs. 2 - 6)

For the most part, levels of topsoil M3 susceptibility range between 251 and c.355I, with an
overall mean value of 15.785l. Generally, the lowest and least varying levels (c. 2 — 103l)
were recorded in the southem part of the site, in the vicinity of T12, T13, T14 & T20 and along
the proposad primary access routs from the A17 (Figs. 3 — 6). Given that most areas
contained relatively minimal crop cover, the ragional varation reflacts slightly differing soil
types, for example more clayey/humic sail in the northern area where MS levels are generally
greater.

Owarall, most areas exhibit a modest range of enhancement, with a number of *hot spots
corresponding to surface spreads of modem brickitile fragments, particulardy prevalent in
close proximity to existing tracks (Figs. 4 & 5: annotated).

Elsewhere, three isolated zones of relatively high readings were recorded in the eastern part
of the site at T3, T4 and the along the route of the accass track to TS (Fig. 4: annotatad).
Areas of enhancement adjacent to T3 and T4 are approximately twice that of sumounding
goilz (at c40-5051) and fourfold for TS access track (at c.85-60Sl). These hotspots weare
considered to exhibit sufficient archasclogical potential, possibly as sites of buming including
industrial activity, to warrant further investigation by gradiometar survey. Howewar, nothing of
potential significance was noted on the surface in these areas (e.g. brckguetage or
discolourad soil).

Other ‘blank’ areas were sampled at T16, T21 and along the primary proposed access to tha
site (Figs. 5 & 6).

7.2 Gradiometer survey (Figs. 3, 7-13)
7.21 Character, interpretation and presentation of magnetic anomalies

Anomalies in excoss of +250nT are highlightad in pink (+50) and blua -50) an interpratve
images. Thesa are characterised magnetically as (dipolar) ‘iron spikes', often displaying
gtrong positve and’or negative responses, which reflect famous-rich objects (particularly
apparent on stacked trace plots). Examples include those forming/deposited along current or
former boundaries (e.qg. fracks), sowices and random scatters of horseshoes, ploughsharas
etc across open areas. Fired (ferro-enhanced) materals such brickfile fragments (often
whare the latter are introduced during manuring or land drain construction) usually induce a
gimilar though predominataly waaker response, closer to c.+-5nT (highlightad in pink/blug on
interpretive images). Collectively, concentrations of such anomalies indicate probable rubbla
gpraads, such as backfilled ponda/ditches and demolished builkdings.

0On a cautionary note, fired clay associated with eary activity (e.9. brick kilns) may have
similar magnetic characteristics to modem brick'tile rubble. Therefore, the interpretation of
such variation must consider the cortext in which it occurs.

Potential archasclogical remains are highlighted in red, natural responsas in green, land
drains as purple and cultivation/tramlines as orange.

7.22 Targeted areas (Figs. 2,7, 8,9 & 10)
Turbine 3 (Figs. 3,7 & 8)

A group of relatively strong and predominately positive readings (within a range of ¢.-anT and
12nT) correspond to enhancad MS lavels (Fig. 20: highlightad as red). The results suggesta
probable archasological origin as pits andfor associated with buming.

To the south east of this, a group of slightly weaker anomalies (also recorded within a zone
of slight MS enhancemant) might concaivably indicate achasological activity, although it is
also feasible that these reflect naturally occurring pockets of near surface ferrous-enriched
mineral daposits (highlighted as green, circled).

Elsewhere, amorphous and linear zones of ephemeral variation cleary resalve as natural
responses, such as deposits of silt within palasochannals and traces of magnetically depleted
peat (highlighted as green).

The survey recorded the relatively stromg response of modem cbjects (e.g. ploughshares,
fragmants of brickfile), randomly scattered across the area (highlighted as pink & blue).

Turbine 4 (Figs. 3,7, & 9)

The survey recorded a group of potentially significant anomalies within the zone of enhanced
MS (Fig. aD: highlighted as red). Thase might signify potential pitsbuming and a possibla
ditch (red ling).

Broad linear zones of weak variation (highlighted as green) signify palasochannels (such
features are apparent on Google Earth aerial photographs in this area). Isolated and
magnetically weak anomalies probably reflect discrets concentrations of similar fero
enhanced minaral deposits, such a silt (examples: green dots).

The survey recorded the relatively stromg response of modem cbjects (e.g. ploughshares,
fragmants of brickfile), randomly scatterad across the area (highlighted as pink & blue).
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Turbine 5 access track (Figs. 3, 7, & 10)

The survey recorded a c.25m diameter area of distinct and predominately positve anomalous
regponses (C.10 — 15 nT), possibly signifying bumt matarial associated with industrial activity
such as salt production (Fig. 10D: zone boxed in red).

Linear zones of weak magnetic variation indicate silt contained within palascchannels
{highlighted as green).

723 Sample areas (Figs. 3,7, 11,128 13)
Turbine 16 (Figs. 3, 7, & 11)

For the most part, magnetic vanation indicates natural features, including sinuous
palasochannelsicraeks (Fig. 110: highlighted as grean).

Magnetic depleted traces of tractor tramlines were recomed {orange lines).

The survey recorded the relatively strong response of modem objects (e.g. ploughshares,
fragments of bricktile), predominant in the north eastam part of the area (highlightad as pink
& blua).

Turbine 21 (Figs. 3,7, & 12)

Itis likaly that the majority of discrate and magnetically weak anomalies are natural responses
(Fig. 120: examples, green dots). However, two examples possbly exhibit a greater potential
as isolated pits (1 & 2).

A senes of parallel linear anomalies indicate clay land drains (purple lines).

The survey recorded the relatively strong responsa of modem objects (e.g. ploughshares,
fragments of brick/ile), randomly scattered across the area (highlightad as pink & blug).

Primary access track (Figs. 3,7, & 13)

There is litle geophysical evidence of potential archaeological activity; ephemearal varation
almost certainly reflects natural inconsistencies (Fig. 130: examples highlighted as green).

8.0 Conclusions

Genarally, the level of near surface MS ig higher in the northern part of the sita, with an
overall average site value of c.15 51,

The MS survey identified three potentially significant zones of enhancement in the eastem
part of the site, close to proposed Turbines 3, 4 and along the proposed access frack to
Turbing 5. Enhancement in these areas is up to fourdfold in comparizon to adjacant soils,
particularly across the access route to TS Thesa were targeted for detailed gradiometer
survey, which recorded comasponding responses of buried features at each target site. The
magnetic characterstics suggest possible pits of races or burning (and a ditch at T4), with a
wider concentration along the proposed access route to TS5, It i possible that these reflect
industry activity, particularly in the latter area, where magnetic anomalies might signify a burmit
salt pan. The gradiometer survey also detected traces of matural features in the tameted
areas, including palasochannels.

Elzewhera, a number of areas wers sampled by detailed gradiometry. For the most part, the
results do not clearly indicate the presence of archaeological remains, with the possible
exception of wo isolated pit type anomalies recorded in T21 suvey block. Varation in T16
includes clear evidence of fermous enriched material contained within sinuous palasochannels
and isolated pockets of magnetically similar material, with examples also recorded at T21 and
along the primary access frack.
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Fig. 4: Topsoil magnetic susceptibility survey
Turbines 1 - 12
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