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3 1.0 Introduction  
 
Project background and purpose of document 

1.1 This Conservation Management Plan has been commissioned by Homes England in 
relation to an outline planning application submitted to Southend-on-Sea Borough Council 
for the construction of 145 residential units, car parking, landscaping & ancillary works 
(application reference 20/00337/OUTM) (Fig. 1 & 2).    Consultations were undertaken 
with Historic England prior to the submission of the planning application (Orion Heritage 
were not involved with the project at this time) and subsequent to the application being 
submitted following receipt of Historic England consultation comments to Southend-on-
Sea Borough Council (dated 24th April 2020).     
 

1.2 The need for a Conservation Management Plan is prompted by proposals for adjacent 
development which offer the opportunity to secure the enhancement and future 
management of Prittlewell Camp. The scope has been formulated in discussion with 
Historic England.  

 
1.3 This document has been prepared in accordance with published guidance (HLF 2012). It 

comprises five main sections: 
• Introduction 
• Understanding – an outline of the historical and archaeological  background of the 

site 
• Significance – identifying the importance of the site 
• Issues – identifying current and future impacts that may affect the site and its 

significance, both adverse and beneficial 
• Policies – suggested actions or principles to allow effective management of the site 

 
1.4 This document is informed by:  

• Fossett’s Farm, Southend-on-Sea, Essex Archaeology Desk Based Assessment and 
Heritage Statement (AB Heritage 2019).  This was the desk based assessment 
submitted with the planning application 

• A  Lidar assessment of Prittlewell Camp undertaken by Orion Heritage (included 
within this document) 

• Fossett’s Farm Phase 2, Southend-on-Sea Archaeological Evaluation (Wessex 
Archaeology)  

 
1.5 The Archaeological Conservation Plan covers the area of Prittlewell Camp that is under the 

control of Homes England (i.e. the red line area of the outline planning application). The 
plan includes a consideration of the monument as a whole regardless of ownership but 
the detailed management plan relates only to the area under the control of Homes 
England.    
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4 2.0 Understanding  
 

2.1 Prittlewell Camp is located on the northern edge of the built-up area of Southend-on-Sea 
at grid reference TQ 88991 87828 (Fig. 1 & 2). The scheduling description name of the 
monument is  ‘A slight univallate hillfort known as Prittlewell Camp, 500m east of Sutton 
Road crematorium’.  Its NHLE number is 1017515.  It was scheduled on 27th February 
1961. As a scheduled monument, Prittlewell Camp is statutorily protected and is of 
national significance. 
 
Summary description  

2.2 The listing description states:  
 
Despite having been reduced by ploughing and obscured by dumping, the slight univallate 
hillfort known as Prittlewell Camp remains substantially intact and will retain significant 
archaeological information. The circuit of defences is clearly defined by earthworks to the 
south and west and evidence exists for the buried remains of the remaining part of the 
circuit. Buried features related to the period of occupation will survive beneath the 
ploughsoil of the interior and these, together with the earlier fills of the surrounding ditch, 
will contain evidence for the date of the hillfort's construction and for the duration and 
character of its use. Environmental evidence reflecting the appearance of the landscape in 
which the monument was set and the economy of its inhabitants may also survive in these 
buried deposits and on the old land surface sealed beneath the bank. 
 
The hillfort's location on a low-lying plateau rather than a summit or ridge is somewhat 
unusual, although far from unique within the low-lying topography of the region. 
Comparison between these sites and, more specifically, with other forms of contemporary 
habitation between the Roach and the Thames, will provide valuable information 
concerning the hillfort's position in the settlement pattern and social structure of the 
period. 
 
Although the interpretation of the 'Look-out' mound as the base of a medieval post mill 
has not been proven, evidence from the 1929 excavation does support this conclusion. 
Such mounds were designed to raise the windmill and to stabilise a vertical post (or tree) 
which allowed the superstructure to be turned to face the wind. Post mills are known to 
have existed from the 12th century onwards and although no medieval examples of the 
timber superstructure survive today, their appearance is recorded in contemporary 
illustrations. Examples of mounds which retain organic remains or form components of 
other sites are considered worthy of protection. The mound at Prittlewell, located on the 
line of the earlier defences, provides an interesting insight into the subsequent use of the 
hillfort and the medieval economy of the surrounding area. 
 
Details 
The monument includes a slight univallate hillfort of the later Bronze Age or Early Iron Age 
which is located on the northern outskirts of Southend-on-Sea, some 500m east of the 
Sutton Road crematorium. 
 
The monument occupies the northern edge of a broad terrace which is not particularly 
elevated and yet commands extensive views over the valley of the River Roach to the 
north, east and west. The monument has been recognised as a prehistoric enclosure since 
at least 1893, when pottery from the `oppidum' (defended settlement) at Prittlewell was 
exhibited at a meeting of the Essex Field Club. 
 
The hillfort is nearly circular in plan, measuring approximately 250m in diameter. The 
south western third of the perimeter is defined by an earthen bank and external ditch 
which survive within a wooded belt. The bank averages 3.5m in width and 0.9m high. The 
ditch is less clearly visible, having been partly used as a corporation dump in the 1920s, 
although some sections remain exposed and measure up to 4m in width and 1.4m in 
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5 depth. 
The northern and eastern sections of the ramparts have been reduced by ploughing, 
although undulations marking the line of the defences were noted in the early part of this 
century and the line of the bank has been recorded from the air as a cropmark (a variation 
in crop growth caused by buried features). Observation of a pipeline trench to the Barling 
Outfall Works in 1929 revealed that the external ditch may not have continued around this 
side of the hillfort, perhaps as the approach from this side was already restricted by 
marshy land. 
 
A trial trench, cut through the southern ramparts and across the southern edge of the 
interior in 1929, provided evidence for the composition of the bank and the original profile 
of the ditch. 
 
The excavators also examined a pronounced mound (known locally as `The Look-out') 
situated on the south eastern part of the perimeter. This mound, which measures some 
20m in diameter and 1.5m high, was found to be completely artificial and to contain 
quantities of tile and medieval pottery spanning the period from the 13th to the 15th 
century. A depression in the centre of the level summit was found to have resulted from a 
previous, unrecorded excavation. The excavators were unable to account for the origin of 
the mound, although the evidence which they recorded is now thought to indicate the base 
of a medieval post mill, sited on the highest point on the ramparts in order to take 
advantage of the prevailing wind. 
 
All fences and fence posts are excluded from the scheduling although the ground beneath 
is included. 
 
History 

2.3 The archaeological desk based assessment and heritage statement undertaken by AB 
Heritage (2019) presents  consideration of the archaeological background of the wider 
area  within which Prittlewell Camp is located (AB Heritage 2019).  This is included as 
Appendix 2 to this document and the full detail will not be repeated here.  
 

2.4 As outlined in the scheduling description, the monument was subject to a small number of 
archaeological investigations in 1929 which have indicated that the northern arc of the 
camp may possibly not have had an external ditch.  A trench was also put through the 
southern ramparts as well as ‘The Lookout’.  There have been no further archaeological 
investigations within the monument itself.  

 
2.5 Analysis of the LiDAR data for the site by Orion Heritage in 2020 allows an assessment of 

the subtle topography within the site (Plate 1 & Appendix 1). The analysis shows that the 
ditch and bank as well as The Lookout along the south/south western arc of the ramparts 
is quite distinct.  The survey has established that the northern arc of the ramparts survives 
as a very slight earthwork but that it is more likely to be seen as a gradual slope on the 
ground rather than readily perceivable as a bank. There are no internal features present 
that are could be interpreted as being archaeological in origin.  The current pathways 
across the site are visible crossing broadly east west across the southern half of the 
monument.   Topographic profiles have been created across key areas of the monument 
(Appendix 1). Section A-B, C-D and E-F illustrates that across the bank the land rises by 
between 1m to 2m over a distance of c. 30m. On the ground and without the current 
vegetation cover, it is considered that this change in levels would be perceived as a very 
gentle incline rather than an archaeological feature.   The sections across the south 
western arc of the ramparts (G-H and I-J) demonstrates that the inner bank rises between 
0.5m to 1m over a distance c.  10m with ditch dropping down c. 1m over a distance of 
15m.  Section K-L demonstrates that the bank rises c. 0.5m over a distance of c. 20m.  
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6 

 
Plate 1 Lidar plot using 2018 1m NLP DTM data 

 
2.6 The redline area outside of the scheduled monument was evaluated for a previous 

planning application.  The only trench that revealed features of archaeological interest 
was trench 24 which was immediately adjacent to path into the eastern side of the 
monument from Fossetts Way where a pit and feature that was interpreted as being part 
of a possible Bronze Age Holloway which was possibly associated with an entrance to 
Prittlewell Camp.  
 

2.7 There is an undated, but assumed to be medieval, green lane immediately to the north 
east of Pritllewell Camp (Fig. 2).  It has been suggested that this is an early trackway 
connecting now lost medieval fields with settlement.  As outlined in the AB Heritage desk-
based assessment (para 4.3.12), it extends from north to south and heads almost directly 
for an early medieval settlement enclosure exposed in the vicinity of B&Q to the south 
west of Prittlewell Camp.  However, there is no evidence to definitively suggest that the 
green lane and the medieval enclosure ere contemporary.  
 
Existing Condition  

2.8 The Prittlewell Camp was visited on 17th and 23rd June 2020 to assess the condition of the 
monument.  The conditions were sunny/sunny intervals on both occasions. The 
monument is heavily overgrown with trees, tall shrubs, thickets of impenetrable bramble 
and blackberry bushes through which a number of paths cut across the monument (Plates 
2, 3 & 4).  The vegetation across the interior and the northern arc of the monument 
prevents any appreciation that an observer is within an archaeological monument. Views 
out from the monument are totally obscured and the effect of the dense vegetation is 
disorientating to the visitor unless one is very familiar with the route of the paths.   
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7 2.9 The northern arc of the monument is less encumbered by vegetation than the interior. 
However, even with prior knowledge of the monument, it is not possible to discern the 
surviving bank as an archaeological feature (Plate 5).  The northern arc  becomes more 
overgrown along its north eastern and eastern flanks where not even the gentle rise of the 
surviving bank is observable.   

 
2.10 The southern arc of the ramparts are covered in large trees which shield the better 

preserved earthworks from view except in very close proximity (Plate 6).  The Lookout is 
also hard to see from beyond its immediate environs (Plate 7).  

 
2.11 The vegetation on and around the monument prevents appreciation of the topographic 

location and the wider setting of the monument.  The area immediately to the north of 
the monument is more open, but still contains a significant quantity of vegetation.  This 
increased openness does enable a partial appreciation of the wider setting of the 
monument to the north but due to the very slight nature of the earthworks combined 
with the vegetation cover, this is counteracted by the very slight nature of the earthworks 
and overgrown nature of the monument which prevents an appreciation of the 
significance pf Prittlewell Camp as an archaeological site to all but the pre-informed 
observer.   
 

  
Plate 2 & 3  Views across the interior of Prittlewell Camp 
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8 

 
Plate 4 View west across the southern area of the monument which is relatively more open than the 
majority of the monument (the south western arc of the ramparts is marked by the tall trees on the 
left hand side and the rear of the view) 
 

 
Plate 5 View from just north of Prittlewell Camp looking across the northern arc of the ramparts 
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9 

 
Plate 6 View across the southern bank adjacent to The Lookout 

 

 
Plate 7 View of northern flank of The Lookout 
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10  
2.12 There is an interpretation board located within the monument next to the path into the 

monument from the east (Plate 8).  The board is in an average condition with some 
damage in the bottom left corner, discoloration across the bottom area of the panel and 
has been graffitied in the top right hand corner. While the content of panel is correct and 
informative, the style overall is a little dated.  There is no interpretation material currently 
within the Homes England area of the scheduled monument. 
 

 
Plate 8 On site interpretation panel 
 

2.13 There is evidence of previous potentially damaging activity within or close to the 
monument. A firepit was noted along with a collection of empty beer cans on the 
northern edge of the scheduled area (Plate 9).  There is an area immediately to the north 
of the scheduled area where a number of large tyre tracks were noted indicating that 
works were undertaken in wet conditions (Plate 11).  This area is located just outside of 
the scheduled monument.  There was no evidence noted by the author of such works 
within the scheduled area.  However, this does demonstrate how the very slight nature of 
the earthworks and the inability for them to be perceived as an archaeological feature 
leave them potentially vulnerable to accidental damage. 
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11 

  
Plate 9 Evidence of a firepit roughly on north 
edge of scheduled area 

Plate 10 Evidence of machine tyre tracks made in 
wet conditions immideatl to the north of the 
scheduled area 

 
2.14 The green lane is accessed from Fossetts Way a short distance to the north of Prittlewell 

Camp.  It is relatively wide with tree lined ditch and bank on both sides of the lane (Plates 
11 & 12).  Despite there being a footpath along Fossetts Way immediately adjacent to the 
lane, it is clearly regularly used by pedestrians.  However, the historic interest of the lane 
is unlikely to be readily apparent to a used who does not have prior knowledge of the 
origins and historic interest of the lane.  
 

 
Plate 11 View north along the green lane 
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12 

 
Plate 12 Detail of ditch and bank of green lane 
 
Existing Management  

2.15 The scheduled monument does not currently receive any active management. As outlined 
above, it is largely obscured from view by vegetation which is cut through by a partially 
formalised path from Fossetts Way and a number of informal paths through the thick 
undergrowth.  
 

2.16 The monument is in multiple ownership.  Homes England control the area of the 
monument inside the red line area of the planning application.  Southend in Sea Borough 
Council and a number of 3rd parties own the rest of the monument.  The Southend on Sea 
Borough Council area of the monument has public access.  The Homes England and the 
other 3rd party ownership land is theoretically does not have public access, but as 
observed during the site visits, people walk freely across the monument along the paths 
regardless of ownership boundaries.  .  
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13 3.0 Significance  
 

3.1 Prittlewell Camp is scheduled, statutorily protected and of national significance. Under the 
terms of the 1979 Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act, it is a criminal 
offence to destroy, damage, carry out or permit others to carry out unauthorised works, 
whether intentionally or through recklessness, without prior Scheduled Monument 
Consent. It is also illegal to use metal detectors without prior written consent from 
Historic England. 
 

3.2 The significance of a heritage asset is defined in published guidance (Historic England 
2008) as the sum of all its heritage values, including any contribution made by its setting. 
Heritage values are considered under four categories, not all of which will necessarily 
apply to any given site: 
• Evidential value: the potential of Prittlewell Camp to yield evidence about past 

human activity through its physical remains and archaeological deposits; 
• Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can be 

connected through Prittlewell Camp to the present, either illustrative (by aiding 
interpretation of the past) or associative (through direct links with famous people or 
events); 

• Aesthetic value: the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation 
from Prittlewell Camp; and 

• Communal value: the meanings of Prittlewell Camp for the people who relate to it, or 
for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory. 

 
Evidential value 

3.3 The significance of the monument principally relates to its evidential value. The location of 
the camp on a low lying plateau instead of a higher ridge or summit (as is more typical of 
such monuments)  is unusual, but not unique. Due to the lack of previous recent 
archaeological investigations within the monument, the nature and survival of interior 
features in unknown.  The Lidar plot (Plate 1) clearly demonstrates that the northern area 
of the camp has been denuded by previous ploughing.  This may have resulted in some 
truncation of both the bank and ditch, had the camp had an external ditch, but it is still 
considered that the preservation of internal features is likely to be good.   The Lookout is 
an unusual feature.  While there is some uncertainty as to the origins of this feature, it has 
been interpreted as being the base of a medieval post mill.  The Lookout may also have 
been contemporary with the green lane that runs north alongside Fossetts Way and so 
there is a possible association of between the monument and this vestige of the now lost 
medieval agricultural landscape of the area.  As such, the archaeological significance of the 
monument not only relates to it being a Bronze Age/Iron Age low lying defensive site, but 
also through its partial reuse in the medieval period for a very different purpose.  
 

3.4 The results of the archaeological evaluation of the land immediately to the north and 
north west of the monument, do not indicate the presence of any associated 
contemporary remains outside of the monument except for a Bronze Age pit and  possible 
trackway that has been postulated as being associated an as yet unrecorded entrance to 
the camp. 

 
3.5 Although not within the scheduled area, the green lane to the north east of the 

monument adds to the evidential interest of the camp and The Lookout and its probable 
medieval origins in particular.  
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14  
Historical value 

3.6 Prittlewell Camp has the potential to inform not only about the Bronze Age/Iron Age 
occupation and use of the site and the wider area, but also the medieval 
occupation/exploitation of the site and wider area. It has been an earthwork feature 
within the landscape for the last 3,000 to 4,000 years and was at least partially reused in 
the medieval period. However, the northern part of the camp, at the least, clearly lost 
significance at some point historically and was ploughed over, thereby denuding the 
earthworks.  This contributes to the understanding of how the monument was perceived 
and lost importance through the last 3,000-4,000 years. This raises an interesting question 
as to why the southern arc of the ramparts were not levelled and ploughed over.  
 
Aesthetic value 

3.7 The majority of the monument currently has very little physical presence and is not readily 
discernible without pre-informed baseline information regarding the features of the 
monument (i.e. prior knowledge and the Lidar plot). The southern arc has some limited 
aesthetic value, at least within its immediate environs, but the current tree and other 
vegetation cover prevents it being appreciated as an archaeological feature from within 
the wider landscape.  The line of mature trees along the southern arc of the ramparts does 
however mean that it can be experienced at least as a landscape feature from the wider 
area. 
 
Communal value 

3.8 The monument currently has very little physical presence, except for the southern arc of 
the ramparts.  With the exception of the portion of land that is owned by Southend on Sea 
Borough Council, it theoretically has no public access.  However, people do clearly walk 
freely within both the public and private land.  The provision of an interpretation panel 
does enable those people who do walk across the monument the opportunity to 
appreciate the archaeological and historical significance of Prittlewell Camp.  However, 
due to the very slight, essentially imperceptible, nature of the majority of the earthworks 
of the monument, it is likely that most people walking through the monument, have little 
or no understanding pf what it is and why it is important.  The inability to appreciate its 
setting, also reduces the communal value of the monument.  However, there is an 
opportunity to improve this value through the better management and presentation of 
Prittlewell Camp. 
 
Setting 

3.9 As outlined in Historic England’s The Setting of Heritage Assets Historic Environment Good 
Practice Advice in Planning Note 3 (Second Edition) document, the setting of 
archaeological monuments is not a heritage asset in itself, but the setting can have a 
positive, neutral or negative contribution to the significance of a monument. To 
understand how the setting contributes to the significance, one has to consider first what 
the monument is and what makes it of archaeological interest/importance.  This is 
outlined above in paragraphs 3.1-3.8.Once this has been done, the second stage is to 
consider whether the setting makes a contribution to the significance of the monument.  
The aspects that need to be considered are: 
 
• the physical surroundings of the asset, including its relationship with other heritage 

assets  
• the asset’s intangible associations with its surroundings, and patterns of use 
• the contribution made by noises, smells, etc to significance, and 
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15 • the way views allow the significance of the asset to be appreciated 
 

3.10 Although Prittlewell Camp is in a low-lying location for this sort of monument, it was 
located, at least in part, due to the ability to oversee the relatively lower land to the north, 
west, east and to a lesser degree to the south.  This topographic position is hard to 
perceive from within the camp as it currently is.  The camp is located immediately to the 
north and west of a large Waitrose, Fossetts Park retail park, a large B&Q superstore and 
their associated large car parks. These buildings and infrastructure  have radically changed 
the setting to the south of the monument to be an urban environment thereby blocking 
any appreciation of the topographic location of the monument.  This element of the 
setting has a large negative contribution to the significance of the camp.  Due to the 
vegetation within and immediately adjacent to the camp, it is not possible to see these 
from within the monument and so they do not visually intrude into the experience of the 
monument while an observer is inside or immediately adjacent to the camp. However, the 
noise of cars and lorries coming to and from the various stores can be heard from within 
and immediately beside the monument resulting in the monument no longer being 
experienced in a tranquil environment.  
 

3.11 The vegetation within the camp and within the red line area of the current planning 
application to the north of the monument effectively block views out to the north for 
most of the camp.  As the land to the north of the monument is more open than the 
monument itself, it is possible to gain glimpses of the wider landscape to the north and 
west which do enable an observer to begin to understand the importance of the 
monument’s topographic location.  However, due to the slight nature of the camp, it is 
unlikely many people currently are even cognisant that they are standing on the northern 
arc of the ramparts let alone being able to appreciate why it was built in this topographic 
location.  The views where they are even possible include modern development, such as 
the airport, the crematorium and other buildings but while these are a distraction, they do 
not prevent an observer being able to appreciate the topographic location.   

 
3.12 Fossetts Way lies immediately to the east and also a short distance to the north of the 

camp.  Due to the existing vegetation within and adjacent to the monument, the road 
cannot be seen from the monument or vice versa.  The streetlights that line the road can 
be seen in places.  Traffic noise from road can be heard from within the monument.  This 
is has a negative contribution to the significance of the camp.  

 
3.13 There will be further significant changes within the setting once the football stadium to 

the north west of the monument is constructed. 
 

3.14 In light of the above, while the setting makes a significant contribution to the heritage 
significance of Prittlewell Camp, it is currently not possible to fully appreciate this from 
within, or immediately adjacent to, the monument.  The vegetation within the monument 
and its immediate environs within the red line area of the proposed housing scheme, 
prevents the contribution that the setting makes to the significance of the monument 
being able to be fully appreciated.  
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16 4.0 Issues 
 

4.1 The following section outlines the main issues affecting Prittlewell Camp, both in terms of 
problems (issues that harm, or have the potential to harm, the site and its significance) 
and opportunities (issues that benefit, or have the potential to benefit, the site and its 
significance). 
 

4.2 Context & objectives for future management: The principle aims for management and 
maintenance must take into account many different factors, but the aims should be as 
follows: 
• Protect Prittlewell Camp’s heritage but make it accessible and better known 
• Create a usable, sustainable and biodiverse amenity for the new residents of the area 

and visitors to nearby stores, while also protecting the monument from people 
related erosion caused by walkers, bikes and their desire lines. 

• Protect existing ecology and enhance biodiversity  
 

4.3 These will need to be delivered within an appropriate landscape aesthetic which can be 
managed to preserve the significance of the monument, provide an appropriate setting 
for the camp as well as provide the necessary amenity for the proposed housing.  
 

4.4 There will be a tension in creating the above, conserving heritage, biodiversity and 
enabling recreation space. Our aims are to provide a set of management principles that 
Historic England, Southend Council and Homes England can agree, and will deliver all 
three aims whilst minimising harm to the monument’s significance.  
 

4.5 A management agreement will need to be in place to ensure the agreed management 
objectives and operations are delivered by an appropriate contract. 

 

Condition of the monument 

 
Land Use 

4.6 The majority of Prittlewell Camp is currently unmanaged open space.  The nature of the 
vegetation on the monument obscures the legibility of the monument and its visual 
connections with its wider setting to the north of the monument.  
 

4.7 SM boundary is 5.0041 Ha in area, including southern and northern ramparts. To the north 
of the monument is a 30m ‘green buffer’ between the SM boundary and the proposed 
housing.  
 

4.8 Ploughing, in operation from at least the first OS map, ceased as recently as 1999, so the 
scrub and tree cover within the SAM is relatively recent, but encroaching fast. It is 
becoming detrimental to a now sporadic but diverse species rich grassland meadow. If left 
unchecked this will result in total colonisation with bramble scrub, subsequent emergent 
woodland at the detriment of a more diverse, nectar rich ground flora.  
 
Vegetation  

4.9 As outlined above in paragraphs 2.8-2.14 and Plates 2-7 the monument is heavily 
overgrown with trees, tall shrubs, thickets of impenetrable bramble and blackberry bushes 
through which a number of paths cross the monument.  The vegetation across the interior 
and the northern arc of the monument prevents any appreciation that an observer is 
within an archaeological monument. Views out from the monument are totally obscured 
and the effect of the dense vegetation is disorientating to the visitor unless one is very 
familiar with the route of the paths.  The northern arc of the monument is less 
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17 encumbered by vegetation than the interior (Compartment No. 3 on Figure 5). However, 
even with prior knowledge of the monument, it is not possible to discern the surviving 
bank as an archaeological feature.  The northern arc  becomes more overgrown along its 
north eastern and eastern flanks where not even the gentle rise of the surviving bank is 
observable.   

 
4.10 The southern arc of the ramparts is covered in large trees which shield the better 

preserved earthworks from view except in very close proximity (Plate 6).  The Lookout is 
also hard to see from beyond its immediate environs (Plate 7).  

 
4.11 The trees and tall shrub vegetation cover is harmful to the heritage significance of the 

monument for the following reasons:  
• It is ahistorical – the camp was originally constructed as an open earthwork with 

sight lines in all directions;  
• It masks the setting and appreciation of the monument by blocking views out from 

the interior of the monument, an appreciation of the existing or proposed 
earthworks and an appreciation of the landscape setting.  

• The vegetation may physically impact the fabric or the earthworks and on buried 
archaeological deposits through root action and associated changes in soil chemistry 
and from the risk of tree-throw.  
 

4.12 However, the dense tree and scrub on the southern ramparts does, to some extent, 
protect the monument. It has protected it from harm by ploughing for at least the last 125 
years. It currently acts as a barrier to walkers, motorbike and BMX scrambling, which could 
lead to further erosion. Without the mature tree cover this section may have been 
ploughed during the last centuries, like the southern rampart. In some way, the trees 
presence is part of the story of the continuing existence. 
 

4.13 The mature tree cover also acts as a buffer to the superstore to the south and proposed 
future development to the west and north. Rob, what is Historic England’s view on the 
mature tree cover to the southern rampart? 
 
Opportunities: Balancing Archaeological and Ecological Value 

 
4.14 It is important than an appropriate balance is achieved between the archaeological and 

ecological management of the site, as well as its future amenity use from the proposed 
development and other visitors.  
 

4.15 There is current ecological value from the existing vegetation, and the northern part of the 
site is already described in the PBA 2019 Ecological Assessment Report (Extended Phase 1 
Habitat Survey). The main points can be summarised as   
• Its ecological value lies in its mosaic of habitats, providing nectar sources in the 

mixed, calcareous flora with some ruderal vegetation and stands of bramble and 
scrub thickets providing food and cover for birds and, and contributing to bat habitat. 

• The increasing scrub and tree cover due to non-management is reducing the 
biodiversity value, as it shades out the areas of open wildflower meadow 

• Excluding the southern ramparts which have not been surveyed, there are no Class A 
or B trees within the monument. These are concentrated to the north and east of the 
development site. This is due to the fact that scrub and tree cover is relatively recent, 
since the cessation of ploughing circa 1999. 
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18 4.16 However, no arboricultural or ecological survey exists for Compartments 2, 3 or 5, the 
southern central or southern ramparts, so it is quite likely that Category A & B trees are 
located here given their age. 
 
Access 

4.17 The monument is currently partly on publicly owned land (Southend On Sea Borough 
Council) which has official public access.  The northern area of the monument is owned by 
Homes England and the southern arc is owned by a number of private 3rd party owners 
with no official public access. However, it is clear that the public wander across the whole 
of the monument regardless of the ownership and the private land signs.  There are no 
fences that delineate the public from private land.  The development of the proposed 
housing on the Homes England land to the north and the proposed football stadium to the 
north west of the monument will see an immediate increased audience.  Public access is 
not an issue in itself but the lack of legibility of Prittlewell Camp as an archaeological 
monument (despite the interpretation panel) means that the monument is vulnerable to 
casual unintentional damage, such as the lighting of camp fires  such as the author 
observed on one of the site visits.  
 
Understanding and interpretation 

4.18 Prittlewell Camp has been preserved for the benefit of the nation as a national heritage 
asset. However, there is currently limited and dated onsite interpretation or off site 
information about the monument beyond what is available on the National Heritage List 
England (Historic England) website.  
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19  

5.0 Defining the Landscape Character & Proposals for the Landscape 
Management  
 

5.1 In order to achieve the principles set out in Section 4.2, these aims will define to a certain 
extent, its management and landscape aesthetic.  
 

5.2 In association with the SM land under Homes England ownership, the site was envisaged 
to be managed as a mosaic of habitats, in the areas as shown on Figure 5 and summarised 
here: 
 
• The southern mature wooded monument to the south to be managed to retain the 

significant mature trees, and a managed understory so as not to compete with the 
trees. (e.g. ivy, bramble, Ruscus, herbaceous woodland flora)  
 

• Central area to consisting of open meadow with some small (existing) single trees, 
patches of woodland edge/ native scrub, set within a more open, neutral and 
calcareous wildflower meadow. Ground level variations will create different 
conditions for flora, and these should be recognised in the maintenance to maintain 
as rich a diversity of flora as possible. (Plan 504 with annotation, photos, and 
precedent images to be completed) 
 

• Northern area of the SM to be bounded with a bound gravel circular path (or gravel 
coloured tarmac, both on ‘no-dig’ construction) describing the outer extent of the 
rampart / SM boundary. 
 

• Northern section between SM boundary path and housing to have a mix of mown 
meadow grass, some taller wildflower meadow (mown 1 x per year), some single 
trees and tree groups, with sporadic scrub. It will look more ‘cared for’ than within 
the SM boundary, which will have a more naturalistic aesthetic, apart from its clearly 
defined outer path. 
 

• Green lane to be managed as a clearly accessible route, and its associated ditch and 
bank maintained as a seasonally wet habitat. 
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20 6.0 Management Objectives & Policies 
 
 

6.1 This section will outline the objectives & policies designed to implement a proactive and 
appropriate management programme to maintain and preserve the archaeological 
resource and enhance the heritage amenity of the site.  
 

6.2 Historic England have defined several key principles underpinning the management of 
scheduled monuments (Historic England 2013). All management policies have been 
formulated with these principles in mind: 
• Where buried archaeological deposits are present, the less disturbance of the ground 

the better; and 
• Where earthworks are present, they often require little more than ordinary good 

land management, such as control of vegetation growth, burrowing animals and 
prevention of erosion. 

 
6.3 With these key principles in mind, the primary objective of the management plan is  is to 

prevent the deterioration of Pritlewell Camp. The secondary, but still important objective 
is to better present the monument to the public so as to enable its significance and 
importance to be appreciated and thereby enabling it to be a positive feature of the open 
space of the proposed development. The third objective should be to find a balance 
between maintaining and improving biodiversity on the site and conserving the heritage 
of the monument.   
 

6.4 There are a number of overarching policies of the management plan: 
 

Policy 1: The site owner will be responsible for updating this document, or delegating it to 
a specialist consultant as appropriate. 
Reason: to ensure that the plan is retained as a working document, and that changing 
circumstances and issues can be identified and resolved. 

 
Policy 2: The management plan will be updated regularly. 
Reason: to ensure the plan is regularly updated. It is suggested that every five years would 
be an appropriate timescale for regular review. 
 
Policy 3: All physical works within the monument are carried out in accordance with 
current relevant legislation and local policy. This will include seeking Scheduled 
Monument Consent where this is required. It is recommended that advice will be sought 
from Historic England at an early stage in the planning of any physical interventions.. 
Reason: to ensure that all works are carried out in compliance with all relevant legislation 
and guidance. 
 
Policy 4: The scheduled monument will be adequately protected during enabling or 
construction works associated with redevelopment of the wider estate. This may include 
the erection of a temporary fence around the scheduled monument to restrict access 
during construction works of the proposed housing within the redline area of the site. The 
scheduled area of the red line area should not be used for compounds or other secondary 
activity. Movement of vehicles in this area should be avoided in wet weather to avoid 
rutting and heavy machinery should be tracked rather than wheeled.  
Reason: to ensure the physical preservation of the sub-surface and extant archaeological 
remains.  
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21  
Policy 5: No physical impact within 20m of the scheduled monument without written 
agreement from Historic England.  
Reason: to ensure the preservation of the scheduled monument.  

 
Policy 6: The implementation of the following management plan for the scheduled 
monument and the proposed open area between the monument and the proposed 
housing scheme.   
Reason: The existing earthworks are almost imperceptible on ground-level without the 
support of data. The enhancement of the monument will have a public benefit due to the 
ability to understand and appreciate the monument.  
 
Policy 9: to design and implement a programme for continued tree & vegetation 
management. 
Reason: to preserve the historic fabric of the site (earthworks and buried deposits) and 
enhance its setting (and therefore significance). 
 
Policy 10: to provide appropriate interpretative materials, whether physically (on-site 
information panels and leaflets) or virtually (internet resources) to inform and enhance 
public understanding and enjoyment of the site. 
Reason: to enhance the heritage amenity of the site as a public asset and, in doing so, to 
foster public appreciation and a sense of community value. 
 
Policy 11: To maintain the circular path to the outside of the monument at the northern 
edge, and vegetation both in the buffer zone and within the SM boundary to the north, 
within Homes England boundary. The path must be maintained with a natural bound, or 
resin aggregate surface to help to identify and describe the outer limits of the monument 
to aid its interpretation.  
Reason: to aid the public to appreciate the scale of the monument and understand its 
northern limits, where landform has been eroded by past activity. It will also serve to 
describe the slightly more formal management to the north (housing side) and slightly 
more relaxed, wildflora within the SM site. 
 
Policy 12: To agree and carry out regular maintenance to the whole of the SM and 
immediate setting, to ensure it doesn’t get subsumed in scrub again.  
Reason: to preserve the monument and enable the SM to be better appreciated by more 
people, on the basis that it will serve as an amenity area for the residents of the new 
development and potentially new audiences as visitors to the retail park. 
 
Policy 13: Screening of detrimental setting to the south, i.e. carpark/retail park –  
Reason: Given the setting is compromised it’s important to ensure all tree cover outside 
the ramparts to south and east is retained and managed to screen existing adjacent retail 
park  
 
Policy 14: Maintain a filtered view towards the future urbanisation to the north of the SM, 
as housing development will be 30m from SM northern boundary. Ensure trees are 
retained within this buffer zone (c. 10-15% cover) 
Reason: to create filtered views toward development, which would have been the open 
long views and ‘outlook’ from the camp. 
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22 7.0 Work Programme 
 

7.1 The section outlines the proposed work plan for the first 5 year period 
 

7.2 One off Tasks Management tasks 
• Condition survey of trees & shrubs to identify which trees/shrubs should be retained 

/removed, and the associated understory which is to be retained.  
 

• Removal of trees/shrubs.  Following the condition survey, the trees to be removed & 
method for doing so will be agreed with Historic England.  Trees identified for 
removal will be cut to ground level and stump grind to 100mm below GL once stump 
exposed by hand. Do not excavate below 100mm.  

 
• Removal of trees/shrubs – where this requires ground works, such works need to be 

as limited as possible and SMC must be applied for  
 

• Seeding exposed areas with site collected (this can be done by the management 
contractor if suitably experienced, or by a reputable wildflower seed merchant, such 
as Landlife or Essex Wildlife Trust.  

 
• Whole site has potential to support common reptiles and GCN with local licences for 

this species known. GCN survey will be necessary to inform long terms management 
of the GCN population 

 
7.3 On-going Management Tasks 

• Clearance of brambles scrub on a 4-year rotation.  
• Maintain an appropriate understory/cover to the sides of the monument, to prevent 

potential BMX/motorbike/walker erosion. 
• Introduction of yellow rattle, to suppress areas of vigorous grasses if they become 

dominant. 
• Management of self-seeded trees – remove self-set Ash, Willow and Poplar trees 

from the centre and ramparts of the monument  
• Repair of erosion scars (if needed) this will need to be temporarily fenced and sown 

with site won meadow seed in the spring/autumn following damage – the cause of 
damage will need addressing and may prevent access to the monument. 

• Regular cutting of wildflower meadows, once a year at end of flowering, and removal 
of all arisings 

• Regular cutting of grass paths and path verges, 8 x per year to keep neat, open and 
accessible 

• Litter picking.  
• Clearance of ditch and cutting of path along Green Lane 

 
7.4 One off interpretative Task: 

• Design and implementation of suitable interpretative materials – two on site 
interpretation panels suggested locations & content to be agreed with Historic 
England 
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8.0 Issues, Management Objectives & Operations to achieve them by 
Management Compartments 
 
To be read with Figs 5 & 6 
 

Compartment 1: Central SM Area South (Southend Council ownership) 
    
 Existing Compartment 

Description 
Proposed Vegetation Type Operations to achieve 

1.1 A mosaic of scrub and some small 
pockets of remaining grassland 
habitats, with small areas of 
emergent  
secondary woodland (20yrs 
approx) and scattered, single 
trees.  

A mosaic of woody scrub and 
species rich grassland habitat with 
some existing scatterd trees 
throughout.  
 
Aim to leave 20% cover of stands of 
woody/bramble scrub uncut each 
year. 
70% species rich meadow10% 
single trees 

Rotational cutting and coppice regimes 
established on a 4 yearly basis. Removal 
of self set trees.  
 
Main areas of neutral & calcareous 
grassland cut annually with some 
biennially cutting.  
 
All arisings removed 24-48 hours after 
cutting. 
 
Remove invasive spp such as Pampas 
grass/balsam. 

    
Compartment 2: Southern Rampart 
 Existing Situation Proposed Vegetation Type Operations to achieve 
2.1 The deciduous broadleaf wooded 

belt (Priority Habitat on MAGIC) 
over the earthworks, existent 
since at least the first OS map, 
dated 1873-74. The dense 
woodland and understory restrict 
both physical and visual access to 
the monument, but to a certain 
extent also protects it from 
erosion as a result. 

Managed woodland with diverse 
understory to prevent erosion, but 
not to compete with mature trees. 
Survey required to ascertain tree 
spp and condition.  

Remove competing, self sown ash and 
sycamore from canopy of mature 
broadleaf woodland 
 
Agree desired management with Hist 
Eng for trees on monument earthworks 

2.2 Former Post Mill Mound.  
Erosion and bare earth where 
visitors have scrambled up the 
mound to short sections of desire 
lines from the top. These peter 
out into dense, inpenetrable 
scrub after a few metres 
however. 

Woodland ground cover to be 
established. 

Use stock proof vegetation to establish 
ground cover such as ruscus, bramble 
etc,  
 
Manage scrub by rotation cutting on 4 yr 
cycle. 

2.3 Former Footpath at north base of 
Southern earthwork, now nearly 
entirely subsumed by scrub 

1.5m mown grass path with 3m 
species rich grassland either side.  

Cut 1.5m wide grass path 8-10 x yearly, 
and ensure scrub/woodland edge to 
earthwork kept at least 3m away from 
path. Adjacent to compartment 1. 
Manage scrub by rotation cutting on 4 yr 
cycle. 

Compartment 3: Central SM North (Homes England ownership) 
 Existing Situation Proposed Vegetation Type Operations to achieve 
3. Areas of more open, neutral 

grassland and tall ruderal 
vegetation with more sporadic 
scrub. Informal paths through. 
Grasses with daisy, cut-leaved 
crane’s-bill spp, hairy tare, teasel, 
black knapweed (Centaurea 
nigra), and creeping buttercup 
(Ranunculus repens). The 
presence of species such as grass 
vetchling (Lathyrus nissolia) and 
perforate St John’s-wort 
indicative of some calcareous 
influence in parts. 

Conservation grassland/meadow 
with managed 10-15% scrub & 10% 
self sown trees. All arisings 
removed 24-48 hours after cutting. 
 
Ensure ground flora is not 
dominated by coarse grasses and 
ruderal vegetation. Re-establish 
‘lost’ calcareous spp by on site seed 
collection and inoculation with 
yellow rattle to reduce increasing 
course grass dominance.  
 
This character will be similar to 
existing with encroaching scrub 
managed to prevent colonisation. 
Mown edge to the northern 

Cut spp rich grassland cut annually with 
some biennially cutting.  
 
Margins to the northern surfaced path 
are cut regularly (min 8-10 x per year)  
Ensure scrub kept at least 3m away from 
path.  
 
Manage scrub by rotation cutting on 4 yr 
cycle. 
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24 circular path, and scrub kept 3m 
from the path. 

Compartment 4: 30m Buffer Zone (Homes England ownership) 
 Existing Situation Proposed Vegetation Type Operations to achieve 
4. Open neutral grassland to the 

west, dense scrub and emerging 
woodland to the east 

Fine grass, with low wild flower spp 
60%, 
  
Conservation grassland/meadow 
30% with managed 5-10% scrub. 
Single, planted and existing self 
sown trees throughout. 

Fine meadow grass: cut min 5-8 x per 
year, 
 
Cut 30% spp rich grassland min 1 x 
yearly, 
 
Edges to paths mown regularly  
Ensure scrub kept at least 3m away from 
path. 
 
Manage scrub by rotation cutting on 4 yr 
cycle. 

Compartment 5: Southern Woodland / Scrub Buffer Zone & Site Entrance (Southend Council ownership) 
 Existing Situation Proposed Vegetation Type Operations to achieve 
5.1 Dense scrub and emerging 

woodland to the south of the 
monument. Former meadow 
areas rapidly under scrub 
colonisation and impenetrable. 

Scrub/woodland 70%,   
Conservation grassland/meadow 
30% Clear access routes (2m wide 
mown grass) to the south of the 
earthworks from the filling 
station/Waitrose Carpark to the 
Post Mill Mound end of the 
earthwork. 

Cut 30% spp rich grassland min 1 x yearly 
 
Mown grass path cut min 8-10 x per year 
 
Edges to grass paths mown 1 x year 
Ensure scrub kept at least 3m away from 
path. 
 
Manage scrub by rotation cutting on 4 yr 
cycle. 

5.2 Inconspicuous entrance gate and 
path into the SM from Fossetts 
Way, past a signboard with the 
name of the site/its funders and 
leading to one of the 
interpretation boards.  
A mixture of grassland, and 
encroaching 
bramble/rose/scrub/blackthorn/
hawthorn/ruderal vegetation 
adjacent narrowing grass path. 

Clear, open and welcoming 
entrance and bound path to link 
with the paths to north and south 
of the monument, and open 
meadow in the central areas (1 & 
3). 

Cut 30% spp rich grassland edge to paths 
min 1 x yearly 
 
Ensure scrub kept at least 2m away from 
path. 
 

Compartment 6: Green Lane (Southend Council ownership?) 
 Existing Situation Proposed Vegetation Type Operations to achieve 
6.1 A row of mature/semi-mature 

broadleaved trees and scrub 
including ash & pedunculate oak, 
willow. Between the 
development site and Fossetts 
Way. 
 
Contains earth banks and ditch 
with standing water, and very 
overgrown path, understood to 
be a medieval green lane. 
Pyramid orchids present. 

Tree lined grass path with ditch and 
bank on west side of path, and 
woodland edge understory, and 
grassland/meadow both sides of 
path.  
 
If maintained this will provide a 
clear access routes (2m wide mown 
grass) connecting the PROW to the 
north with the existing formal 
gated entrance to the monument, 
via a historic green link. 

Clear and maintain ditch as seasonal wet 
habitat.  
 
Cut 30% spp rich, shade / woodland edge 
grassland min 1 x yearly, 
Mown grass path cut min 8-10 x per year 
 
Ensure scrub kept at least 2m away from 
path. 
 
Manage scrub by rotation cutting on 4 yr 
cycle. 
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Appendix 1  
Lidar Profile Analysis by Dr Charlie Willis   



Profiles using 2018 1m NLP DTM data – measurements are all approximate 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A 

B 

Profile (A-B) taken across northern section of residual bank NW-SE, the area of the bank itself is shown within the blue box. 
The bank gradually rises by c.2m over an approximate distance of 30m. The top of the bank is relatively level to the centre of 
the monument and would appear as a gradual slope on the ground and would most likely not be instantly identifiable as a 
bank. 

C 

D 

Profile (C-D) taken across centre of the northern bank N-S, the area of the bank itself is shown within the blue box. The bank is very 
residual in this area rising c.1m across an approximate distance of 35m. The top of the bank sits slightly lower than the centre of 
the monument, which continues to gradually rise after the peak of the bank. On the ground this would likely appear as a very 
gradual upward slope and the peak of the bank would be difficult to identify. 
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Profile (E-F) over very residual northern bank NE-SW, the area of the bank itself is shown within the blue box and the green box 
shows the location of a worn footpath which is appearing as a slight depression. The bank rises less than 1m over an 
approximate distance of 30m there is little differentiation between the bank and the centre of the monument. On the ground 
this would likely appear as a very gentle incline which would be interrupted by the footpath. 

E 

F 

G H 

Profile (G-H) of south west of the monument, the blue box identifies the inner bank which rises c.1m over approximately 10m. 
The pink box identifies an outer ditch which slopes downwards by c.1.5m and has a width of approximately 15m. This area is 
under heavy tree cover and so whilst the earthworks are better preserved in this area than at the north of the monument, they 
may still be difficult to identify on the ground. 

I 

J 

Profile (I-J) of the central south of the monument (N-S), the blue box identifies the inner bank which rises c.0.5m over 
approximately 10m. The pink box identifies an outer ditch which slopes downwards by c.1m and has a width of approximately 
15m. This area is under heavy tree cover and so whilst the earthworks are better preserved in this area than at the north of the 
monument, they may still be difficult to identify on the ground the earthworks are also slightly more eroded than those 
recorded as points G-H. 

Profile of south east of monument (K-L), the blue box identifies the residual bank which gradually rises c.0.5m over 
approximately 20m. The bank is covered with heavy vegetation and so would not be easily discernible from the 
ground. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Project Background 

1.1.1 AB Heritage Limited has been commissioned by Stantec to produce an Archaeology Desk 
Based Assessment and Heritage Statement covering an Outline planning application with all 
matters reserved (apart from access to the site) for up to 145 residential units and all 
associated car parking, landscaping and ancillary works at Fossett’s Farm, Southend-on-Sea, 
Essex. 

1.1.2 This report comprises a description of the archaeological and heritage baseline conditions; an 
examination of readily available documentary, cartographic and known archaeological 
evidence; and identifies any known and potential cultural heritage receptors within the 
application site and its surrounding area. It includes an assessment of the predicted direct 
and indirect impacts of the proposed development. 

1.2 Site Location & Description 

1.2.1 The proposed development site (Figure 1) is irregular in shape and covers an area of 
approximately 6.1 hectares to the south of Fossett’s Way, Southend-on-Sea; centred on 
National Grid Reference (NGR): TQ 8899 8800. The site comprises vacant ‘safeguarded’ 
land, formerly in agricultural use and lies on the northern edge of the Southend urban and 
administrative area (SNHST & SoSBC, 2016). It is located within the wider Fossett’s Farm 
site, which totals to over 30 ha. 

1.2.2 The immediate site boundaries are defined to the north by the Fossett’s Way Link Road; a 
green lane [AB 17], running adjacent to Fossett’s Way, to the east; to the west the site 
adjoins further disused arable fields and to the south, the site encroaches on and is bordered 
by the site known as Prittlewell Camp [AB 1], a Scheduled Monument [NHLE: 1017515]. 

1.2.3 The site is currently occupied by patchy rough scrubland and small wooded areas. 

1.3 Geology & Topography 

1.3.1 Published geological mapping (BGS 2019) indicates that the proposed development site is 
underlain by a bedrock geology of the London Clay formation, comprising a sedimentary 
deposit of clay, silt and sand. This is overlain by superficial deposits of clay, silt, sand and 
gravel. Immediately to the south of the site, the superficial geology changes to river terrace 
deposits of sand and gravel, associated with riverine deposition. 

1.3.2 The northern part of the site is generally level at approximately 14-18m aOD, rising to c. 26m 
aOD at the southern boundary in the location of the hillfort at Prittlewell Camp 
(elevationfinder, 2019).   

1.4 Proposed Development 

1.4.1 Outline planning application with all matters reserved (apart from access to the site) for up to 
145 residential units and all associated car parking, landscaping and ancillary works. 
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1.5 Statutory Designations 

Within the site 

1.5.1 A single designated asset, the Scheduled Monument of Prittlewell Camp [AB 1] [NHLE 
1017515], falls partially within the site. It is described in the listing as  

‘a slight univallate hillfort of the later Bronze Age or Early Iron Age which is located on 
the northern outskirts of Southend-on-Sea, some 500m east of the Sutton Road 
crematorium. The monument occupies the northern edge of a broad terrace which is 
not particularly elevated and yet commands extensive views over the valley of the 
River Roach to the north, east and west.’ 

Within the Study Area 

1.5.2 Statutory designations in the study area include 3 Listed Buildings  

• Sutton Road Cemetery War Memorial [AB 24] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1444573], located 
c. 480m to the west of the proposed development site; 

• Barn About 90 Metres South of Shopland Hall [AB 22] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1113358], 
located c. 700m to the east of the proposed development site; and 

• Two Adjacent Head and Foot Stones, Shopland Churchyard [AB 23] [Grade II Listed; 
NHLE 1321992], located c. 800m to the east of the proposed development site. 

In the wider area 

1.5.3 A number of designated assets lie just beyond the 1km study area. These include two 
Scheduled Monuments and four listed buildings. 

• Heavy Anti-aircraft gunsite, 380m south east of Butler's Gate [AB 25] [SM; NHLE 
1019550], located c. 1.03km to the north-east of the proposed development site; 

• Prittlewell Priory [AB 16] [SM; NHLE 1018452], c.1.1km to the south-west of the 
proposed development; 

• Fox Hall Farmhouse [AB 20] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1168657], located c. 1.06km to the 
south-east of the proposed development site; 

• Sutton Hall [AB 18] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1321993] c. 1.2km north of the proposed 
development. A 14th century timber framed house, considerably altered and rebuilt in the 
16th century with additions and later alterations; 

• Church of All Saints [AB 19] [Grade II* Listed; NHLE 1113355] c. 1.2km to the north of 
the proposed development site; and 

• New Hall [AB 21] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1113354] c. 1.02km to the northwest of the 
proposed development. 

1.6 Consultation & Study Area 

1.6.1 Consultation between Deborah Priddy (Historic England) and Alex Farnell (Senior Heritage 
Consultant, AB Heritage) on 20th March 2019 confirmed the key issues affecting development 
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of the site which are that the setting of Prittlewell Camp. In particular, views from the 
Scheduled Monument to the north and north-east are the key considerations. The effect of 
development on the adjacent green lane will also be an important factor.  Historic England 
also expressed their desire to see the monument managed and enhanced as part of any 
development. 

1.6.2 During consultation with Southend-on-Sea Borough Council, Eleanor Broad (Assistant 
Curator Southend-on-Sea Borough Council) agreed with Alex Farnell (Senior Heritage 
Consultant, AB Heritage) that a 1km study area for the project would be sufficient to 
understand and assess the archaeological potential of the proposal site. 
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2. AIMS & METHODOLOGY 
2.1.1 Early consultation on the results of cultural heritage research and consideration of the 

implications of proposed development are the key to informing reasonable planning decisions. 

2.1.2 The aim of this report is to facilitate such a process by understanding the historical 
development of the application site and the likely impact upon any surviving archaeological 
resource or historic building resulting from the proposed development, devising appropriate 
mitigation responses where necessary. 

2.1.3 This report will assess whether the site has the potential to contribute to National or Regional 
Research Agendas. 

2.2 Aims of Works 

2.2.1 The assessment has been carried out, in regard to the collation of baseline information, in line 
with the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists’ Standard and Guidance for Historic 
Environment Desk Based Assessment (January 2017). 

2.2.2 This assessment includes relevant information contained in various statutory requirements, 
national, regional and local planning policies and professional good practice guidance, 
including: 

• Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act, 1979 

• Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act, 1990 

• The National Planning Policy Framework, 2012 

2.2.3 The Southend-on-Sea Borough Council Historic Environment Record (HER) is the primary 
source of information concerning the current state of archaeological and architectural 
knowledge in this area. For reporting purposes, the HER information has been re-numbered 
with AB numbers, which can be viewed in Figure 2 and in Appendix 1. The information 
contained within this database was supported by examination of data from a wide range of 
other sources, principally: 

• The Heritage Gateway (www.heritagegateway.org.uk) for information from Historic 
England National Monuments Record and other research resources, 

• The Historic England website professional pages, including the National Heritage List for 
England; 

• A site-walk over was undertaken on the 28th March 2019; 

• A visit to the Essex Record Office on 27th March 2019; 

• Eastern Counties Regional Research Framework (EAA 2011); 

• LiDAR Data; and 

• Additional relevant documentary and online historic sources. 
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2.2.4 Information from these sources was used to understand:  

• Information on statutory and non-statutory designated sites; 

• Information on heritage assets recorded on the HER; 

• Readily accessible information on the site’s history from readily available historic maps 
and photographs held at the Essex Record Office; 

• Any information on the site contained in published and unpublished archaeological and 
historical sources, including any previous investigations undertaken within the study 
area; and 

• A greater understanding of key cultural heritage issues of the site and surrounding area, 
developed through the onsite walkover, including information on areas of past truncation 
within the site boundary. 

2.3 Identification of Heritage Assets for Settings Assessment 

2.3.1 The assessment has been carried out in line with the Historic England Historic Environment 
Good Practice Advice in Planning: Note 3 - The Setting of Heritage Assets (Historic England 
2015).  

2.3.2 A total of three Scheduled Monuments and seven Listed Buildings were identified within the 
site and study area. Following a visit to site, one Scheduled Monument, Prittlewell Camp [AB 
1], is considered to have a setting affected by the proposed development. The other two 
Scheduled Monuments and seven listed buildings have been scoped out of the settings 
assessment based on distance and lack of views to the development site due to topography 
and landscape features. In addition, an undesignated heritage asset, the green lane [AB 17], 
is included in the consideration of setting due to its close proximity to the site. While 
undesignated Heritage Assets do not receive statutory protection, according to the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF 2019) they are a material consideration in planning 
decisions. Paragraph 197 of the NPPF says: ‘The effect of an application on the significance 
of a non-designated heritage asset should be taken into account in determining the 
application’. 

2.4 Methodology of Works 

2.4.1 This desk based assessment contains a record of the known heritage resource of the area. It 
also assesses the potential cultural heritage resource of the site, using the following scale:  

• No Potential - Clear evidence of past impacts / site sterilisation  

• Low  - Very unlikely to be encountered on site 

• Medium  - Features may occur / be encountered on site 

• High   - Remains almost certain to survive on site 

2.4.2 In relation to buried archaeological remains, where a site is known, or there is a medium or 
above potential for archaeology to survive, full impact assessment will be undertaken. 
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2.4.3 There is currently no standard adopted statutory or government guidance for assessing the 
importance of an archaeological feature and this is instead judged upon factors such as 
statutory and non-statutory designations, architectural, archaeological or historical 
significance, and the contribution to local research agendas. Considering these criteria each 
identified feature can be assigned to a level of importance in accordance with a five-point 
scale (Table 1, below). 

Table 1: Assessing the Importance of a Cultural Heritage Site 

SCALE OF SITE IMPORTANCE 

NATIONAL 

The highest status of site, e.g. Scheduled Monuments (or undesignated assets of 
schedulable quality and importance). Grade I and Grade II* Listed Buildings. Other listed 
buildings that can be shown to have exceptional qualities in their fabric or historical 
associations not adequately reflected in the listing grade. Conservation Areas containing 
very important buildings. Undesignated structures of clear national importance. Extremely 
well preserved historic landscape, whether inscribed or not, with exceptional coherence, 
time depth, or other critical factor(s). 

REGIONAL 

Grade II Listed Buildings or other designated or undesignated archaeological sites (in 
addition to those listed above), or assets of a reasonably defined extent and significance, 
or reasonable evidence of occupation / settlement, ritual, industrial activity etc. Examples 
may include areas containing buildings that contribute significantly to its historic character, 
burial sites, deserted medieval villages, Roman roads and dense scatter of finds. 

LOCAL 

Evidence of human activity more limited in historic value than the examples above, or 
compromised by poor preservation and/or survival of context associations, though which 
still have the potential to contribute to local research objectives. Examples include sites 
such as ‘locally designated’ buildings or undesignated structures / buildings of limited 
historic merit, out-of-situ archaeological findspots / ephemeral archaeological evidence 
and historic field systems and boundaries etc. 

NEGLIGIBLE 

Assets with very little or no surviving archaeological interest. Examples include destroyed 
antiquities, structures of almost no architectural / historic merit, buildings of an intrusive 
character or relatively modern / common landscape features such as quarries, drains and 
ponds etc. 

UNKNOWN Insufficient information exists to assess the importance of a feature (e.g. unidentified 
features on aerial photographs). 

2.4.4 The importance of already identified cultural heritage resources is determined by reference to 
existing designations. Where classification of a receptor’s value covered a range of the above 
possibilities or for previously unidentified features where no designation has been assigned, 
the value of the receptor was based on professional knowledge and judgement. 

2.4.5 For some types of finds or remains there is no consistent value and the importance may vary, 
for example Grade II Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas. For this reason, adjustments 
are occasionally made, where appropriate, based on professional judgement. 

2.5 Impact Assessment Criteria 

2.5.1 The magnitude of impact upon the archaeological and heritage resource, which can be 
considered in terms of direct and indirect impacts, is determined by identifying the level of 
effect from the proposed development upon the baseline conditions of the site and the cultural 
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heritage resource identified. The criteria for assessing the magnitude of impact are set out in 
Table 2 (below).  

2.5.2 In certain cases, it is not possible to confirm the magnitude of impact upon a cultural heritage 
resource, especially where anticipated buried deposits exist. Where possible a professional 
judgement as to the scale of such impacts is applied to enable the likely ‘Significance of 
Effects’ to be established; however, a magnitude level of ‘uncertain’ is included for situations 
where it is simply not appropriate to make such a judgement. 

 Table 2: Criteria for Determining Magnitude of Impact 
IMPACT 
LEVEL DEFINITION 

HIGH 

Changes to most or all of the key archaeological or key heritage baseline elements, or 
comprehensive changes to the setting of such key features that lead to total or almost 
complete alteration of a features physical structure, dramatic visual alteration to the 
setting of a heritage asset, or almost comprehensive variation to aspects such as noise, 
access, or visual amenity of the historic landscape.  

MEDIUM 

Changes to many key archaeological materials/historic elements, or their setting, such 
that the baseline resource is clearly modified. This includes considerable visual change to 
many key aspects of the historic landscape, noticeable differences in noise or sound 
quality, and considerable changes to use or access changes to key historic landscape 
elements  

LOW 

Detectable impacts which alter the baseline condition of an archaeological or heritage 
receptor to a slight degree – e.g. a small proportion of the surviving heritage resource is 
altered; slight alterations to the setting or structure, or limited changes to aspects such as 
noise levels, use or access that results in limited changes to historic landscape character. 

NEGLIGIBLE 

Barely distinguishable change from baseline conditions, where there would be very little 
appreciable effect on a known site, possibly because of distance from the development, 
method of construction or landscape or ecological planting, that are thought to have no 
long-term effect on the historic value of a resource. 

UNCERTAIN Extent / nature of the resource is unknown, and the magnitude of change cannot be 
ascertained. 

2.5.3 The overall Significance of Effects from the proposed development upon the Cultural Heritage 
Resource is determined by correlating the magnitude of Impact against value of the Cultural 
Heritage resource. Table 3 highlights the criteria for assessing the overall Significance of 
Effects. Where effects are moderate or above these are classified as significant. 

Table 3: Significance of Effects   

IMPORTANCE 
MAGNITUDE 

HIGH MED LOW NEG 

NATIONAL Severe Major Mod Minor 

REGIONAL Major Mod Minor Not Sig. 

LOCAL Mod Minor Minor Not Sig. 
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NEGLIGIBLE Minor Not Sig. Not Sig. Nt. 

Not Sig. = Not Significant; Nt. = Neutral; Mod = Moderate; Ext. = Extensive  

2.6 Limitations 

2.6.1 It should be noted that the report has been prepared under the express instruction and solely 
for the use of Stantec, and any associated parties they elect to share this information with. 
Measurements and distances referred to in the report should be taken as approximations only 
and should not be used for detailed design purposes.   

2.6.2 All the work carried out in this report is based upon the professional knowledge and 
understanding of AB Heritage on current January 2020 and relevant United Kingdom 
standards and codes, technology and legislation. Changes in these areas may occur in the 
future and cause changes to the conclusions, advice, recommendations or design given. AB 
Heritage does not accept responsibility for advising the client’s or associated parties of the 
facts or implications of any such changes in the future. 

2.6.3 This report has been prepared utilising factual information obtained from third party sources. 
AB Heritage takes no responsibility for the accuracy of such information. It should also be 
noted that this report represents an early stage of a phased approach to assessing the 
archaeological and cultural heritage resource of the application site to allow the development 
of an appropriate mitigation strategy, should this be required. It does not comprise mitigation 
of impacts in itself. 
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3. PLANNING & LEGISLATIVE FRAMEWORK 

3.1 Introduction 

3.1.1 The following section highlights the key planning and legislative framework relevant to this 
project, including legislative framework, national planning policy and relevant sector guidance. 

3.2 Statutory Protection for Heritage Assets 

3.2.1 Current legislation, in the form of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979, 
provides for the legal protection of important and well-preserved archaeological sites and 
monuments through their addition to a list, or 'schedule' of archaeological monuments by the 
Secretary of State for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport. This necessitates the granting of 
formal Scheduled Monument Consent for any work undertaken within the designated area of 
a Scheduled Monument. 

3.3 National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (Revised 2019) 

3.3.1 The NPPF sets out government policy on the historic environment, which covers all elements, 
whether designated or not, that are identified as ‘having a degree of significance meriting 
consideration in planning decisions, because of its heritage interest’. 

3.3.2 One of the over-arching aims is to ‘Conserve heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their 
significance, so that they can be enjoyed for their contribution to the quality of life of this and 
future generations’. To achieve this, local planning authorities can request that the applicant 
describe “the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any contribution made by 
their setting”. The level of detail required in the assessment should be “proportionate to the 
assets’ importance and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of the 
proposal on their significance”. It goes on to say that “where a site on which development is 
proposed includes or has the potential to include heritage assets with archaeological interest, 
local planning authorities should require developers to submit an appropriate desk based 
assessment and, where necessary, a field evaluation.” 

3.3.3 A key policy within the NPPF is that “when considering the impact of a proposed development 
on the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s 
conservation. The more important the asset, the greater the weight should be. 

3.3.4 Paragraph 194 states that ‘Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage 
asset (from its alteration or destruction, or from development within its setting), should require 
clear and convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss of a Grade II listed building, park 
or garden should be exceptional, while substantial harm to or loss of designated heritage 
assets of the highest significance, should be wholly exceptional’.  

3.3.5 Paragraphs 195 & 196 explain that ‘where a proposed development will lead to substantial 
harm to or total loss of significance of a designated heritage asset, local planning authorities 
should refuse consent, unless it can be demonstrated that the substantial harm or loss is 
necessary to achieve substantial public benefits that outweigh that harm or loss.  
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3.3.6 It also advises that where a proposal involves less than substantial harm to the significance of 
a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the 
proposal, including securing its optimum viable use. In weighing applications that affect 
directly or indirectly non designated heritage assets, a balanced judgement will be required 
having regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage asset.  

3.3.7 With regard to non-designated heritage assets specific policy is provided in that a balanced 
judgement will be required having due regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the 
significance of the heritage asset affected. 

3.4 Southend on Sea Local Planning Framework 

Core Strategy: adopted December 2007 

3.4.1 The Core Strategy forms part of the Southend on Sea Local Development Framework and 
provides the vision, objectives and overarching planning policies and strategy for the spatial 
development of the whole Borough of Southend-on-Sea until 2021.  

3.4.2 Policy KP2: Development Principles states that ‘All new development, including transport 
infrastructure, should contribute to economic, social, physical and environmental regeneration 
in a sustainable way throughout the Thames Gateway Area, and to the regeneration of 
Southend’s primary role within Thames Gateway as a cultural and intellectual hub and a 
higher education centre of excellence’. This must be achieved in a number of ways outlined in 
the policy; point 4 is relevant to heritage matters and states that development must ‘respect, 
conserve and enhance and where necessary adequately mitigate effects on the natural and 
historic environment’.  

3.4.3 Policy CP4: The Environment and Urban Renaissance states that: ‘Development proposals 
will be expected to contribute to the creation of a high quality, sustainable urban environment 
which enhances and complements the natural and built assets of Southend’. Of particular 
relevance to archaeology and built heritage matters is point 7, which states that this will be 
achieved by ‘safeguarding and enhancing the historic environment, heritage and 
archaeological assets, including Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas and Ancient 
Monuments’. The policy also notes that all development will be required to have regard to the 
Council’s Design and Townscape Guide SPD. 

Development Management Document (DMD): adopted July 2015 

3.4.4 The Development Management Document (DMD) sets out the Borough Council's policies for 
positively managing development in Southend and will be used to assess planning 
applications. The policies in the DMD will replace a number of Southend Borough Local Plan 
Saved Policies. 

3.4.5 Policy DM5: Southend-on-Sea’s Historic Environment sets out specific requirements for 
heritage. Points 1 and 6 are particularly relevant to the application and are included below: 

1. All development proposals that affect a heritage asset will be required to 
include an assessment of its significance, and to conserve and enhance its 
historic and architectural character, setting and townscape value.  
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2. Development proposals that result in the total loss of or substantial harm to 
the significance of a designated heritage asset, including listed buildings and 
buildings within conservation areas, will be resisted, unless there is clear and 
convincing justification that outweighs the harm or loss. Development proposals 
that are demonstrated to result in less than substantial harm to a designated 
heritage asset will be weighed against the impact on the significance of the 
asset and the public benefits of the proposal and will be resisted where there is 
no clear and convincing justification for this. 

3. Development proposals that result in the loss of or harm to the significance 
of a non-designated heritage asset, such as a locally listed building or frontages 
of townscape merit, will normally be resisted, although a balanced judgement 
will be made, having regard to the scale of any harm or loss, the significance of 
the asset and any public benefits.  

6. Where development might affect archaeological deposits an evaluation 
should be carried out beforehand so that it is possible to assess the likely impact 
of the application on the deposits, and that provision is made for them to remain 
in situ, or for their investigation and recording. Developments that are close to 
or in the vicinity of a Scheduled Ancient Monument will be expected to ensure 
that the Monument and its setting are preserved and enhanced.’ 

Supplementary Planning Documents (SPD1) - Design and Townscape Guide: Adopted 
2009 

3.4.6 The Design and Townscape Guide was first published in 2006 and updated in 2009. The 
Design and Townscape Guide is a material planning consideration on all planning 
applications. Section 9 relates to the Historic Environment, with section 9.6 specifically 
relating to archaeology. 

3.4.7 The guidance reinforces that archaeological sites of national importance are given statutory 
protection by Historic England as Scheduled Monuments and states that proposed 
development affecting Scheduled Monuments and other sites of known or potential 
archaeological significance should comply with the guidance outlined in National Planning 
Policy (now the NPPF). 

3.4.8 Where such a site is likely to be affected by the proposed development, an archaeological site 
evaluation will be required. Results of the evaluation will inform the need for mitigation, in 
order to preserve remaining archaeological evidence, and for any further archaeological work 
prior to or during development. 

Informal Development Brief: Land at Fossett’s Way- October 2016 

3.4.9 The development brief, produced by Southend NHS Trust and Southend on Sea Borough 
Council (SNHS & SoSBC) in October 2016, sets out informal planning guidance for the 
redevelopment of approximately 5.8ha (14.8acres) of vacant land at Fossett’s Way in 
Southend on Sea, including some constraints regarding the Scheduled Monument and its 
setting. These are set out below. 
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3.4.10 ‘There are constraints in terms of its relationship with the adjacent Scheduled Monument, but 
these were delineated in the earlier permission. At the current time it is accepted that the site 
remains capable of and is suitable for development, and that a suitable form of development 
is a sustainable, high quality residentially led mixed use scheme, which could also include a 
range of small-scale supporting community uses.’ 

3.4.11 ‘The proximity of the Scheduled Monument and related archaeology across the site will be the 
key considerations. The built development will need to leave a landscaped buffer of 
comparable scale to that approved in the 2005 planning permission (reference 
04/00550/FUL). The need for additional archaeological evaluation will be determined once the 
layout of new development is known.’ 

3.4.12 ‘A landscaped buffer to Scheduled Monument of the same scale as provided in the previous 
planning permission will be required. This area should be landscaped in accordance with any 
approved plans and then made over to SoSBC with a commuted payment (through a S106 
obligation) for 10- year maintenance provision.’ 

3.4.13 ‘The new housing should be set within a natural and informal landscape context to reflect the 
edge of the urban area setting. The buffer to the SM should be landscaped to enhance its 
setting (i.e. as an extension of its character with natural planting to provide low impact 
delineation of the SM). A clear view corridor from the SM to the open countryside to the north 
should be maintained through the site which could be along an access road or linear public 
space. The exact location of this should be agreed with the local planning authority at an early 
stage in the design process. The houses surrounding the SM should face onto the open 
space rather than turn their back to ensure good natural surveillance and enhance the setting 
of the monument. The buffer should include pedestrian and cycle links and the playspace.’ 
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4. CULTURAL HERITAGE RESOURCE BASELINE 

4.1 Known Cultural Heritage Assets 

Within the Proposed Development Site 

• A slight univallate hillfort known as Prittlewell Camp [AB 1], 500m east of Sutton Road 
crematorium [SM; NHLE 1017515] located at the southern boundary of the proposed 
development site; and 

• Earthworks to the north of Prittlewell Camp [AB 27] seen on vertical photography in 
1949. Though to be related to WWII activity. Now ploughed flat. 

Within the Study Area 

• Th green lane [AB 17], located to the immediate east of the development site, forming its 
eastern boundary; 

• Barn About 90 Metres South of Shopland Hall [AB 22] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1113358], 
located c. 700m to the east of the proposed development site; 

• New Hall [AB 21] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1113354] c. 1.02km to the northwest of the 
proposed development. 

• Two Adjacent Head and Foot Stones, Shopland Churchyard [AB 23] [Grade II Listed; 
NHLE 1321992], located c. 800m to the east of the proposed development site; 

• Pill Box [AB 26] adjacent to Green Lane, c. 50m to the northeast of the proposed 
development site; and 

• Sutton Road Cemetery War Memorial [AB 24] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1444573], located 
c. 480m to the west of the proposed development site. 

Within the wider area 

• Prittlewell Priory [AB 16] [SM; NHLE 1018452], c.1.1km to the south-west of the 
proposed development; 

• Fox Hall Farmhouse [AB 20] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1168657], located c. 1.06km to the 
south-east of the proposed development site;  

• Sutton Hall [AB 18] [Grade II Listed; NHLE 1321993] c. 1.2km north of the proposed 
development. A 14th century timber framed house, considerably altered and rebuilt in the 
16th century with additions and later alterations; 

• Church of All Saints [AB 19] [Grade II* Listed; NHLE 1113355] c. 1.2km to the north of 
the proposed development site; and 

• Heavy Anti-aircraft gun site, 380m south east of Butler's Gate [AB 25] [SM; NHLE 
1019550], located c. 1.03km to the north-east of the proposed development site. 

4.1.1 The historic landscape around the proposed development is characterised largely by Post 
Medieval agricultural land to the north and east. However, a number of buildings in the area 
represent survival of farmsteads originating in the later Medieval period and include the 14th 
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century Foxhall [AB 20] and Sutton Hall [AB 18].  The green lane [AB 17] to the east of the 
site may also relate to the Medieval farming landscape. 

4.1.2 The presence of Prittlewell Camp [AB 1] is the only visible heritage asset preceding the 
Medieval and Post Medieval landscape. However, it has been seen from finds in the wider 
area and excavation work close to the Camp (see below) that the landscape was quite 
extensively utilised during prehistory. 

4.1.3 The remains of WWII military structures and the war memorial at Sutton Road Cemetery [AB 
24] are also visible reminders in the landscape of this important period in history.   

4.2 Previous Works within the Site and Study Area 

Within the site 

Fossett’s Farm ‘Hospital Site’: Evaluation Report, 2004 [AB 30] 

4.2.1 Archaeological evaluation (Plate 1) was undertaken in 2004 within the proposed development 
site (then known as the ‘hospital site’) in relation to a previous planning application. The works 
comprised 43 trenches, representing a 4% sample of the site. The trenches displayed similar 
stratigraphy across the site, with natural geology being encountered at a depth of between 
0.4m and 0.6m below ground level. Significant archaeological features (shown as black on 
Plate 1) were sparse with only Trench 24 producing pre modern deposits and Trench 12 
producing late Post-Medieval deposits of 19th – 20th century date (Oxford Archaeology 2004). 

4.2.2 Trench 24 in the far southeast part of the site, exposed a Prehistoric pit and a feature 
interpreted as a possible Late Bronze Age holloway, possibly associated with an entrance into 
the hillfort of Prittlewell Camp [AB 1]. A 19th century soakaway linked with a nearby pipeline 
associated with Fossett’s Farm was also recorded.  

 

Plate 1: Plan of evaluation trenches (OA 2004) 
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Within the study area 

Field Walking 

4.2.3 Field walking in advance of the development of the Waitrose [AB 28] site to the immediate 
south of Prittlewell Camp recovered small quantities of burnt flint and Medieval and Post 
Medieval pottery. 

B&Q Link Road Works 

4.2.4 Three archaeological evaluations and a subsequent excavation have been undertaken to the 
north, east and south-east of the site and Prittlewell Camp in relation to the construction of the 
link road which extends along the north and eastern sides of the development site.  

• Land at Fossetts Farm, Southend-on-Sea, Essex: Archaeological Evaluation (Oxford 
Archaeology 2003a); 

• Land at Fossetts Farm, ‘Link Road’, Southend-on-Sea, Essex: Archaeological Evaluation 
Report, [AB 29] (Oxford Archaeology 2003b) 

• ‘Pizza Hut’ Fossett’s Way, Southend-on-Sea: Archaeological Evaluation Report (Wessex 
Archaeology 2005a) 

• B&Q Link Road, Fossett's Farm, Southend-on-Sea, Essex: Assessment Report on 
Archaeological Excavation, [AB 31 & 32] (Wessex Archaeology 2005b) 

4.2.5 The excavation work followed on from the three previous evaluations. Four areas were 
excavated (A-D). The key findings from these phases of work were located in Areas A & D 
and are summarised below. 

 B&Q Link Road Excavation - Area A [AB 31] 

4.2.6 Area A was located c. 50m to the east of the proposed development site. A localised north - 
south aligned field or horticultural system was tentatively attributed to Romano-British activity 
by the presence of a small assemblage of 2nd to 4th century pottery recovered from ditches. 

 B&Q Link Road Excavation – Area D [AB 32] 

4.2.7 Area D was located c 100m to the south-east of the proposed development site. An extensive 
complex of prehistoric enclosures, including a Late Bronze Age field system, trackway and 
quarry complex was recorded. This activity continued beyond the limit of excavation in all 
directions. 

4.2.8 The other main phase of activity related to Saxon settlement. The Saxon settlement 
comprised a sub-rectangular enclosure formed of inter-cutting gullies, that was later re-cut by 
domestic rubbish and cess-pits. Further enclosures and structures potentially extended to the 
west, east, north and south of Area D. Within the Saxon enclosure, a post hole and beam slot 
constructed building was positioned on the southern limit of the excavation in Area D and 
another post-hole constructed building was interpreted as a craft-working ancillary structure. 

 

Further Archaeological Trench Evaluations 
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4.2.9 Following the link road excavations, a further two evaluations were carried out to the 
immediate east of the link road. 

DeVere Hotel Archaeological Evaluation (Wessex Archaeology, 2005c) [AB 33] 

4.2.10 Archaeological trenching was undertaken c. 50m to the east of the development site, to the 
immediate east of the link road and to the south-east of Excavation Area A. Little was found 
during this evaluation work which demonstrated that the field system recorded in the B&Q 
excavation Area A [AB 31] did not continue to the southeast. 

Clement’s Park Archaeological Evaluation (Wessex Archaeology 2006) [AB 34] 

4.2.11 Archaeological trenching was undertaken c. 50m to the east of the development site, to the 
immediate east of the link road and to the north-east of Excavation Area A [AB 31]. Two 
undated ditches were uncovered during the evaluation and these have been interpreted as 
possible drainage or field boundary ditches of probable Medieval to Post Medieval origin. The 
evaluation uncovered no features indicative of settlement, nor was there evidence of Saxon 
activity. 

4.3 Archaeological & Historical Background 

The Prehistoric Period (c .500, 000 BC – AD 43) 

4.3.1 Evidence for the prehistoric period within the wider area focuses on the Later Bronze Age to 
Early Iron Age. Regional settlement pattern and form during this period is understood to be 
characterised by unenclosed settlements focused on river valley locations on light soils. Hill 
forts in Essex are diffuse in their distribution and for the Early Iron Age their function is poorly 
understood (EAA 2011).  

4.3.2 Within the study area the later prehistoric period is represented principally by Prittlewell Camp 
Scheduled Monument [AB 1]. The date of this monument is not certain, however, it’s form 
and location link it to the Late Bronze Age to Early Iron Age period. Its function has not been 
conclusively established. It has been suggested that defence may not have been a primary 
purpose due to the nature of the earthworks.  

4.3.3 Further evidence of the late prehistoric period has been recorded during archaeological 
excavations on land adjoining Prittlewell Camp to the southeast. Most notably an apparently 
extensive field system of Late Bronze Age date was recorded c. 60m to the south-east of the 
Scheduled Monument [AB 32] (Wessex Archaeology 2005b). 

4.3.4 More isolated finds include a Neolithic axe head [AB 2] recovered from fields c. 400m to the 
northeast of the site and Iron Age pottery [AB 3 - 5] recovered during three watching briefs. 
Find spots [AB 3 & 4] are located c. 700m to the north-west of site and were recorded during 
the development of the existing industrial estate. Iron Age pottery find [AB 5] is located 580m 
to the south-east in relation to the development of the existing leisure centre.  

4.3.5 In addition to Iron Age pottery, a find of 33 gold staters of Later Iron Age date was made by 
metal detecting in relation to the industrial estate development [AB 4].  

The Roman Period (c. AD 43 – AD 410) 
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4.3.6 Evidence of Roman settlement [AB 7], including funerary remains [AB 6, 7 & 8] have been 
identified c. 800m to the north-west of the site. These discoveries were made during the 
construction of the existing industrial estate during the 1970s. 

4.3.7 To the south of the site a number of Roman coin finds have been recorded. Two were poorly 
located [AB 11] one however [AB 9] was found c. 700m to the south of site in what is now a 
housing development. 

4.3.8 Close to the site itself a Roman padlock was recovered during excavations at Prittlewell 
Camp in 1929. This work focused on the mound site on the southern edge of the monument 
and was found in addition to predominantly Medieval artefacts.  

4.3.9 More recent excavation work c. 50m to the east of the development site, during the B&Q Link 
Road, excavation Area A [AB 31] has recorded a field system tentatively dated to the Roman 
period. 

The Medieval Period (AD 410 – AD 1536) 

4.3.10 Within the wider area the settlement of Prittlewell had been established by the Saxon period. 
A Saxon arch survives within the north wall of Prittlewell church located c. 1.3km from the site 
to the west (Yearsley 2001). 

4.3.11 Saxon settlement features were exposed to the south-east of the development site during 
excavations [AB 32] in relation to the construction of the existing commercial buildings and 
associated infrastructure (Wessex Archaeology 2005, Excavation Area D).  

4.3.12 An undated green lane [AB 17] has been mooted as an early trackway between now 
vanished medieval fields or settlement (RCHME 1999). It extends from north to south and 
heads almost directly for the early medieval settlement enclosure exposed in Area D [AB 32]. 
There is currently, however, no direct evidence to suggest that the two are contemporary.  

4.3.13 The mound on the southeast side of the camp has produced later Medieval pottery sherds 
and has been interpreted as associated with a possible post mill. Other examples dated to the 
12th-13th centuries have been recorded archaeologically (RCHME 1999). 

4.3.14 Two farms have origins in the later Medieval period. Fox Hall [AB 20] 1.06km to the east and 
Sutton Hall [AB 18] 1.2km to the north are both believed to have been constructed in the 14th 
century and later expanded.  

The Post Medieval Period (AD 1537 – AD 1800) 

4.3.15 In the post medieval period the site lies on agricultural land to the east of the settlement of 
Prittlewell on the edge of the land holdings of Prittlewell Priory.  The landscape around the 
site was characterised by disbursed farmsteads. 

4.3.16 The earliest available map showing part of the site is an estate map of 1746 (Plate 2) showing 
‘an accurate survey of the farm called Smithys’. It depicts fields to the west of the site and 
Prittlewell Camp. The curving boundary to the eastern most field boundary is certainly a 
depiction of the eastern edge of the earthwork of Prittlewell Camp. 
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Plate 2: Smithys Farm Estate Map 1746 

4.3.17 Andre and Chapman’s survey of 1777 (Plate 3) gives the wider context of the site. A group of 
buildings to the north-west is labelled as ‘Smithers’ and represents the continuity of Smithys 
farm, however the detail of the surrounding fields is not shown. 

 

Plate 3: Extract from Andre and Chapman's survey of the County of Essex 1777 

The Modern Period (AD 1801 – present)  

4.3.18 The earliest available mapping to show the site fully is the Prittlewell Tithe map of 1841 (Plate 
4). It depicts some change to the field boundaries shown on the Smithys Farm estate map 
and a group of buildings to the immediate west of the site appear to have been added since 
the 1746 plan. They appear to be the buildings labelled as ‘Smithers’ on the Andre and 
Chapman map.  
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4.3.19 The site itself lies across five irregular fields. These and surrounding fields still partially 
respect the presence of Prittlewell Camp, particularly to the south and west where the outline 
of the camp is fossilised in the field layout. Curiously a square field has been inserted into the 
centre of the camp and by the time of the tithe survey, the perimeter on north side of the 
camp had been superseded by the rationalised post-medieval boundaries. 

4.3.20 The green lane [AB 17] to the east of the camp is clearly depicted for the first time. 

 

Plate 4: Except from the Prittlewell Parish Tithe map of 1841 

4.3.21 On the 25 inch OS Second edition map of 1897 (Plate 5) little has changed since the earlier 
tithe map. The field at the centre of Prittlewell Camp has lost its southern boundary and there 
have been slight modifications to the field boundaries in the north-west corner of the 
development area. A number of fields to the west have been amalgamated. 

 

Plate 5: Extract of the 25 inch OS map of 1897 

4.3.22 Once again little change has occurred by the mid-20th century (Plate 6). Development is 
showing further to the west with the cemetery laid out on the west side of Sutton Road. 
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Plate 6: Extract from 25 inch OS mapping, published 1938 

4.3.23 Plate 7 shows the extent of modern development around the site including Fossett’s Way to 
the north, east and south-east of the site, Waitrose supermarket immediately to the south of 
Prittlewell Camp and B&Q superstore to the south-east. To the west lies Sutton Road 
cemetery and industrial estate. To the east of the site is a golf course and other leisure 
facilities. 

 

Plate 7: Google Earth Image, accessed 2019 

4.3.24 LiDAR imagery of the site (Figure 3) and surrounding area shows quite clearly the outline of 
Prittlewell Camp extending into the development site on its southern boundary. While the 
earthwork has been reduced around the north side of the Monument by agricultural activity in 
the Medieval and Post Medieval periods and features on no historic mapping, it has persisted 
as an extant low topographic feature. 
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4.4 Site Visit 

4.4.1 A site visit was undertaken by Alex Farnell on the 28th March 2019 (Photograph locations 
shown on Figure 4). The purpose of this visit was to gain a greater understanding of the 
existing land use and past impacts within the current site limits, along with an appreciation for 
the potential survival of below ground archaeological deposits. It was also to assess the 
setting of Prittlewell Camp and the green lane. 

The development site 

4.4.2 The site is bounded to the north by the recently constructed link road (Fossett’s Way) (Photo 
1). It occupies a position on a gentle north facing slope with the topography falling away 
gradually to the north. The proposed development site is largely overgrown and is currently 
difficult to navigate (Photo 2). A small enclosure towards the north-west corner of site is 
visible on historic mapping and is present on the ground as a significant depression. It is 
however very overgrown. 

 

Photo 1: View towards site across Fossett's Way, looking southwest 

 

Photo 2: View looking northeast across the development site 

4.4.3 On the southern margins of the site the development area encroaches on the Scheduled 
Monument of Prittlewell Camp. There is no physical boundary to the site here, however, the 
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vegetation is considerably thinner, and the very northern edge of the Camp is visible on the 
ground as a low earthwork, also visible in LiDAR imagery (Figure 3). 

4.4.4 The eastern boundary of the site is formed by green lane [AB 17] The vegetation along this 
boundary is dense and largely impenetrable. 

Prittlewell Camp 

4.4.5 The Monument itself is not readily visible on the ground, being under varying degrees of 
vegetation cover. The northern edge on the Camp is least heavily vegetated and from this 
point views are afforded in an arc from the north-west to north-east (Photos 3, 4 & 5). These 
views are of particular importance to the setting of the Scheduled Monument, however the 
monument itself is barely detectable from this location. 

 

Photo 3: View from north edge of Prittlewell Camp, looking north-west 

 

Photo 4: View from north edge of Prittlewell Camp, looking north 
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Photo 5: View from north edge of Prittlewell Camp, looking northeast 

4.4.6 It is clear from the series of images in photos 3 – 5 that the gentle nature of the topography of 
the surrounding landscape means that views are obscured by even relatively low vegetation 
and other landscape features.  

4.4.7 From within the centre of the Camp there is little sense of where you are, being surrounded 
by vegetation. It is possible at points to see out to the east towards the B&Q building (Photo 
6). To the south-west the approximate outline of the western and southern margin of the 
camp is picked out by larger trees growing on or close to the surviving earthwork. 

 

Photo 6: View towards B&Q from within Prittlewell Camp, looking east 

4.4.8 The western side of Prittlewell Camp is poorly defined. A post medieval boundary is present 
as an earthwork and distorts the true edge of the Monument which follows more closely the 
boundary with playing fields to the west. The area is overgrown and has been used in the 
past to dump rubbish with numerous pieces of Victorian pottery and glass visible on the 
ground surface. 
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4.4.9 The southern side of the camp is the best preserved. A ditch and bank survive to varying 
degrees with sections of considerable size up to approximately 2m in height from base of 
ditch to top of bank.  

4.4.10 It is not easy to appreciate the surviving earthwork which is for the most part covered by 
heavy vegetation. Access to the monument from the south leads to a pathway across the 
earthwork. This position gives one of the few possible views of the earthwork and is enhanced 
by the presence of an information board (Photo 7).  

 

Photo 7: Earthwork on the south side of Prittlewell Camp, looking north 

4.4.11 On the south-east edge of the camp is a mound interpreted as Medieval in date and possibly 
representing the base of a post mill. It is a low mound with a pronounced central depression. 
Large trees surround the mound (Photo 8) and there are large fragments of demolished 
brickwork on the sides including a section of arched brickwork (Photo 9). 

 

Photo 8: Mound on the southeast side of Prittlewell Camp, looking south 
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Photo 9: Arched brick work on side of mound, looking south 

4.4.12 Around the south-eastern side of the camp a consolidated pathway has been created (Photo 
10). It leads into the site through a gateway from Fossett’s Way to the east and follows the 
curve of the Camp ending at the Mound where there is also positioned an interpretation 
board. This path does little to add clarity to the presence of the Prehistoric camp as it has 
clearly been landscaped and raised up in places. 

 

Photo 10: Modern path around Prittlewell Camp, looking northeast towards B & Q 

The green lane 

4.4.13 The green lane [AB 17] extends north to south and broadly forms the eastern site boundary. 
At its best it is a wide avenue of approximately 10m, with a moderately sized ditch and low 
internal bank to either side. (Photo 11) Substantial vegetation and tree growth has covered 
the sides of the lane and in places encroaches over the lane restricting it to a narrow foot 
path. The northern end has been bisected by Fossett’s Way (Photo 12). It continues further to 
the north of Fossett’s Way for approximately 180m. At its southern end it extends into an area 
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of dense vegetation which masks it end. It does not emerge on the other side of this 
overgrowth (Photo 13)  

 

Photo 11: The green lane, looking north 

 

Photo 12: Access to the green lane from Fossett's Way, looking south 
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Photo 13: Southern end of the green lane obscured by vegetation, looking north 
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5. ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL  

5.1 Known Cultural Heritage Resource  

5.1.1 The known archaeological resource within the site boundary comprises the northern margins 
of Prittlewell Camp Scheduled Monument [AB 1] and known archaeological features identified 
through archaeological trenching work undertaken in 2004 [AB 30] (Oxford Archaeology 
2004). 

5.1.2 Prittlewell Camp has been previously investigated during the 1920s with no material of 
Prehistoric date being recovered. Despite this, it is considered to be of Late Bronze Age or 
Early Iron Age origin based on its form and location. The comparative rarity of slight univallate 
hillforts such as Prittlewell Camp, and their importance in understanding the transition 
between the Bronze Age and Iron Age, make surviving examples with potential for the 
recovery of further archaeological information considered as nationally important. This 
importance is reflected in its designation as a Scheduled Monument. 

5.1.3 Prittlewell Camp remains relatively well preserved with some of its circuit of ditch and bank 
extant despite the millennia of activity and farming carried out around it. Where the bank has 
been ploughed down, on the north side, there is good evidence in the current topography for 
the survival of the infilled ditch below the ground surface.  

5.1.4 Just beyond the development site boundary, but within the scheduled area, the later mound of 
probable Medieval origin is of lesser importance than the camp but provides insight into the 
subsequent use of the hillfort and adds to the picture of the Medieval economy of the 
surrounding area.   

5.1.5 Because of its rarity and degree of survival, Prittlewell Camp is considered to have 
exceptional evidential and historical values and is a site of National Importance (in line Table 
1). 

5.1.6 Significant archaeological remains exposed during the trench evaluation [AB 30] were located 
immediately to the east of Prittlewell Camp. They comprised a pit and a wide apparently linear 
feature extending east – west. They were dated by a small assemblage of Late Bronze Age 
pottery recovered from the second fill of the linear feature and by a small collection of worked 
flint recovered from both features. 

5.1.7 The linear feature was interpreted as a possible hollow way putatively leading to an entrance 
to Prittlewell Camp. This conclusion is conjectural. It is by no means certain from the results 
of a single trench excavated across its projected line that the feature excavated represents a 
linear feature.  

5.1.8 Intensive Late Bronze Age activity was recorded c.150m to the south [AB 32] including 
evidence of a well organised field system and the digging of extractive pits. If further remains 
of this type are present within the site, they are likely, based on the evaluation, to be highly 
localised to the east of the Scheduled Monument. They have the potential to reveal further 
information regarding activity in the area in the Later Bronze Age and are considered to be an 
asset of Local Importance (in terms of Table 1), being evidence of human activity of more 
limited value, which still has the potential to contribute to local research objectives. 
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5.1.9 A late Post Medieval feature and a spread of Post Medieval dumped waste was recorded 
during the 2004 evaluation [AB 30] of the development site. These were isolated finds and 
are considered to be of Negligible Importance (in line with Table 1). 

5.2 Past Impact Within the Site Boundary 

5.2.1 Past impacts on the site are mainly as a result of agricultural activity from the Medieval period 
onwards. Historic mapping (Plate 3) shows that agricultural fields have been positioned over 
the central and northern part of the Camp since at least the early 19th century and most likely 
long before.  

5.2.2 The absence of ridge and furrow across the area is potential evidence of later deep ploughing 
which may have truncated any archaeological remains within the site boundary. This 
ploughing activity has also slighted the earthwork of Prittlewell Camp where it lies within the 
development site. 

5.2.3 Considerable growth of vegetation including mature trees may have adversely impacted on 
the archaeological resource. 

5.2.4 Localised impacts include the square enclosure at the northern edge of the development 
area. It appears on Late 19th Century mapping (Plate 4) and when observed on the ground it 
appears to be lower than the surrounding ground level. A pond is also marked adjacent to it to 
the north. 

5.2.5 A service trench is also known to cross the site. Its route is marked in yellow on the 2004 
evaluation plan (Plate 1). 

5.3 Potential Archaeological Resource 

5.3.1 Based on the current known resource, the potential for Prehistoric archaeology within the 
development site divides the site into three zones. That part which is occupied by Prittlewell 
Camp, the strip of land to the east of Prittlewell Camp and land which lies beyond the Camp 
to the north. 

5.3.2 The southern part of the site is known to contain the remains of Prittlewell Camp. Topographic 
evidence visible on the LiDAR image (Figure 3) demonstrates its survival into the site 
boundary. It is highly likely to have surviving below ground remains despite the clear evidence 
for historical ploughing which has slighted the earthwork. There is therefore a High Potential 
for Prehistoric remains in this area. If they are present, they would form part of the Scheduled 
Monument of Prittlewell Camp and would be considered to be of National Importance (in line 
with Table 1). 

5.3.3 Where the development area extends to the east of the Scheduled Monument Late Bronze 
Age features were exposed by archaeological trenching. There is considered to be a High 
Potential for further remains of Prehistoric date to be present in this area. If they are present, 
they are considered to be of Local Importance because they will most likely have been 
truncated by ploughing and limited in their evidential value. 

5.3.4 The northern part of the site has clearly been subject to historical ploughing which will have 
truncated archaeological remains if present. A substantial evaluative trenching exercise 
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undertaken in 2004 [AB 30] investigated c. 4% of the site by area but failed to identify pre-
modern archaeological features across this part of the site. The evaluation did not investigate 
the Scheduled Area of Prittlewell Camp.  

5.3.5 Despite the demonstrable intensity of prehistoric activity in the near vicinity of the 
development site [AB 32], this activity seems to be concentrated to the south-east with little 
resulting from excavations to the east and north. A lack of findings from the evaluation [AB 
30] suggest that it is unlikely that further extensive remains are present within the site. 
However, it cannot be ruled out that more localised archaeological remains are present within 
this area beyond the areas investigated by trenching. It is therefore considered that there 
remains a Low Potential for Prehistoric archaeology across the northern part of the site. If 
such remains are present, they are considered to be of Local Importance (in line with Table 1) 
as they are likely to be localised features or more ephemeral archaeology, truncated by 
ploughing. 

5.3.6 There is considered to be a Low Potential for the occurrence of Roman archaeology within 
the proposed development area. This is based on the lack of remains encountered during the 
previous evaluation and the relatively low level of Roman remains in the study area.  

5.3.7 Intensive Saxon settlement activity has been recorded in the near vicinity of the development 
site [AB 32]. However, this activity seems to be concentrated to the south-east with little 
resulting from excavations to the east and north. In addition, the lack of findings from the 
evaluation of the development site [AB 30] suggest that it is unlikely that further extensive 
remains are present within the site. However, it cannot be ruled out that more localised 
archaeological remains are present within this area, beyond the areas investigated by 
trenching. It is therefore considered that there is a Low Potential for Medieval, remains across 
the site. 

5.3.8 There is considered to be Low Potential for significant Post Medieval archaeology within the 
site. This is because of the demonstrably agricultural nature of the land during this period. 
The results of evaluation trenching [AB 30] identified only isolated remains of 19th – 20th 
century date including a scatter of discarded waste.  
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6. REVIEW OF AFFECTED HERITAGE ASSETS 

6.1 Heritage Assets selected for Assessment 

Two heritage assets are considered to have settings which may be affected by development 
of the proposed application site. They are: 

• Prittlewell Camp Scheduled Monument [AB 1] 

• The green lane [AB 17] 

6.2 Heritage Assessment of Prittlewell Camp 

6.2.1 The condition of this asset is poor, with most of the surviving elements being significantly 
overgrown and largely inaccessible.  There are two points of access to the Monument, one 
from the east, via a gate from Fossett’s Way, and one from the south-east, found only by 
walking from the public highway around to the rear of a shell garage on Fossett’s Way. 
Neither is signposted. The overall condition of the Monument is detailed in section 4.5. 

The Setting of Prittlewell Camp 

6.2.2 Within the camp itself the setting is of rough scrubland and wooded areas to the east and 
occasional mature trees. The setting affords very little opportunity to appreciate the asset. 
Promotion and interpretation to the public is limited to two interpretation panels close to the 
better-preserved south-east edge of the monument. 

6.2.3 On its north side the edge of the monument is indistinguishable from rough scrubland 
extending across the development site to the north as far as Fossett’s Way. Its wider setting 
includes very gently undulating farmland extending to the River Roach. This landscape is 
studded with buildings of both historical and modern origin.  

6.2.4 Views over this landscape are available from few locations as a result of the current 
overgrown condition of the Monument. From its northern margins however, reasonable views 
can be appreciated and higher ground in the far distance beyond the River Roach can be 
glimpsed. A theoretical viewshed (Figure 5) shows that an expansive area of the landscape is 
visible to the north and west, however, in reality the flat topography of the area does not lend 
itself to far reaching views, which can be blocked by moderately sized landscape features 
including hedgerows and treelines. Nevertheless a connection to the Roach River valley is 
important to the overall understanding of the Monument and its position in the landscape.  

6.2.5 To the west and south the setting is of far less importance to the monument. Modern 
development in these areas has completely changed the landscape and shortened the views 
to the west where the Sutton Road Cemetery is bounded by tall trees. Recent commercial 
developments have encroached to within c. 20m around the southern side of the monument 
with little attempt to enhance the setting. 

6.2.6 The setting of the monument on its east side is dominated by the presence of the green lane 
which is flanked by tall trees. This and the overgrown wooded area between the green lane 
and the Camp obscures even short views to and from the monument.  
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6.2.7 Beyond the obstruction presented by trees around the green lane the setting comprises 
agricultural fields surrounding Shopland Farm and a modern golf course and leisure centre. 
Once again views across the landscape here are interrupted by hedgerows. 

The Heritage Importance of Prittlewell Camp 

6.2.8 The importance of Prittlewell camp is principally in its exceptional evidential value and 
potential to contribute to the understanding of univallate hillforts both in the region and 
nationally. The site also possesses a high degree of historical value in extant earthworks 
which illustrate the presence and form of the monument. The development of the site through 
the Medieval period is also legible with the addition of field boundaries, the pronounced 
mound on the southeast side and its association to the green lane to the east.  

6.2.9 As a local landmark it possesses a degree of communal value to the local community, 
however, this value has been adversly impacted by its current poor condition and 
inaccessibility. In addition, due to its current condition it possesses very little to no aesthetic 
value. 

6.2.10 The setting of the Scheduled Monument is most important to the north where views look over 
open farmland. While there is no specific inter-visibility with contemporary sites and the 
landscape will have undoubtedly changed since the monument was in use, the visible 
connection to the Roach River valley and beyond places the monument in its topographic 
context and as such contributes considerably to its importance. 

6.2.11 A number of aspects of the site currently detract from its importance, they include: 

• The historic loss of its upstanding earthwork around the northern perimeter; 

• The extensive growth of vegetation which masks the surviving elements of the 
monument and obscures view to the north; 

• Lack of definition to the monument perimeter on the north side; 

• Lack of legibility between the monument and the green lane to the east;  

• Lack of legibility between the monument perimeter and later field boundary bank on the 
west side; 

• The setting to the south in which modern development encroaches within 20m of the 
upstanding monument; and 

• Poor public presentation, signage and access.  

6.2.12 Because of its rarity, exceptional evidential values, illustrative historic value and surviving 
landscape setting, Prittlewell Camp is considered to be an asset of National Importance (in 
line with Table 1). 

6.3 Heritage Assessment of the green lane [AB 17] 

6.3.1 The green lane lies to the east of Prittlewell camp and is currently in an overgrown condition. 
It lacks definition at its southern end, however towards its northern extent it is relatively well 
preserved with a ditch and low internal bank to either side. It has recently been cut across to 
the north of the development site by the construction of Fossett’s Way. 
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The setting of the green lane 

6.3.2 The setting of green lane includes Prittlewell camp and the possible medieval mound c. 130m 
to its south-west. To the east is the recently constructed Fossett’s Way which also cuts across 
the line of the green lane at the north east corner of the development area (Photo 12). 
Modern commercial developments lie to the south. Further to the north and east lies farmland 
around scattered farmsteads including Medieval Sutton Hall c. 1.2km to the north and Fox 
Hall c. 1.06km to the east. 

Heritage Importance of the green lane 

6.3.3 The green lane lies within 20m of the eastern development site boundary. It is a well-
preserved lane or drove way, clearly of historic character, but poorly dated. It may represent a 
surviving fragment of the Medieval farming landscape. Although unproved it has the potential 
to possess associative group value with the Prittlewell Camp mound as well as historic 
farmsteads to the north and west including Sutton Hall and Fox Hall.    

6.3.4 Aspects which detract from the importance of the green lane include: 

• The fact that it has been bisected by Fossett’s Way; 

• The encroachment of modern commercial developments to the south; 

• Lack of legibility between the lane and adjacent assets, particularly Prittlewell Camp and 
the possible medieval mound; and 

• Its overgrown condition and the loss of definition at its southern extent. 

6.3.5 Because it a very small fragment of the former landscape and because of its uncertain origin, 
its historical merit is limited, and it is considered to be a non designated heritage asset of 
Local Importance (in line with Table 1). 
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7. IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

7.1 Assessment of Predicted Direct Impacts to Archaeology and Heritage 

7.1.1 The current proposals for the site are to restrict the development area to the north of the site 
maintaining a 30m buffer zone around the Scheduled Monument.  

7.1.2 As all proposed works are beyond the scheduled area of Prittlewell Camp it is considered that 
there will be no Direct Impact on the remains of Prittlewell Camp.  

7.1.3 Further prehistoric remains known to be present to the east of Prittlewell Camp lie within the 
proposed buffer zone of the development. As the proposed works will not encroach on this 
area, it is considered that there will be no Direct Impact to prehistoric remains in the buffer 
zone to the east of the Scheduled Monument. 

7.1.4 As Prittlewell Camp is a monument of National Importance and will be impacted to a 
Negligible degree, in terms of Table 3, there will be a Minor Direct Significance of Effect. It is 
considered, however, that due to the absence of any planned works in the Scheduled area or 
buffer zone, that if careful measures to protect the monument during construction are put in 
place (see 8.1.6 below), that the overall Direct Significance of Effects will be Not Significant. 

7.2 Assessment of Indirect Impacts to Affected Heritage Assets 

7.2.1 Current detailed proposals (Figure 6) are for the construction of 145 three and four storey 
dwellings to the north of Prittlewell Camp, arranged to either side of a north-south aligned 
view corridor extending from the Scheduled Monument towards the Roach Valley. Full design 
proposals and rationale are presented in the Design and Access Statement (LDA Design 
2019). 

Impacts to the Setting of Prittlewell Camp [AB 1] 

7.2.2 Views from Prittlewell Camp to the north are considered to contribute positively to the setting 
of the monument. As they will be restricted by the location density and height of the 
development, it is considered that without mitigation the proposals will result in a Medium 
Adverse Magnitude of Impact to the setting of Prittlewell Camp, such as in terms of Table 2, 
‘changes to many key elements, [of] their setting, such that the baseline resource is clearly 
modified’. 

Design Mitigations 

7.2.3 Designs have taken into consideration the setting of Prittlewell Camp, with the following 
proposals intended to enhance the immediate setting and soften the impacts of the reduction 
of long views to the north.  

• maintaining a central avenue / view corridor in the development;  

• Maintaining a 30m buffer zone around the monument;  

• A soft / loose transition from development to monument, maintaining relationship to 
landscape; 

• Minimal landscaping / changes to topography of the site; 
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• Improved definition of the margins of the Scheduled Monument; and 

• Improved access to the Scheduled Monument and the adjacent green lane. 

7.2.4 The view corridor will result in retention of some elements of the views to the landscape 
beyond the development and in so doing allow for continued appreciation of the wider 
landscape position of Prittlewell Camp. 

7.2.5 The design measures for the immediate environs of the monument, including better definition 
of the monument margins, a clear buffer zone of non-development and a soft transition into 
the housing scheme are considered to be an improvement on the current immediate setting of 
Prittlewell Camp which is considered to detract from the significance of the asset by allowing 
for very little to no appreciation for its presence or the location of its northern edge. Allowing 
visitors to better understand the location and extent of the camp will enhance is overall 
historic illustrative values. 

7.2.6 Improved access to the monument and the adjacent green lane will enhance the group value 
of these assets to a small degree by removing some of the visual obstructions currently 
caused by overgrown vegetation and allowing movement between the two assets. In creating 
a positive environment, it should also benefit the communal value of Prittlewell Camp by 
creating greater awareness of the monument and its significance and by creating a place 
where people wish to spend time. 

Summary 

7.2.7 When the beneficial design mitigations incorporated into this scheme are taken into 
consideration, it is considered that the Medium Adverse Magnitude of Impact is reduced to a 
Negligible Adverse Magnitude of Impact, resulting, in terms of Table 2, in ‘Barely 
distinguishable change from baseline conditions’.  This is because the measures to improve 
the immediate setting of the Scheduled Monument will enhance its historical illustrative, group 
and communal value; compensating to a degree for the adverse impact resulting from a 
reduction (although not loss) of the ability to appreciate wider landscape views to the north. 
Overall impacts upon significance of the heritage assets is considered, therefore, to result in a 
Minor Significance of Effects (in terms of Table 3). 

Impacts to the setting of green lane [AB 17] 

7.2.8 The construction of the proposed scheme will further erode the rural historic setting of the 
green lane, however, the proposals include for improvements to the legibility of the lane and 
its relationship to the adjacent Scheduled Monument of Prittlewell Camp by better defining the 
lane and improving access to it. While the scheme will result in further change to the setting of 
the green lane, the proposals are considered to enhance some aspects of its overall group 
value and historical illustrative value. It is considered therefore, that the proposed scheme will 
result in a Negligible Adverse Magnitude of Impact, or, in terms of Table 2, Barely 
distinguishable change from baseline conditions’.  

7.2.9 This would equate, in terms of Table 3, to a Not Significant, Significance of Effects.  
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8. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
8.1.1 AB Heritage were commissioned by Stantec to prepare an Archaeology Desk Based 

Assessment and Heritage Statement in relation to a proposed scheme for a residential 
development at Fossett’s Farm, Southend-on-Sea, Essex. 

8.1.2 The site lies on land to the south of Fossett’s Way and partly overlies the northern extents of 
a Scheduled Monument Prittlewell Camp.  The propose scheme includes 145 four and five 
storey houses arranged to either side of a central view corridor and with a 30m buffer zone 
from the edges of the adjacent Scheduled Monument. 

8.1.3 The study has established that, in addition to the Scheduled Monument, there are 
considerable archaeological remains of the Prehistoric and early Medieval periods 
concentrated to the south and southeast of Prittlewell Camp. To the north of the monument, 
within the site, an archaeological trench evaluation demonstrated a lack of further 
archaeological remains with results limited to prehistoric features localised to the east of 
Prittlewell Camp, away from proposed development. There are no predicted Direct Impacts to 
the known archaeological remains of Prittlewell Camp or to the remains within the proposed 
Buffer Zone. 

8.1.4 The predicted indirect impacts to the settings of affected assets are considered have both 
adverse and beneficial effects. Adverse effects result from the loss of some aspects of wider 
views of the landscape and erosion of the formerly rural settings. A range of design 
mitigations are however considered to benefit some aspects of the historical, group and 
communal values of the affected assets with the effect of enhancing their significance. Overall 
the predicted indirect impact to setting of Prittlewell Camp is judged to result in a Minor 
Adverse Significance of Effects (in terms of Table 3). 

Recommendations 

8.1.5 It is recommended that below ground impacts in the Scheduled area and proposed buffer 
zone are avoided wherever possible. Any works within the Scheduled Area will require 
Scheduled Monument Consent.  

8.1.6 Measures to protect the Scheduled area and buffer zone should be instigated during 
construction to avoid damage from vehicle movements and to avoid the area being used as 
materials storage, welfare compounds, parking or for any other temporary but potentially 
damaging use. 

8.1.7 No further work is recommended in relation to archaeology. 

Further Mitigation by Design 

8.1.8 It is recommended that efforts be made to further extend, as far as is possible, the proposed 
view corridor from Prittlewell Camp Scheduled Monument to the landscape to the north.  

8.1.9 Treatment of the buffer zone and Scheduled Monument should maintain the existing 
topography with no hard landscaping. Prittlewell Camp is, at most, a slight topographic 
feature. On its northern side this becomes barely perceptible. Further efforts to soften the 
transition from the monument to the development are recommended in order to enhance the 
connection between the monument, the development and the landscape beyond. 
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Further Enhancement 

8.1.10 It is recommended that the buffer zone incorporate careful design to highlight the perimeter of 
the camp without impacting on the very slight earthwork to create a connection and ease of 
access to the monument which is currently lacking at the site.  

8.1.11 It is recommended that signage and interpretation information around the site would further 
enhance the appreciation of the heritage assets affected by the development. 
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https://www.southend.gov.uk/downloads/file/1540/core_strategy_dpd1pdf 

• Urban Practitioners, 2011, Southend Borough-wide Character Study, 
https://www.southend.gov.uk/downloads/download/302/southend_character_study 
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Appendix 1 Cultural Heritage Gazetteer 

This gazetteer incorporates selected relevant archaeological and historical sites identified from available sources within a 1km study area. 

Abbreviations 

NGR - National Grid Reference                             LB – Listed Building    ENS – Event Number   NHLE – National Heritage List for England 

 

AB No. Period Description Status NGR Reference No.s 
 

1 Prehistoric Prittlewell Camp - Roughly elliptical camp, measuring c800ft N-S, 650ft E-W; at 
the SE corner is an irregularly shaped mound. 

Scheduled 
Monument 

TQ 8899 
8783 9547 - MSS30257 

2 Neolithic Neolithic axe-head  TQ 8930 
8847 9612 - MSS30462 

3 Early Iron Age 

Southend-on-Sea, Sutton Road 1976 - Early Iron Age pottery and occupation 
recorded during a watching brief by D.G. Macleod of Southend Museum on 
development for an industrial estate, at the base of the plough soil within 'U' 
shaped ditch. Another 'V' shaped ditch had domestic rubbish in it. These occur 
running North-South. Line of footpath to the North suggests the ditches mark 
the old trackway. No evidence seen for metalling between ditches. 

 TQ 8816 
8829 

23023 - 
MSS1032810 

4 Iron Age Probable Iron Age pottery found in construction trenches along with 33 gold 
staters of Late Iron Age date recovered by metal detecting   TQ 882 

883 9734 - MSS30833 

5 Late Iron Age- 
Roman 

Southend Indoor tennis and Leisure Centre - A pit containing of Late Iron 
Age/Roman pottery was discovered during a watching brief after top soil 
stripping. Further pieces of unstratified early Roman pottery also recovered. 

 TQ 8965 
8762 

14694 - MSS39928 

14695 - MSS39931 

6 Roman 
Watching brief on builders trenches. Two Romano-British cremation groups 
with amphorae, poppy-headed beakers and globular urns. Prehistoric and 
Roman finds, also ditches were observed to the west 

 TQ 882 
883 9776 - MSS30928 

7 Roman 
Roman pottery recovered from developers trenches An amphora burial was 
revealed during the digging of factory foundations in 1976. Subsequent 

 
TQ 881 
884 

9735 - MSS30838 



FOSSETT’S FARM, SOUTHEND-ON-SEA, ESSEX 

ARCHAEOLOGY DESK BASED ASSESSMENT AND HERITAGE STATEMENT 

©AB Heritage Limited 2020   |   43   |   www.abheritage.co.uk 

AB No. Period Description Status NGR Reference No.s 
 

building works revealed evidence for an apparently extensive Roman 
building/settlement of the C3-C4 

8 Roman Roman cremation recorded during watching brief, 1976  TQ 882 
884 9733 - MSS30831 

9 Roman Roman coin  TQ 8888 
8715 9788 - MSS30959 

10 Roman Pottery fragments, two iron keys and Dubitatus motarium found during 
excavations for Sewage Works  TQ 88050 

87750 
23051 - 
MSS1032841 

11 Roman Roman coins from unlocated sites in Southchurch. 2 of Allectus, 1 of Aurelian.  TQ 90 86 11036 - MSS32227 

12 Roman – 
Medieval 

Excavation in 1929 produced C13-C15 pottery, tiles and iron fragments and a 
Roman padlock spring.  TQ 8899 

8783 9548 - MSS30273 

13 Medieval 

Finds from Excavation - Limited excavation in 1929 involved trenching the 
rampart in the SW sector, a series of trenches across the interior leading to the 
mound at the SE angle, and more extensive trenching on the mound itself. 
Finds were mostly medieval, including C13- C15 pottery, tiles and iron 
fragments, shell and animal bone, part of a circular stone pillar and building 
material 

 TQ 8899 
8783 9549 - MSS30276 

14 Medieval Matrix for making impression of seal, C13 to early C14. Flat lead disc with a 
central motif of 8 long petals separated by 8 stamens with three small knobs  TQ 894 

873 9706 - MSS30777 

15 Medieval 
Southend, north of Waitrose supermarket A lead seal of the 13th - 14th 
century, found by metal detector on land immediately north of Waitrose 
supermarket, Eastern Avenue, Southend, and just south of Prittlewell Camp. 

 TQ 8880 
8780 

23001 - 
MSS1032737 

16 Medieval Prittlewell Priory - c.1.1km to the south-west of the proposed development; SM TQ 87722 
87299 NHLE 1018452 
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AB No. Period Description Status NGR Reference No.s 
 

17 
Undated 
probable 
Medieval 

The green lane - wide lane or drove-way extends north-south along eastern 
side of Prittlewell Camp. Appears on Tithe mapping. Possible relict of the 
medieval landscape. 

 TQ 89126 
88035  

18 Medieval – Post 
Medieval 

Sutton Hall – 1.2km north of the proposed development. A 14th century Timber 
framed house, considerably altered and rebuilt in the 16th century with 
additions and later alterations 

Grade II Listed 
Building 

TQ 88925 
89230 NHLE 1321993 

19 Medieval – Post 
Medieval  Church of All Saints - c. 1.2km to the north of the proposed development site Grade II* 

Listed Building 
TQ 88785 
89231 NHLE 1113355 

20 Medieval - Post 
Medieval 

Fox Hall Farmhouse – 14th century house, located c. 1.06km to the south-east 
of the proposed development site 

Grade II Listed 
Building 

TQ902128
7745 NHLE 1168657 

21 Post Medieval New Hall located c. 1.02km to the northwest of the proposed development. Grade II Listed 
Building 

TQ 88450 
89021 NHLE 1113354 

22 Post Medieval Barn c. 90 Metres South of Shopland Hall located c. 700m to the east of the 
proposed development site 

Grade II Listed 
Building 

TQ 89816 
88244 NHLE 1113358 

23 Post Medieval Two Adjacent Head and Foot Stones, Shopland Churchyard located c. 800m 
to the east of the proposed development site Grade II Listed TQ 89910 

88268 NHLE 1321992 

24 WWII Sutton Road Cemetery War Memorial located c. 480m to the west of the 
proposed development site Grade II Listed TQ 88347 

88060 NHLE 1444573 

25 WWII Heavy Anti-aircraft gun-site, 380m south east of Butler's Gate located c. 
1.03km to the north-east of the proposed development site SM TQ 89870 

88879 NHLE 1019550 

26  WWII 

Pillbox, E of Smither's Farm, Southend-on-Sea Standing on the E side of a 
north/south track, 300 yards E of Smither's Farm, north of greenlane. It is a 
Type FW3/22 brick and concrete pillbox. It measures 19' 7" across, with faces 
11' 6" in length. 

 TQ 8912 
8814 

20386 - 
MSS1032614 

27  Undated 
Possibly Modern 

Ditched mound, 8m in diameter, 0.6m in height with hollow centre, surrounded 
by a faint ditch. Mound is visible on vertical photography 1949. The field, in 
which the mound stands, contains two circular pits in 1949. The mound is 

 TQ 8896 
8797 9769 - MSS30911 
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AB No. Period Description Status NGR Reference No.s 
 

possibly the result of recent agricultural activity, or possibly related to WWII 
activities. It has apparently, now been ploughed flat 

28 Event 

Fieldwalking prior to the Waitrose development. A small quantity of burnt flint 
was recovered, all in the east of the survey area, but with no concentrations. In 
addition two small sherds of medieval pottery were recovered from the 
southern half of the survey area. The post medieval finds include pottery and 
tile. The distribution of tile is consistent with that produced by pre-mechanised 
farming practice throughout Essex, namely the manuring of fields by hand 

 
TQ 890 
876 

14689 - MSS39916 

14690 - MSS39921 

14691 - MSS39922 

29 Event 
Link road Evaluation, 2003, Oxford Archaeology for CgMs Consulting, two 
probable Roman period ditches, later excavated in B&Q link road excavation - 
Area A. 

 
TQ 888 
881 

23042 - MSS10328 

30 Event 
Archaeological Evaluation, 2004, to the north of Prittlewell Camp, within the 
current development boundary, Oxford Archaeology.  

 
TQ 88955 
88055 

23050 - 
MSS1032840 

31 Event 
B&Q link road excavation, 2005, Area A – Field system recorded and 
tentatively dated to the 4th Century AD. 

 
TQ 89162 
88050 

 

32 Event 

B & Q Link road Excavation, 2005, Area D - excavation recovered unstratified 
Mesolithic and Neolithic flints, features and ceramics dating to the Bronze Age. 
A high density of archaeological features indicative of Saxon settlement, 
probably from 5th to 7th century. Very small quantity of residual Iron Age and 
Romano-British pottery sherds.  

 
TQ 89250 
87760 

23061 - 
MSS1032852 

23062 - 
MSS1032853 

23063 - 
MSS1032854 

23064 - 
MSS1032856 

23065 - 
MSS1032857 
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33 Event DeVere Hotel Evaluation, 2005, Two medieval field boundaries and a sherd of 
prehistoric pottery recovered.  TQ 89261 

87967  

34 Event Clements Park Evaluation, 2006,   TQ 89255 
88125  



 

 

AB Heritage Limited (Head Office) 
Jarrow Business Centre, Rolling Mill 
Road, Jarrow, South Tyneside, NE32 3DT 
Tel: 03333 440 206 
e-mail:  info@abheritage.co.uk 

 

 



KEY

0 500m

1:10,000

Site Boundary

© Crown Copyright 2019. Ordnance Survey Licence Number 100050237

Date 02/11/18

Figure 1: Site Location

Drawn by: Pighill

Job No:  60573

Project: Fossett’s Farm

88000

89
00

0 

87
00

0



AB02

AB25

AB016

AB03 AB04,06

AB07 AB08

AB09

AB28

AB29

AB14

AB10

AB12,13
AB15

AB24

AB18

AB19

AB23

AB22

AB20

AB21

AB30
AB17

AB34

AB33

AB31

AB32

AB27

AB26

AB25

AB05

AB01

0                                            500m

KEY
Site Boundary

Archaeological Event (Point)

Search Area (1000m)

Monument

Listed Building

© Crown Copyright 2016. Ordnance Survey Licence Number 100050237

Project: Fossett’s Farm

Date: 03/04/19 Job No: 60573
Drawn by: Pighill

Figure 2: Cultural Heritage Features
               Map



KEY

1:400

20 m0

Site Boundary

Date 04/04/19 Job No:  60573

Figure 3: Lidar data

Drawn by: Pighill

Project: Fossett’s Farm
417

321320 322 323 324 325 326

418

419

420

421

422

former allotment gardens

FRONT STREET
B1283

Allotments

Broadview Villas

Chapel Court

SherburnFarm



KEY

10 m0

Site Boundary

The Prittlewell Camp Mound

Green Lane AB17

Photo Direction

Prittlewell Camp AB1

16

Date 04/04/19 Job No:  60573

Figure 4: Photo Plan

Drawn by: Pighill

Project: Fossett’s Farm

05

02

04

09

12

07

03

11

13

06

08

01

10



KEY

0                                           5km    

Zones with line of sight

Visible Horizon 

Date 20/03/19 Job No:  60573
Drawn by: Pighill

Project: Fossett’s Farm





 

 

AB Heritage Limited (Head Office) 
Jarrow Business Centre, Rolling Mill 
Road, Jarrow, South Tyneside, NE32 3DT 
Tel: 03333 440 206 
e-mail:  info@abheritage.co.uk 

 
 

 


	PN2694 - Fossetts Farm Management plan final text
	Prittlewell Camp, Fossetts Way, Southend-on-Sea
	Draft Archaeological Conservation Management Plan
	July 2020
	© Orion Heritage Ltd 2020
	Licence No: 100056706
	Report
	Site
	Client
	Date
	Planning Authority
	Site Centred At
	Prepared By
	Approved By
	Report Status
	Orion Ref

	Appendix 1
	Lidar Profile Analysis by Dr Charlie Willis
	Appendix 2

	AB Heritage. 2020.  Fossett’s Farm, Southend-on-Sea, Essex: Archaeology Desk Based Assessment and Heritage Statement  Contents
	List of Illustrations
	Project background and purpose of document
	Summary description
	History
	Existing Condition
	Plate 6 View across the southern bank adjacent to The Lookout
	Existing Management
	Condition of the monument
	Opportunities: Balancing Archaeological and Ecological Value
	Access
	Understanding and interpretation

	8.0 Issues, Management Objectives & Operations to achieve them by Management Compartments

	PN2694 Figure 1-6 19.08.20
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Figure 4
	Figure 5
	Figure 6

	PN2694 Fossets Farm Profile Analysis
	Appendix 1

	60735_AB Heritage_Fossetts Farm_DBA and Heritage Statement_Final

