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Summary

Countryside Properties has commissioned Oxford Archaeology East to undertake an
archaeological  Desk-Based  Assessment  examining  the  archaeological  resource
across a 211 hectare site located on land north of Maldon, Essex (584280, 209167)
and across the surrounding 1km landscape.

Evidence  for  archaeological  remains  (in  the  form  of  cropmarks,  features  and
findspots)  from  the  Palaeolithic through  to  the  post-medieval  period  have  been
identified within a 1km radius of  the Landholding.   This report  demonstrates that
there is high potential for archaeological remains within the Proposed Development
Area,  in  particular  of  the  Iron  Age  and  Roman  periods.   Remains  of  Neolithic,
Bronze Age,  Anglo-Saxon and medieval  date are also considered likely  but  to  a
lesser degree.

The majority of the Proposed Development Area has been subject to little modern
disturbance, and as such archaeological deposits are likely to be in a good state of
preservation, although they may have been affected by arable farming techniques
from the medieval and post-medieval periods.

The construction of the proposed residential housing, school, roads, buried services
and associated infrastructure have the potential to affect archaeological deposits.  A
mitigation  strategy  comprising  intrusive  works,  initially  in  the  form  of  an
archaeological  trial  tench  evaluation,  would  highlight  the  nature,  survival  and
significance of any archaeological deposits which may be affected by the proposed
development plans.
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1  INTRODUCTION

1.1   Planning Background
1.1.1 A  pre-planning  application  has  been  submitted  by  Countryside  Properties  for  a

proposed development approximately 211 hectares in size, on land north of Maldon,
Essex; hereafter referred to as the 'Landholding' (Fig. 1).

1.1.2 Countryside Properties are producing Masterplan for the proposed development.  The
majority  of  the  proposed works  are  located approximately  to the  south of  a  line  of
electricity pylons which bisects the site from the south-west to the north-east.  This area
to the south of the pylons is henceforth referred to as the 'Proposed Development Area'
(Fig.  1).   The  development  proposals  include  the  construction  of  new  residential
properties,  along  with  a  school,  village  hall,  open  spaces,  roads  and  associated
services.  An area of Ancient Woodland located within the Proposed Development Area
will be maintained.

1.1.3 An  archaeological  Desk-Based  Assessment  has  been  requested  by  the  Historic
Environment  Team  of  Essex  County  Council  (ECC  HET),  in  accordance  with  the
requirements of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 2012.

1.2   Location, Geology and Topography 
1.2.1 The Landholding is located to the north of the town of Maldon, centred on National Grid

Reference  584280,  209167.   It  is  located  around 14km east  of  Chelmsford  and  is
situated  in  the  Blackwater  Estuary.   The  Landholding  spans  the  boundaries  of  the
historic  parishes  of  Langford,  Heybridge  and  Great  Totham,  and  is  under  the
administration of Maldon District Council.

1.2.2 The Landholding mainly comprises open arable farmland, although there is also a large
area of Ancient Woodland within its eastern extent and a Conservation Area across its
western extent.   The Landholding is divided into three areas by the Maypole Road,
which links Heybridge to Great Totham to the north, and by the Maldon Road, which
links Langford to Hatfield Peverel to the north-west.

1.2.3 The  majority  of  the  Landholding  is  located  on  London  Clay  Formation  overlain  by
Second River Terrace deposits of Sand and Gravel.  The most north-easterly section of
the Landholding is located on London Clay Formation overlain by Head Clay and Silts.
The westernmost portion of the Landholding is formed from London Clay overlain by
Alluvial Deposits of Silt, Sand and Gravel (BGS 2014).

1.2.4 The Landholding is located at an approximate height of 4.6m OD at its south-western
limits,  slowly rising to around 11.6m OD at  its northern extent.   To the north of  the
Landholding, the ground rises rapidly to a height of c. 37m OD within a distance of 1km.

1.3   Aims and Methodology

Aims
1.3.1 The purpose of the archaeological Desk-Based Assessment is to define the character,

extent and significance of known heritage assets within and close to the Landholding,
taking  into  account  any  past  impacts  which  may have  affected  the  survival  of  any
archaeology present on the Proposed Development Area itself.  It also identifies any
heritage constraints on the proposed development and provides an outline assessment
of any potential impacts which may result from the proposal.
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Methodology
1.3.2 For the assessment of the heritage assets a 1km radius of the Landholding, centred on

584280, 209167 was studied (hereafter 'the search area'), in order to put the site in
context.

1.3.3 The  Desk-Based  Assessment  draws  on  secondary  historical  sources,  cartographic
evidence,  the  Essex  Historic  Environment  Record  (EHER),  aerial  photographs,
geophysical survey, a walkover survey and previous archaeological work.

1.3.4 The Desk-Based Assessment has been carried out according to standards set by the
Institute for Archaeologists (IfA) in their guidance paper  Standards and Guidance for
Archaeological Desk-Based Assessment (2012).

1.4   Policy Context
1.4.1 Several pieces of legislation recognise the importance of the historic environment and

provide protection for heritage assets of particular importance.  For archaeology, the
Ancient  Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act  of  1979, which covers Scheduled
Monuments,  is  key.   For  the  built  heritage  the  Planning  (Listed  Buildings  and
Conservation Areas) Act of 1990 provides protection mechanisms for buildings or areas
of architectural or historical significance.

1.4.2 At a national level, the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 2012 replaces the
2010  Planning  Policy  Statement  (PPS)  5.   It  covers  all  aspects  of  the  historic
environment within a common set of policies, which recognise that heritage assets are
a non-renewable  resource  and that  heritage conservation  has  wider  benefits,  while
accepting that the level of conservation should be proportionate with the significance of
the assets concerned.

1.4.3 With respect  to hedgerows, the Hedgerow Regulations 1997 make provision for  the
protection of  hedgerows considered to be of  landscape and/or historical and natural
history  importance (DEFRA 2002).   The Regulations  state  that  a  hedgerow can be
considered to be ‘Important’ if it meets certain criteria as defined in Schedule 1, Part II
of the Regulations, and as stated in the DEFRA guidance (2002).  The relevant criterion
is:

1- The hedgerow marks the boundary, or part of the boundary, or at least one historic
parish or township

and

5- The hedgerow:

(a) is recorded in a document held at the relevant date at a Record Office as an integral
part of a field system pre-dating the Inclosure Acts

1.4.4 In regard to local Planning Policy, the Maldon District Council adopted a Local Plan in
2005 recognising the importance of archaeological sites whether scheduled or not and
conforms to the guidance offered in NPPF 5.  The policies state:

POLICY BE17 Preservation of Sites of Nationally important archaeological remains and
their settings:

1- There is a presumption in favour of the physical preservation of nationally important
archaeological remains and their settings, whether scheduled or not

2- Development will not be permitted if it fails to preserve the archaeological value and
interest of the remains or their settlings
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POLICY BE18 Control of Development at a site of local archaeological value

1-  Planning  permission  for  development  which  would  have  a  detrimental  effect  on
remains  of  local  archaeological  value  will  only  be  granted  if  the  importance  of  the
development outweighs the local value of the remains

2-  If  planning permission  is  granted,  conditions  will  be imposed to  ensure  that  the
remains are properly recorded and evaluated and where practicable preserved

1.4.5 The Maldon District  Pre-submission Local Development Plan 2014-2029 builds upon
the 2005 Local Plan.  The policy states:

POLICY D3 Heritage Assets

All  development  proposals  that  affect  a  heritage  asset  (both  designated  and
undesignated) and its settling will require to:

1- Preserve or enhance its special character setting and townscape/landscape value in
a manner which is appropriate to its significance

2- Submit a Heritage Statement to explain the significance of the heritage asset, giving
justification for the development proposals, and clearly identifying their impact on the
heritage asset's special character and setting

1.4.6 Further to this, in regard to archaeology, Policy D3 also states:

Where  development  might  affect  geological  deposits,  archaeology  or  standing
archaeology, an assessment from an appropriate specialist  source should be carried
out, including consultation of the Historic Environment Record.  The assessment should
be carried out in the early stages of the planning process to identify the likely impact on
known or potential heritage assets and assess their significance.  The assessment will
also provide the basis for potential mitigation strategies, including excavation, in situ
preservation, and recording

1.4.7 The Maldon District Pre-submission Local Development Plan 2014-2029 also contains
a spacial vision and development strategy.  Policy S2 (Strategic Growth) lays out the
Districts  plan  for  sustainable  development.   Policy  S4  is  specific  to  the  growth  of
Maldon and Heybridge, with detailed information regarding the Garden Suburb for the
land north of Maldon to which this DBA is dealing with.

1.5   Acknowledgements
1.5.1 The author would like to extend thanks to Countryside Properties for commissioning

and funding this work.   The walkover  survey and visits to  the HER and NMR were
carried out by Lucy Lawrence.
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2  ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL SOURCES

2.1   Historical Sources 
2.1.1 The Landholding lies to the north of Maldon and Heybridge in the historic parishes of

Langford and Heybridge,  which were recorded in the Domesday Survey of  1086 as
being  in  the  Thurstable  Hundred.   Heybridge  was  formerly  called  Tidwoldington,
recorded  in  the  Domesday  Book  as  Tidwoldituna and  was  part  of  the  borough  of
Maldon.  Maldon was recorded as Malduna or Meldona.

2.1.2 Maldon itself is first mentioned in 913 in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle where it appears as
Maeldun.  The name comes from Mael meaning 'monument or cross' and dun meaning
'hill', thus translating as 'monument on the hill' (Ekwall 1960).

2.1.3 In 913 King Edward the Elder and his entourage camped at Maldon whilst a defensive
burh (fortified dwelling) was built at Witham.  In 916 the King ordered a burh to be built
at Maldon itself, as part of his campaign to recover the East of England from Danish
control.  The success of Maldon to withstand an assault by the Danes and Vikings in
917 is  testament  to  the  strength  of  the  defensive  structure  (Brown  1986).   Further
invasion  hit  Maldon  in  991  when  a  Viking  Fleet  sailed  up  the  Blackwater  estuary.
Although  this  battle  was  a  decisive  victory  for  the  Vikings,  Maldon  itself  avoided
destruction.

2.1.4 There was a royal mint in Maldon, one of only three in the county, from as early as 925.
The earliest known Maldon coin was minted in the reign of Athelstan (924-939) (Brown
1986).  The mint stayed in production until at least 1100.

2.1.5 Maldon was one of only two boroughs in Essex in 1066, the other being Colchester.
This level of importance for the town was reinforced in 1171 when King Henry II granted
a borough charter (Medlycott 1999).

2.2   Consulted Sources
2.2.1 The Essex HER and the National Monuments Record (NMR) are the main repositories

of  cultural  heritage  data  for  the  county.   An  HER  search  was  undertaken  of  the
Landholding  and a  1km search radius  around it.   The records  include monuments,
findspots, historic buildings, conservation areas and historic woodland.  The HER is not
a record of all surviving elements of the historic environment and does not preclude the
subsequent  discovery  of  further  elements  of  the  historic  environment  that  are,  at
present, unknown.

2.2.2 The  1km  search  area  contains  260  records  including  Scheduled  Monuments,
Conservation  Areas,  Listed  Buildings  (Fig.  2),  cropmarks,  findspots,  archaeological
investigations, historic roads and historic hedgerows (Fig. 3).

2.2.3 A gazetteer  of  all  heritage data can be found in  Appendix  A.   Each record has  an
individual identifying NMR/HER number which for the sake of  clarity and brevity has
been allocated an OA number.  These OA numbers are referred to in the text where
relevant and marked on Figures 2 to 4.

Archaeological baseline
2.2.4 The  Landholding  does  not  contain  any  designated  sites  (Scheduled Monuments  or

Listed  Buildings).   The NMR and HER record  32 non-designated assets  within  the
Landholding, of which fifteen are located within the Proposed Development Area (OA
52, 87, 103-105, 107-111, 113-115, 118 and 120).  With the exception of OA 52 (an
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archaeological investigation), all  the records represent cropmarks identified on aerial
photographs.

2.2.5 The remaining eighteen assets recorded within the Landholding to the north and south-
west of the Proposed Development Area are also predominantly cropmarks (OA 88-89,
94-102, 106 and 116-117).  In addition to this, two archaeological investigations (OA 47-
48) and two findspots (OA 130 and 137) are also recorded.

2.2.6 Within  the  search  area  there  is  one  Scheduled  Monument,  the  remains  of  a  20th
century pumping station (OA 1).  There are also two Grade I listed Buildings (OA 28 and
36), two Grade II* Listed Buildings (OA 18 and 26) and 68 Grade II Listed Buildings.
The south-western portion of  the Landholding (to the west of  the dismantled railway
line) is located within the Langford Conservation Area (OA 2).  A second Conservation
Area (the Chelmer and Blackwater Navigation; OA 3) is situated to the south of the
Landholding.

2.2.7 All of the designated assets are presented on Figure 2, whist non-designated assets
are mapped on Figure 3.  Archaeological features within the Landholding are shown in
more detail in Figure 4.

Palaeolithic (c.1,000,000-10,000BC) and Mesolithic (c.10,000-3500BC)
2.2.8 The majority of the evidence for Palaeolithic activity within the Maldon region comes

from chance finds of stone tools, such as handaxes (ECC 2008).  These tend to come
from  the  river  terrace  gravels,  such  as  those  upon  which  the  majority  of  the
Landholding is located.  However, there have been no recorded artefacts of this period
found within either the Landholding or the study area.

2.2.9 Evidence for the Mesolithic period also takes the form of flint tools and waste but differs
from those characteristic of the Palaeolithic in that the new technology was generally
based on smaller ‘microliths'.  Collections of Mesolithic flintwork have been recovered
at  a  number  of  locations  across the  intertidal  zones  of  the  Blackwater  and Crouch
estuaries.   A particularly large site is known at  Maylandsea (ECC 2008),  some 8km
south-east of the Proposed Development Area.

2.2.10 There have not been any recorded Mesolithic discoveries within the Landholding.  The
only  artefact  of  this  period  to  have  been  found  within  the  search  area  is  a  single
microlith discovered during archaeological works at Elms Farm (OA 55), to the south of
the Landholding (Langton & Holbrook 1997).

Neolithic (c.3500-2000BC) and Bronze Age (c.2000-700BC)
2.2.11 The  Blackwater  estuary  provides  some  of  the  best  evidence  for  Neolithic  activity

throughout the whole of the East of England (ECC 2008).  In addition, Neolithic activity
has been identified at a number of sites on the river terrace gravels upon which the
majority of the Landholding sits.

2.2.12 The earliest feature to have been dated within the search area is an Early Neolithic pit,
excavated at Howell's Farm (OA 50, c.90m north of the Proposed Development Area).
This pit contained Early Neolithic pottery along with struck and burnt flint (Wallis 1998).

2.2.13 Within the Landholding, to the north of the Proposed Development Area, archaeological
investigations undertaken prior to the construction of a reservoir (OA 47) recorded a
number of features, including two ring ditches, a trackway and a number of pits.  The
ring ditches were provisionally dated to the Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age, and one
contained a cremation and a number of internal postholes (Cooper-Reade 1996).
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2.2.14 Approximately  450m  beyond  the  eastern  limit  of  the  Proposed  Development  Area,
investigations undertaken at Loft's Farm (OA 70-71) prior to gravel extraction, recorded
a large multi-period site.  The earliest remains dated from the Neolithic period, including
a linear ditch and four pits (Brown et al.  1984).  The large scale excavations at Elms
Farm (OA 55),  located immediately  south  of  the  Proposed Development  Area,  also
recovered  evidence  of  Neolithic  activity  in  the  form of  a  number  of  pits  containing
pottery and struck flint (Atkinson & Preston 2001).

2.2.15 Evidence  for  Bronze  Age  activity  within  the  Landholding  was  recorded  during
construction of the reservoir (OA 47-48), where the ring ditches and associated features
mentioned  is  paragraph  2.2.13  may  date  to  the  Early  Bronze  Age.   Within  close
proximity to the Landholding, further Bronze Age material was recovered from Howell's
Farm (OA 50) where an eight-post structure was the main feature of this period (Wallis
1998).  In addition, excavations at Elms Farm (OA 55), Crescent Road (OA 57, c.350m
south of  the Proposed Development Area)  and Loft's  Farm (OA 70-71) all  recorded
evidence for Bronze Age settlement.

2.2.16 Cropmarks identified within the Landholding appear to span numerous periods, some
of which are thought to date to the Bronze Age.  The most impressive of these is an
irregular enclosure and four ring ditches in the north-western area of the Landholding
(OA 94).  The NMR and HER record three of the ring ditches as probably Bronze Age in
date, while the enclosure is assumed to belong to the later Iron Age.  Other cropmarks
within the Landholding which may also represent Bronze Age activity include OA 95-96,
89 and 106.  Within the Proposed Development Area, potential Bronze Age features
may  be  represented  by  cropmarks  OA 111,  115  and  117.   In  the  wider  vicinity
approximately 1.5km beyond the westernmost limit  of the Landholding there are two
Middle Bronze Age barrow cemeteries (Gilmour 2013).

Iron Age (c.700BC-AD43)
2.2.17 Iron Age sites and finds are numerous within the Maldon region.  During the early part

of  this  period,  there  seems  to  have  been  a  significant  change  in  the  settlement
distribution of the area.  A number of the wells at the Late Bronze Age settlements north
of  the  Blackwater  estuary  appear  to  have  been  deliberately  sealed  with  Iron  Age
deposits including large quantities of pottery (ECC 2008).  At around the same time in
Maldon itself, at the top of the hill, an Early Iron Age settlement defended by a timber
palisade, was established (ECC 2008).

2.2.18 An important Iron Age settlement site within the search area is the Late Iron Age site at
Elms Farm (OA 55,  the northern extent  of  which  lies  c.50m south of  the Proposed
Development Area).  Excavations have produced evidence of a society with clear links
to the continent and the importation of  goods from the Roman Empire.  It has been
suggested that the Elms Farm site prospered in the Late Iron Age through trade with
the continent  (ECC 2008).   Numerous additional excavations within the search area
have also recorded Iron Age settlement evidence, indicating the extensive nature of
settlement around Heybridge at this time.  These include works within the Landholding
itself.  The Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age ditches seen during archaeological works
prior to the construction of the reservoir (OA 47-48) appear to have been recut during
the Iron Age (Cooper-Reade 1996).

2.2.19 Also within the Landholding are numerous cropmarks which may represent Iron Age
archaeological features (OA 94, 101, 106, 108 and 118).  Potential Iron Age enclosures
(OA 94), ring ditches (OA 96) and linear ditches (OA 101) can all be seen within the
Landholding.  Many of these features appear to respect earlier Bronze Age features (for
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example OA 94), whilst others may show continuity into the Roman period (for example
OA  118).   Cropmarks  OA  104-105,  109-111  and  113-115  within  the  Proposed
Development Area may also date to the Iron Age, although their more simplistic layouts
makes them harder to date.  Cropmark group OA 115 (in the south-east corner of the
Landholding) is of particular interest with a ring ditch located within an enclosure.

2.2.20 A significant Iron Age site has been excavated at Howell's Farm (OA 50), immediately
adjacent to the northern edge of the Proposed Development Area.  The majority of the
features here dated to the Middle Iron Age, and comprised enclosures, a roundhouse
and numerous pits and postholes (Wallis 1998).

2.2.21 Elsewhere within the search area, evidence of Iron Age settlement has been identified
during  a  number  of  investigations,  mainly  to  the  south  and  east  of  the  Proposed
Development  Area  (OA 57-58,  61  and  69-71).   Smaller  scale  artefactual  finds  or
features of this period have been uncovered during an additional three archaeological
investigations (OA 51, 59 and 65).  Of particular interest is a Late Iron Age cemetery
(OA 145) c.1km south-east of the Proposed Development Area, found on the site of the
new cemetery in Heybridge.

Romano-British (AD43-410)
2.2.22 The Roman period is the most represented period within the study area, although there

have been no recorded Roman remains from within the Landholding itself.  However,
from the study area a total  of seventeen different archaeological investigations have
recorded evidence for Roman remains to some degree, with eight of those excavations
being within 300m of the southern boundary (OA 51, 54-59 and 67) and a further site
being less than 150m north (OA 50) of the Proposed Development Area.

2.2.23 Of these findings, by far the most substantial and significant is the settlement recorded
at Elms Farm (OA 55), where evidence suggests that the earlier Iron Age settlement
was slowly Romanised, and earlier features replaced with a more structured layout of
roads,  temples  and  public  areas  (ECC  2008).   The  excavations  recorded  remains
spanning the Romano-British period with evidence dating from the 1st to 4th century.

2.2.24 Archaeological investigations carried out on land off Everest Way (OA 67) which abuts
the southern side of the Proposed Development Area identified a probable Roman ditch
running  on  a  north-south  alignment  (Ennis  2011).   To  the  north  of  the  Proposed
Development Area, evidence of Roman activity has been recorded at Howell's Farm
(OA 50), where 1st century backfilling of earlier Iron Age ditches was seen.  The site
also contained a number of pits dating to the 1st and 2nd centuries (Wallis 1998).

2.2.25 Approximately 600m to the west  of  the Landholding, a large area of  cropmarks has
been interpreted by the NMR and HER as a Roman enclosure surrounding a possible
temple  with  other  associated  features  (OA  86).   Within  the  Landholding,  further
cropmarks identified via aerial photography may represent Roman activity (OA 97, 100,
111, 113, 115 and 118).  A single Roman findspot (OA 137) has been recovered from
the Landholding, consisting of the rim of a 1st century olla (squat round pot or jar) found
in 1913.

2.2.26 The Maypole Road, which bisects the Landholding, is part of a possible Roman Road
(OA 146), running from Rivenhall to Southend.  Holloway Road which runs north-west
to south-east  through Heybridge is also thought to  be a possible Roman Road (OA
149).
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Anglo-Saxon (AD410-1066)
2.2.27 A number of sites within Maldon district have recorded evidence of Early Anglo-Saxon

occupation.   The remains of  5th and 6th century activity has been identified during
numerous archaeological investigations, including at Elms Farm (OS 55) to the south of
the Proposed Development Area, where continuation of settlement was recorded (ECC
2008).

2.2.28 Anglo-Saxon settlement evidence has been recorded at Crescent Road (OA 57), whilst
findspots of Saxon artefacts further indicate activity during this period.  One findspot is
recorded from within the Landholding, where a coin and gold bead of 7th century date
were found by a metal detector (OA 130).  The discovery of this coin within an area of
cropmarks (OA 101) suggests the potential for associated features to be present in this
area.  Additional findspots from the wider study area include pottery (OA 128), an urn
(OA 140) and a coin (OA 132).

Medieval (AD1066-1500)
2.2.29 The medieval communities of  Langford and Heybridge would have been centred on

their churches.  The 11th century Grade II* Listed parish church of Langford, the church
of St Giles (OA 18) is located just 100m north of the Landholding.  The 12th century
Grade I Listed parish church of Heybridge, the Church of St Andrew (OA 36), is located
around 400m south of the Proposed Development Area.

2.2.30 Located c.650m south of the westernmost part of the Landholding is the Grade I Listed
Beeleigh  Abbey  (OA  28).   It  was  founded  in  1180  by  Robert  Mantell  for
Premonstratensian  canons  removed  here  from  Great  Parndon.   Whilst  the  original
structure is of a 12th century date, there are mid 13th to early 16th century alterations.
The Abbey was dissolved in 1536 and is now a private residence.

2.2.31 Moated sites are a common landscape feature and the site of an infilled medieval moat
has  been  identified  within  the  search  area  (OA 148)  around  400m  south  of  the
Proposed Development Area (Fig. 3).

2.2.32 The earliest  detailed  maps of  the  Landholding  do not  date  to  the  medieval  period.
However, the field pattern as seen on the 19th century Enclosure and Tithe Maps is
believed to largely comprise of pre-18th century and potentially medieval field systems.
It  is  possible  that  some of  the boundaries  and hedgerows (OA 151-164)  within  the
Proposed Development Area may have their origins in the medieval period.

2.2.33 There are a number of 14th, 15th and 16th century Listed Buildings within the search
area (OA 4, 11-12, 32,37 and 41), mainly located along the main roads.  It is possible
that  more  of  the  early  post-medieval  buildings  along  these  route  also  have  earlier
origins,  or that  they were built  on the footprint  of  earlier  buildings which lined these
main routeways.

Post-medieval (AD1500-1800)
2.2.34 Evidence from the post-medieval period within the search area is dominated by Listed

Buildings.  There is one Scheduled Monument within the search area, a water pumping
station (OA 1), located approximately 120m south-west of the Landholding.  It was built
in 1927 by the Southend Water Works Company.  The steam engine used to power the
pump is still in situ today.

2.2.35 The western portion of the Landholding is situated on the Langford Conservation Area
Chelmer  and  Blackwater  Navigation  (OA 2-3  and 150).   The earliest  plans  for  this
navigation date to 1677, however construction did not start until October 1793 and it
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was opened on the 3rd June 1797.  The canal was used by barges transporting goods
up until 1972.  It is now used by pleasure crafts.  Further evidence of industrial activity
is  seen  with  the  dismantled  railway  line  (OA 147),  which  divides  the  bulk  of  the
Landholding  from  the  westernmost  segment.   The  Maldon,  Witham  and  Braintree
Railway was authorised in 1846 and construction was complete two years later.  The
Witham to Braintree section remains open today,  but  the Witham to Maldon section
closed to passengers in 1964 and to goods in 1966.  The Maldon railway station (OA
35), located 1km south of  the Proposed Development Area,  is Grade II  Listed.  The
structure  is  highly  ornate,  constructed  in  the  Jacobean  style  and  built  in  1846
(Medlycott 1999).

2.3   Cartographic Evidence
2.3.1 Historic  maps covering  the search area were consulted at  the Essex HER and the

Bodleian Library, Oxford.  Maps covering the Landholding date from 1576 to 1980.  A
complete list of the maps consulted can be found in the bibliography (Appendix B).

2.3.2 The study of maps and associated historical sources helps to clarify the archaeological
potential of a site in two ways.  Firstly, it suggests aspects of the medieval and later
land-use prior to any modern development.  Secondly, it pinpoints areas within the site
that may have been previously disturbed (such as by development or quarrying). 

2.3.3 There are  a number  of  early  post-medieval  maps of  the  county of  Essex,  such as
Saxton’s  1576  map  (Fig.  5)  which  shows  both  Langford  and  Heybridge  to  be
settlements large enough to warrant mapping.  Ogilby and Morgan’s map of 1678 (Fig.
6) is more detailed than Saxton’s although field boundaries are not shown.  This map
shows the boundary between the parishes of Heybridge and Langford (OA 144) to run
through the Landholding.  It also shows what appears to be a river or water course,
although this is not shown on any other maps, and its alignment along a historic road
suggests this is not the correct depiction of this feature.

2.3.4 Chapman and Andre’s Map of 1777 (Fig. 7) shows the Landholding within the context of
the built  environment at this time.  Houses and farm buildings are shown to line the
main roads, with churches and halls also depicted.  The Landholding does not contain
any structures at this time, although the farms which border the Landholding, such as
Howell’s Farm (OA 50) to the north are present.  This map also shows a landscape
contour  crossing the Landholding,  suggesting a topographic change at  this location.
The Landholding however, when viewed during the walkover survey, was seen to be
quite level, with the ground rising rapidly to the north.  It is thus suggested that this map
has placed the topographic contour too far south.

2.3.5 The Chelmer and Blackwater navigation (OA 150) can be seen for the first time on the
1811 Enclosure Map of the parish of Heybridge, which is the earliest detailed plan of
the eastern half of the Landholding.  It shows the field divisions of the Landholding, and
a number of the boundaries on this map within the Landholding are still extant today
and  marked  by  hedgerows  (OA  151-157  and  162-164).   Their  presence  on  the
Enclosure  Map  may suggest  that  they  were  laid  out  at  the  time  of  the  Enclosure.
Heybridge Wood is also shown, and is seen to occupy a larger area than the present
wood (OA 133).

2.3.6 Tithe Maps of the Parishes of Langford (1843) and Heybridge (1847) (Fig. 8) are the
earliest detailed maps of the whole Landholding to have been viewed.  Like the earlier
Enclosure  Map,  they  clearly  show the  division  of  land  within  the  Landholding.   In
addition, their accompanying apportionments list the land use of the Landholding, which
appears to have been almost entirely under arable cultivation in the mid 19th century.
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2.3.7 No structures or development are shown within the Landholding, and although there
are some differing field boundaries in places, and Heybridge Wood is seen to occupy a
larger area than it does now, the overall layout of the Landholding is not too dissimilar
to  that  seen  today.   The  boundaries  seen in  the  parish  of  Heybridge on the  1811
Enclosure  Map  are  still  present  on  the  Heybridge  Tithe  Map.   In  addition,  four
boundaries seen on the Langford Tithe Map are also still extant today and marked by
hedgerows (OA 158-161).

2.3.8 The 1st Edition Ordnance Survey Map of 1874-5 (Fig. 9) shows a similar landscape to
the Tithe Maps, but in slightly greater detail.  A number of field boundaries, especially to
the east of the Maypole Road have been changed since the Tithe Maps.  Along with the
detail of the Landholding, this map also shows the beginning of the development of the
industrial  town of  Heybridge,  with the Iron Works labelled alongside older  farm and
religious buildings.  A further major industrial addition is the construction of the Maldon,
Witham and Braintree Railway (OA 147).

2.3.9 The 2nd Edition Ordnance Survey Map of 1897 shows some changes to the internal
field boundaries of the Landholding, as well as the removal of part of Heybridge Wood,
resulting in the layout seen today.  Subsequent OS maps also show gradual alterations
to field boundaries within the Landholding,  but  also the continuing development and
growth of Heybridge.  The 1955-60 OS maps (Fig. 10) show residential development to
have begun to expand closer to the southern boundaries of the Landholding.

2.4   Aerial Photographs
2.4.1 The NMR in Swindon is  English Heritage's public  archive.   They hold collections of

aerial photographs ranging in date from the Second World War to the present day.  A
total  of  401 aerial  photographs of  the Landholding and the surrounding 1km search
area were viewed at the NMR.  The majority were dated to the 1940s and 1950s and
were taken for military purposes.  Ten previously unidentified sets of cropmarks were
seen, namely OA 75, 78, 81-83, 87, 105, 116, 124 and 127 (thus have no associated
HER numbers).  All of the cropmarks are plotted on Figure 3.

2.4.2 Of these new cropmarks, only two sets were recorded as being within the Proposed
Development Area (OA 87 and 105).  OA 87 is thought to represent a post-medieval
field boundary visible of the 1847 Tithe Map of the Parish of Heybridge, whilst OA 105
may represent an earlier, potentially prehistoric feature.  The remainder of the newly
identified cropmarks were all located outside of both the Proposed Development Area
and the Landholding.

2.4.3 The aerial photographs clearly show the density of archaeological features within  the
Landholding and search area.  No cropmarks were identified in the north-eastern area
of the Landholding.  This does not necessarily mean however, that this area does not
contain archaeological remains.  This area is located upon a geology of Head Clays
and Silts, which do not show up cropmarks as clearly as the gravel geology upon which
the majority of the Landholding is located.

2.4.4 Alongside those seen at the NMR, an independent aerial photographic assessment was
also commissioned by OA East (Palmer 2014) and summarised below:

2.4.5 The aerial photographic assessment examined an area of some 250 hectares in order
to identify and accurately map archaeological, recent and natural features.  The level of
interpretation and mapping was at 1:2,500.

2.4.6 Archaeological  features identified may date from the Neolithic  onwards and include,
segmented ring ditches of a possible Neolithic date, ring ditches that may mark Bronze
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Age burials and three enclosures (of probable Iron Age and/or Roman date) that may
be  linked  by  trackways  and  have  fields  or  paddocks  near  by.   One  of  the  three
enclosures is located within the Proposed Development Area, the other two are within
the north-western portion of the Landholding.  

2.4.7 Further to these features, post-medieval boundaries demarcating field and settlement
areas were seen along with banks that may be the remains of a formal garden.  More
recent features identified were field drains and minor pipelines.  Palaeochannels and
other  natural  features  which  help  relate  topography  to  the  mapped  archaeological
contexts were also recorded.

2.5   Walkover Survey
2.5.1 A rapid walkover of the Proposed Development Area was carried out.  The walkover

was limited to the Proposed Development Area south of the power lines, and all areas
of this half of the Landholding were accessible.  No new archaeological features were
identified, and none of the existing features were identified.

2.5.2 The southern half of the Landholding was seen to consist of open arable land in various
stages of cultivation, and a large area of Ancient Woodland (Heybridge Wood).  The
Landholding  was  flat  with  few  undulations.   Many  of  the  field  boundaries  were
demarcated out by deep ditches and lines of trees, although hedgerows were present
along some of  the external boundaries of  the Landholding bordering the roads,  and
within the southern half of the Landholding.

2.5.3 The villages of Great Totham and Wickham Bishops were also visited in order to assess
what,  if  any,  effect  the proposed development could potentially have on the historic
landscape setting of these villages.  The Landholding was not visible from any part of
either village due to both the topography of the landscape and to the presence of trees
and hedgerows between the Landholding and the villages.

2.6   Geophysical Survey
2.6.1 A geophysical survey was commissioned by OA East for two fields within the Proposed

Development Area (Schofield 2014).  The south area is located on the southern limit of
the Proposed Development Area adjacent to the 1996 evaluation at Tenterfield Road
(OA 52), where evidence for Early Iron Age, Roman and medieval remains were seen. 

2.6.2 The  geophysical  survey  has  identified  a  large  circular  weak  negative  anomaly
interpreted  as  a  potential  pond.   Alongside  this,  six  positive  discrete  anomalies
(potential pit-type features) and seven linear features of probable archaeological origin
have been recorded.  Two of these linears are located on a similar alignment and in
close proximity to recorded cropmarks (OA 15).  A further linear anomaly is believed to
be a backfilled field boundary ditch seen on the 1955-1960 Ordnance Survey Map.

2.6.3 The  northern  area  contains  no  previously  identified  cropmarks,  however  the
geophysical survey has determined there to be eight positive discrete anomalies, two
linear  features  and  three  curvilinear  anomalies  (potential  ring  ditch  type  features)
believed to be of archaeological origin.

2.6.4 During the fieldwork for the geophysical survey, a large amount of burnt flint and sherds
of pottery were noted in the north-western quarter of the southern field and across the
northern half of the north field.
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2.7   Previous Archaeological Investigations
2.7.1 There have been three previous excavations carried out within the Landholding (OA 47,

48 and 52), of which one (OA 52) was within the Proposed Development Area.  This
investigation was a programme of fieldwalking undertaken from Holloway Road north-
eastward to the Maypole Road, along the proposed route of the Heybridge Northern
Relief  Road. The fieldwalking crossed an area of known cropmarks, especially at its
northern  extent  (see Fig.  4).   Finds  recovered consisted  of  prehistoric  struck  flints,
suggesting the presence of  prehistoric activity in the immediate environs, along with
medieval and post-medieval pottery.

2.7.2 The  two  investigations  undertaken  within  the  Landholding  (OA 47  and  48)  were
undertaken prior  to  the construction of  a reservoir.   Features identified included the
remains  from the Neolithic,  Bronze  Age and  Iron  Age periods,  including  settlement
evidence (Cooper-Reade 1996).

2.7.3 To the south of the Proposed Development Area, a large scale excavation at Elms Farm
recorded a multi-period settlement area (OA 55). The archaeological work recovered
one artefact  of  the  Mesolithic  period,  the  earliest  dating  evidence  found  within  the
search area. It also identified evidence of Neolithic and Bronze Age occupation, as well
as  an  important  Late  Iron  Age  to  Roman  settlement  site.  Evidence  from  the
investigations also suggested the continuation of the settlement into the Anglo-Saxon
period (Langton & Holbrook 1997).

2.7.4 Within the 1km search area there have been a further 23 archaeological investigations
recorded by the NMR and HER (OA 45-46, 49-51, 53-54 and 56-71).  Of these, one is
located to the north of the Landholding (OA 50), three to the west (OA 45-46 and 49),
two to the east (OA 70 and 71) and the remaining seventeen (OA 51, 53-54 and 56-69)
are located to the south within the urban areas of Heybridge and Maldon.

2.7.5 The earliest archaeological evidence to have been recorded within the search area is
from the Neolithic period during investigations OA 70 and 71, whilst Bronze Age activity
recorded by four of the archaeological investigations (OA 50, 57, 70 and 71).  

2.7.6 The majority of the archaeological works identified evidence dating from the Iron Age
(OA 50-51, 57-59, 61, 65, and 69-71) and Roman periods (OA 50-51, 53-54, 56-62, 65,
67 and 69-70).  The level of activity for each of these periods differed within each site,
but many provided settlement evidence.

2.7.7 Excavations have also revealed evidence for Anglo-Saxon activity, with remains having
been identified within three investigations (OA 55-57 and 68).  Later medieval activity
was  recorded  in  three  areas  (OA 51  and  69-70),  whilst  post-medieval  activity  was
uncovered during only two investigations (OA 45 and 69).  Five of the archaeological
investigations failed to identify any significant archaeological remains (OA 46, 49, 63-64
and 66).
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3  DEPOSIT MAPPING

3.1   Introduction
3.1.1 In this section, based on the mapping of all surrounding heritage assets, an attempt has

been  made  to  predict  the  existence  of  further  remains  within  the  Landholding  and
specifically within the Proposed Development Area.

3.1.2 This report has shown that the Landholding lies within a wider landscape that contains
evidence for human occupation from at least the Neolithic period onwards, with known
archaeology within the Landholding itself.   There are fifteen identified archaeological
sites within the Proposed Development Area (OA 52, 87, 103-105, 107-111, 113-115,
118, 120), as well as thirteen Historic Hedgerows (OA 152-164).  One of these (OA 52)
was an archaeological fieldwalking investigation, whilst the remaining fourteen records
are all cropmark sites of uncertain archaeological significance.

3.1.3 In  the  northern  and  south-western  portions  of  the  Landholding  there  are  eighteen
recorded  cropmark  assets  (OA 88-89,  94-102,  106  and  116-117)  and  one  Historic
Hedgerow (OA 151, although this area was not visited during the walkover survey, thus
there may be more Historic Hedgerows present within this area).  In addition to this, two
archaeological investigations (OA 47-48) and two findspots (OA 130 and 137) are also
recorded.  Therefore, there is a high potential for hitherto undetected archaeological
remains to be present throughout the entire Landholding. 

3.2   Palaeolithic and Mesolithic
3.2.1 Palaeolithic and Mesolithic evidence generally appears at low levels within the local

landscape.  The Landholding lies mainly on the Gravel Terraces within which artefacts
of these periods are most often found.  However there have been no Palaeolithic finds
made within the search area and only one small microlith of the Mesolithic period has
been found.  It is therefore considered that the potential for archaeological remains of
this date within the Landholding is low.

3.3   Neolithic and Bronze Age
3.3.1 Neolithic  and  Bronze Age activity  is  attested  by features  and artefacts  of  this  date

uncovered during  archaeological  works  within  the  search area,  such as at  Howell's
Farm (OA 50) and Elms Farm (OA 55) and more pertinently within the Landholding prior
to the construction of a reservoir (OA 48).  Cropmarks OA 95 within the Landholding, to
the immediate north of the reservoir are possibly the remains of Neolithic ring ditches.
Therefore  the  likelihood  for  Neolithic  and  Bronze  Age  remains  within  the  northern
portion of the Landholding is considered to be moderate to high, whilst archaeological
remains of these periods within the Proposed Development Area is considered to be
moderate.

3.4   Iron Age and Romano-British
3.4.1 Evidence for Iron Age and Roman activity in the area has been identified predominantly

through archaeological  investigations.   For  example,  a  substantial  Late  Iron  Age to
Roman  settlement  has  been  identified  less  than  1km  south  of  the  Proposed
Development  Area,  (OA 55)  and  further  to  this  there  have  been  numerous  further
identified  sites  of  these  periods  from  within  close  proximity  to  the  Proposed
Development Area.  Findspots of  a Roman date have also been collected within the
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southern portion of the search area (OA139, 141 and 143).  A single Roman findspot
(OA 137) has been found within the western portion of the Landholding.  

3.4.2 In addition to this,  numerous cropmarks thought to date to these periods have been
identified on aerial photographs as extending throughout the whole of the Landholding
and within the Proposed Development Area.  Therefore Iron Age and Romano-British
remains are considered to be of  a high potential  within the Proposed Development
Area.

3.5   Anglo-Saxon
3.5.1 Evidence of this period has been recorded within the search area, although not in as

great a quantity as other periods.  A findspot of Anglo-Saxon date (OA 130) from within
the  northern  half  of  the  Landholding  indicates  potential  activity.  This  potential  is
reinforced by the findspot being located in the region of a number of cropmarks (OA
101).  Outside of the Landholding to the south, a further findspot (OA140) of a cinerary
urn has been found close to the river.

3.5.2 Archaeological works at Elms Farm (OA 55) to the south of the Proposed Development
Area uncovered evidence for Anglo-Saxon occupation, therefore there is potential for
this  to  continue  into  the  southernmost  portion  of  the  site.   Overall,  there  is  a
low/moderate potential for Anglo-Saxon archaeology to be present within the Proposed
Development Area and Landholding.

3.6   Medieval
3.6.1 During the medieval period the Landholding was utilised mainly as arable land, and as

such it is unlikely to contain evidence of settlement or other non-agricultural activity.
However  a  number  of  former  field  boundaries  have  been  identified  via  aerial
photography  (Palmer  2014)  which  are  not  present  on  any  of  the  historic  maps
consulted.   Therefore  the  likelihood  of  encountering  these  former  boundaries  is
considered to be moderate.

3.7   Post-medieval
3.7.1 Historic  maps  show  the  Landholding  to  have  been  used  for  agricultural  purposes

throughout  the post-medieval period too.  The aerial photographic assessment (Palmer
2014)  highlighted  the  north-eastern  limit  of  the  Proposed  Development  Area  to
potentially contain farm and/or settlement remains.  Further to this, a field within the
Proposed Development Area, immediately east of Maypole Road has been identified as
having  been  subject  to  quarrying,  therefore  any  archaeological  remains  within  this
portion  of  the  site  will  have been destroyed.   Overall,  there  is  considered  to  be  a
moderate potential for post-medieval features.
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4  DEGREE OF SURVIVAL

4.1   Rating
4.1.1 Based on the description of known finds and sites within the search area, as defined in

the previous sections, a rating of low, moderate or high can be predicted for the survival
of further remains within the Landholding and Proposed Development Area.

Period Rating
Palaeolithic - Mesolithic Low

Neolithic - Bronze Age Moderate

Iron Age High

Romano-British High

Anglo-Saxon Low/moderate

Medieval Moderate

Post-medieval Low
Table 1: Predicted rating for archaeological remains

4.2   Previous Impacts and Survival
4.2.1 It is necessary to assess  the degree of survival or archaeological remains within the

Landholding or in other words,  what actions (either natural or man-made) may have
affected any potential remains.

4.2.2 The Landholding has not been subject to medieval of post-medieval development, and
as such there will  not have been truncation of archaeological deposits though these
means.  The majority of the Landholding is currently utilised as arable farmland, and
has been since at least the early 19th century.  Although the earlier land-use of  the
Landholding is uncertain, it is likely to have been under arable cultivation.

4.2.3 Ploughing (through techniques such as medieval and post-medieval ridge and furrow,
along  with  modern  mechanical  farming  equipment)  will  have  truncated  the  tops  of
archaeological features, but will not have completely destroyed them.  Shallow features
such as small pits and postholes may well have been completely destroyed, depending
on the depth of ploughing.

4.2.4 Ploughing will  also have disturbed artefacts within the tops of  features and brought
them to the surface.  As a result, it is likely that below ground features, if present, would
be detected by fieldwalking the area after harrowing.  This has been confirmed during
the geophysical survey fieldwork where they reported noting areas which contained flint
and pottery scatters.

4.2.5 Overall, any archaeological features within the Landholding as a whole are considered
to have the potential to be relatively well preserved.  The only real factor affecting the
survival of below ground remains will be the effect of ploughing.
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5  POTENTIAL IMPACTS

5.1   Archaeology
5.1.1 A  Masterplan  provided  by  Countryside  Properties  shows  the  construction  of  new

housing,  public  buildings,  roads,  services  and  amenities  within  the  Proposed
Development Area.  The proposed development has the potential to have a direct and
permanent  impact  upon  any  archaeological  remains  in  the  Proposed  Development
Area.

5.1.2 The proposed development will impact on any in situ archaeological remains within its
footprints.  These will differ between the total destruction of archaeological deposits in
areas of deep foundations or basementing, to lesser impacts caused by landscaping
and the laying down of hardstanding.

5.1.3 The  use  of  any  temporary  works  compound  during  the  construction  phase  and
permanent or temporary vehicle access ways into and within the site can also involve
considerable ground disturbance to a significant depth.

5.2   Hedgerows
5.2.1 If the development plans include the removal of any historic hedgerows, the Hedgerow

Regulations  of  1997  as  laid  out  in  the  Policy  Context  section  of  this  report  (see
paragraph 1.4.3) need to be taken into account.

5.2.2 Hedgerows OA 151 and 164 are depicted on the 1811 Heybridge Enclosure Map and
the 1844 Langford Tithe Map as an integral part of a pre-1850 enclosure field system.
Thus these hedgerows meet criteria 5a of the Hedgerow Regulations.

5.2.3 Before  the  removal  of  any hedgerow to  which  these regulations  apply,  the  Maldon
District Council must be notified.  If the planning authority considers the hedgerow to be
of some historic significance, it may serve a hedgerow retention notice to the effect that
the hedgerow cannot be removed.

5.3   Historic Landscape
5.3.1 The  Landholding  is  part  of  an  arable  historic  landscape,  with  many  of  its  field

boundaries in the same positions as seen on mid 19th century maps.  Any development
within this landscape has the potential to impact on the historic landscape of the area.

5.3.2 However,  it  is  worthy of  note that  the historic  woodland,  Heybridge Wood, which is
located  within  the  Proposed  Development  Area,  is  to  be  retained  according  to  the
Masterplan.  The retention of this historic woodland will help in minimising the impact
on the historic landscape.

5.3.3 The Landholding is located within an area which is not visible from the historic villages
which lie to the north, and if the tree coverage is maintained there should be no visual
impact on the historic setting of these settlements.  The land to the immediate south is
taken over by the towns of Maldon and Heybridge.  This means that the impact of the
development from this aspect should be minimal.
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6  CONCLUSIONS

6.1   Discussion
6.1.1 The  1km  search  area  around  the  Landholding  contains  260  records  including

Scheduled  Monuments,  Conservation  Areas,  Listed  Buildings,  cropmarks,  findspots,
archaeological investigations and historic hedgerows.  Of these records, a total of 32
are located within the Proposed Development Area.

6.1.2 Within the search area there is one Scheduled Monument,  two Grade I listed Buildings,
two Grade II*  Listed Buildings and 68 Grade II  Listed Buildings.  The south-western
portion of the Landholding (to the west of the dismantled railway line) is located in the
Langford Conservation Area.

6.1.3 Aerial  photographs and previous archaeological  works across the Landholding  as a
whole have revealed the presence of archaeological remains dating from the Neolithic
through to the medieval period.  Further archaeological investigations to the south and
north of the Proposed Development Area have also revealed significant levels of multi-
period archaeological remains.

6.1.4 This assessment demonstrates that  there is the potential  for  archaeological  remains
within the Proposed Development Area, in particular those of Iron Age and Roman date.
Archaeological  remains  of  the  Neolithic  and  Bronze  Age  periods  have  also  been
recovered from the search area, but the potential for archaeological remains from these
periods  is  lower  than for  later  periods.   The majority  of  the  Landholding  has  been
subject to little modern disturbance, and as such archaeological deposits are likely to
be in a good state of preservation.

6.2   Recommendations for Managing Archaeological Risk
6.2.1 The NPPF (2012, 50) defines archaeological interest.  It states that: 

'There will be archaeological interest in a heritage asset if it holds, or potentially may
hold,  evidence of  past  human activity  worthy  of  expert  investigation at  some point.
Heritage assets with archaeological interest are the primary source of evidence about
the substance and evolution of places, and of the people and cultures that made them'

6.2.2 Taking this into account, it can be said that there would be an adverse and permanent
effect on below-ground archaeological remains, namely from building foundations, as
well  as from the laying  of  underground services.   The use of  any temporary works
compounds during the construction phase and permanent or temporary vehicle access
ways into and within the site can also involve considerable ground disturbance to a
significant depth.

6.2.3 The  nature  of  the  nearby  known  archaeological  remains  and  the  identification  of
potential archaeological remains via aerial photographic assessment and geophysical
survey  means  a  programme  of  archaeological  investigation  (through  a  trial  trench
evaluation) would be required across the whole Proposed Development Area.

6.2.4 Dependant upon the results of these investigations further mitigation may need to be
employed.  This would comprise further intrusive archaeological works in the form of
targeted open-area excavations (resulting in preservation by record), or by the retention
of  archaeological deposits  in situ  where feasible (and where the importance of  such
deposits warrants this strategy).  This would be fulfilled by amending the Masterplan
where considered viable to do so.
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APPENDIX A.  GAZETTEER OF HERITAGE ASSETS
OA = Oxford Archaeology

NMR = National Monuments Record

HER = Essex Historic Environment Record

HS = Historic Sources

AP = Aerial Photographs

WS = Walkover Survey

OA Ref.
Number

Feature Type Description Source

1 Scheduled Monument Water pumping station built in 1927 by the Southend Water Works Company and 
inaugurated in 1929. Triple-expansion steam engine No 282 by Lilleshall, Oakengates 
remains in situ. T and C Hawksley built the works in 1927 to extract water from the Rivers 
Chelmer, Ter and Blackwater. Water is piped from three intakes to a sedimentation 
reservoir, where it settles for 8-9 days, then flows under gravity to the pumping station. 
From here it is pumped to a purification plant, then under gravity to an equalizing reservoir, 
and returned to the pumping station, where it is pumped to Oakwood Services Reservoir, 
14 miles away

EX220, HER 8014

2 Conservation Area Langford Conservation Area HER 246

3 Conservation Area Chelmer and Blackwater Navigation HER 255

4 Listed Building Reigate cottage, 15th century with 17th and 20th century alterations. Barn adjoining the 
road approximately 50 metres north west of Reigate cottage, and barn adjoining the road 
approximately 30 metres north west of Reigate cottage, both 18th/19th century. All Grade II 
Listed Buildings on Langford Road

NMR 427068, 119095, 119094

5 Listed Building Gun Farmhouse, Formerly The Shoulder Of Mutton Inn, Maypole Road. 15th century or 
earlier. Grade II Listed Building

NMR 118965 

6 Listed Building Langford Grove, 16th century with 17th, 18th and 20th century alterations. Coach House, 
18th century. Walled Garden Approximately 6 Metres South Of Coach House, 18th century. 
All Grade II Listed Buildings on Maypole Road

NMR 119042, 119043, 119041
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7 Listed Building Bridge/Weir At Langford Park Grove. c 1782. Grade II Listed Building NMR 427064

8 Listed Building Orchard Cottage, Maypole Road. c 1782. Grade II Listed Building NMR 119040

9 Listed Building Garden Temple At Langford Park Grove. c 1782 Grade II Listed Building NMR 42706

10 Listed Building Totham Lodge, Broad Street Green Road. c 1880. Grade II Listed Building NMR 118951

11 Listed Building Sains's Farmhouse, Broad Street Green Road, 16th century with 19th century alterations. 
Barn approximately 30 metres west of Sain's farmhouse, 15th/16th century with 19th/20th 
century re roof, barn approximately 10 metres north of Sain's farmhouse, 17th century. All 
Grade II Listed Buildings

NMR 118949, 118962, 118961

12 Listed Building Ravens, Maypole Road. 15th/16th century with later alterations. Grade II Listed Building NMR 119044

13 Listed Building Cart Lodge approximately 40 metres east of Poplar Grove Farmhouse, early 17th century, 
stable approximately 30 metres east of Poplar Grove Farmhouse, 18th century, wheel 
pump approximately 3 metres north of Grove Farmhouse, 19th century. All Grade II Listed 
Buildings

NMR 118948, 118950, 118946, 
118947 

14 Listed Building Fords Farmhouse, Hatfield Road. 17th century or earlier. Grade II Listed Building NMR 119028

15 Listed Building Bridge Cottages, Hatfield Road. 17th/18th century. Grade II Listed Building NMR 119029

16 Listed Building Barn approximately 70 metres north west of Langford Hall, Witham Road; 18th/19th 
century; barn adjoining road and approximately 60 metres north of Langford Hall, 17th 
century; cartlodge with loft over adjoining road, approximately 40 metres north of Langford 
Hall, 18th/19th century; stable adjoining road approximately 30 metres north of Langford 
Hall, 18th/19th century. All Grade II Listed Buildings. 

NMR 119049, 119036, 119035, 
119034

17 Listed Building Langford Hall, Witham Road, 16th/17th century and barn on opposite side of road and 
approximately 200 metres south east of Langford Hall, 17th century or earlier. Both Grade 
II Listed buildings

NMR 119032, 119033

18 Listed Building Church Of St Giles, Hatfield Road. 11th/12th century. Grade II* Listed Building. Mill House 
and attached railings enclosing front garden, Hatfield Road, 17th century, 1 and 2 Witham 
Road, General Stores, Maldon Road, early 18th century. All Grade II Listed Buildings

NMR 119031, 119030, 119037

19 Listed Building Station Bridge Cottage, Maldon Road Grade II Listed Building NMR 208949
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20 Listed Building Railway Cottage, Maldon Road, c 1840. Grade II Listed Building NMR 119039

21 Listed Building Mitchell Farm Barn, Langford Road. Mid 16th century with 19th and 20th century additions. 
Grade II Listed Building

NMR 464734 

22 Listed Building The Old Rectory, 1763 and stables approximately 10 metres north west of the Old Rectory, 
Langford Road, early 19th century. Grade II Listed Buildings

NMR 464737, 464736

23 Listed Building Langford place with attached outbuildings, Langford Road. Early 19th century. Grade II 
Listed Building

NMR 464732

24 Listed Building Lock and lock gates, approximately 200 metres west of Langford Lock. c 1797. Grade II 
Listed Building

NMR 119026

25 Listed Building Langford Lock and lock gates. c. 1797. Grade II Listed Building NMR 119025

26 Listed Building Beeleigh Steam Mill And Bridge Over Tail Race, Abbey Turning, Grade II* Listed Building. 
Well approximately 4 metres north east of Beeleigh Falls, Abbey Turning Grade II Listed 
Building

NMR 464213, 464204

27 Listed Building Beeleigh Falls cottage, 19th century and Beeleigh Grange, Abbey Turning, 18th century. 
Both Grade II Listed Buildings

NMR 464209, 464205

28 Listed Building Beeleigh Abbey and attached wall, Abbey Turning. c 1180 with 13th to 16th century 
alterations. Grade I Listed Building. Cottage, barn and outbuildings approximately 25 
metres west of Beeleigh Abbey, Abbey Turning. 16th century with 19th and 20th century 
alterations. Grade II Listed Building

NMR 464191, 464199 

29 Listed Building Chapmans Bridge. Early 19th century. Grade II Listed Building NMR 464228

30 Listed Building Boucherne and railings fronting Boucherne, Holloway Road. 18th/19th century. Both Grade 
II Listed Buildings

NMR 464728, 464731 

31 Listed Building 6 (mid 19th century), 7 (16th/17th century), 11 and 12 (mid 17th century), 15 (17th century),
17 (early 17th century), 25A (late 16th century) Holloway Road. All Grade II Listed Buildings

NMR 464725, 464724, 464722,
464721, 464718, 464717 

32 Listed Building The Bembridge Hotel, mid 19th century; 2 The Square, 16th century with 19th century 
alterations, 1, 3 and 5 The Street, late 15th and 19th century. All Grade II Listed Buildings

NMR 465018, 465014, 465020 
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33 Listed Building Heybridge Mill House, channels and substructure, Anchor lane. Late 18th/early 19th 
century. Grade II Listed Building

NMR 464215 

34 Listed Building  Maldon ironworks and railings on south corner, Fullbridge, early 19th century. Grade II 
Listed Building

NMR 464329 

35 Listed Building Maldon East Railway Station, Station Road, 1846. Grade II Listed Building NMR 465005

36 Listed Building Church of St Andrew, 12th century with 15th and 19th century. Grade I Listed Building 
Headstone approximately 5 metres south east of south porch of church of St Andrew, late 
18th century and horse trough approximately 10 metres south of lych gate to church of St 
Andrew, dated 1909. Both Grade II Listed Buildings

NMR 465023, 465027, 465028

37 Listed Building The Heybridge Inn, The Street, mid 19th century. Hall Cottages, 3 Hall Road, 14th and 18th
century. Both Grade II Listed Buildings

NMR 465032, 464368 

38 Listed Building  Premises Of ICS. 1863. Grade II Listed Building NMR 465029

39 Listed Building The Limes, 1 and 2 Hall Road, early 19th century. Grade II Listed Building NMR 464367

40 Listed Building Nursery Cottage, Goldhanger Road. 17th century. Grade II Listed Building NMR 464366

41 Listed Building Jacobs Farmhouse, Goldhanger Road. Late 15th/early 16th century. Grade II Listed 
Building 

NMR 464363

42 Listed Building Lodge, Gates And Gate Piers Formerly To The Towers, Colchester Road, c 1870. Grade II 
Listed Building 

NMR 464280 

43 Listed Building Woodfield Cottages, Outhouses, Pumps And Lamp Standard, 116-156 Broad Street. 1873. 
Grade II Listed Building

NMR 464224 

44 Listed Building Lofts Farmhouse, 16th century, Granary, late 16th century and attached cartlodge at Lofts 
Farm, 19th century. Grade II Listed Buildings

NMR 119019, 118945 

45 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by South Eastern Archaeological Services in 1994 at Langford Water
Treatment Site located a circular feature and a posthole of unknown date and a post-
medieval drain

NMR 926326, EHER 18500, 
18499, 18498

46 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Hertfordshire Archaeological Trust in 2000 at Langford Water 
Treatment Work recorded no significant archaeological features. 

NMR 1313659, EHER 18954
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47 Archaeological
Investigation

Watching Brief carried out by Essex County Council in 1983-4 during construction of an 
agricultural reservoir at Langford Hall recorded several pits, one of which contained Middle 
Bronze Age pottery and others Iron Age pottery

NMR 656473

48 Archaeological
Investigation

Excavation and geophysical survey carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology
Group in 1995-6 at Langford Hall Farm. The excavation recorded features of the Neolithic, 
Bronze Age and Iron Age periods, including evidence of settlement

NMR 1075706, 1075707

49 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Hertfordshire Archaeological Trust in 1998 at Land At Purley Way,
Maldon

NMR 1348960

50 Archaeological
Investigation

Excavation carried out by Essex County Council in 1990 at Howell’s Farm recorded 
evidence of Neolithic, Bronze Age, Iron Age and Roman occupation

NMR 656482

51 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Group in 1996 at 
Tenterfield Road, Maldon. Evaluation in advance of residential development recorded 
features of early Iron Age, Roman and medieval date. The Carmelite Friary immediately to 
the west did not extend into the development area

NMR 1143663 

52 Archaeological
Investigation

Fieldwalking evaluation carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Group in 
1996 along the proposed route of the Heybridge Northern Relief Road. During the survey, a
concentration of burnt and worked flints was recorded close to the corner of a large 
cropmark enclosure, whilst a second concentration of flint associated with a sherd of 
pottery suggested the presence of prehistoric settlement. Medieval and post-medieval 
pottery was also recovered

NMR 1325325, EHER 16769, 
16770, 16768

53 Archaeological
Investigation

Observations were made in a culvert near the Pond roundabout in August 1989. 1m 
diameter pipes were laid to provide drainage beneath the new Maldon bypass. The culvert 
was cut to a depth of c.1.5m below the former ground surface, and then largely backfilled 
with pea-gravel. A stretch c.12m in length and 50cm deep was available for inspection. 
About 40cm of this was topsoil, above a disturbed looking gravel. Roman material came 
from the topsoil and at least 2 fairly stone-free features below it. There was abundant 
pottery, C1 and C2, a great deal of tile and also fairly well preserved animal bone (almost 
all BOS)

EHER 14774 

54 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Archaeological Solutions Ltd in 2007 at 48 Crescent Road, 
Heybridge. Evaluation in advance of proposed redevelopment recorded Romano-British 

NMR 1459662, EHER 14744 
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quarry pits and other features

OA Ref.
Number

Feature Type Description Source

55 Archaeological
Investigation

Geophysical survey undertaken by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Group in 1998
at Elms Farm, Heybridge. Geophysical survey over 4ha to the south-west of the Late Iron 
Age/Roman settlement located anomalies thought to represent ditches, pits, possible 
trackways and structures belonging to the same area of occupation. Excavation carried out 
by Essex County Council Archaeology Section in 1993-4 at Elms Farm, Heybridge. The 
excavation recorded a large scale Roman settlement. Evaluation carried out by Essex 
County Council Archaeology Section in 1993 recorded a Neolithic pit, an Iron Age structure 
and Roman and medieval features. A subsequent excavation carried out by Cotswold 
Archaeological Trust in 1994 at Langford Road, Heybridge. Bronze Age and Iron Age 
structures were identified, as well as a number of Roman features suggesting a settlement 
A multi period settlement with evidence of Bronze Age, Iron Age, Romano-British and Early 
Medieval occupation. A Bronze Age hut and an Iron Age enclosed settlement were found 
with circular and rectangular structures. There is also evidence for 2nd, 3rd and 4th century
activity

NMR 1267710, 927139, 
927138, 1075911, 380695, 
EHER 18773, 18775, 18774, 
7794, 7796, 8973, 14654, 
14653, 14652, 14651 

56 Archaeological
Investigation

Watching Brief carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Unit in 2002 at land 
at 41 Crescent Road. Monitoring of development groundworks recorded two pits and a 
posthole of Saxon and possible Roman date

NMR 1438572, EHER 46151

57 Archaeological
Investigation

Excavation carried out by Essex Archaeological Society in 1972 at Crescent Road, 
Heybridge. Bronze Age, Iron Age, Roman and Saxon settlement evidence was recorded as
well as a post-medieval gravel pit

NMR 637813, EHER 7798, 
7797, 7793, 7792, 7791 

58 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Colchester Archaeological Trust in 1993 at Holloway Road, 
Heybridge Three trenches recovered Late Iron Age and Roman features and pottery. A 
subsequent watching brief at the site by Cotswold Archaeological Trust recorded a number 
of Roman archaeological features

NMR 939016, 1316219

59 Archaeological
Investigation

Excavation carried out by Maldon Archaeological Group in 1983-4 at Boucherne 
Farmhouse Orchard, Heybridge. An Iron Age/Roman field boundary was recorded. Earlier 
finds of Roman pottery including an amphora from a gravel pit had indicated the possible 
site of a cremation cemetery 

NMR 639036, 380649, EHER 
7802 
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60 Archaeological
Investigation

A Roman settlement site was discovered in 1888 at Langford Junction, during work on the 
new railway line. Most of the finds came from the ballast pit which still exists as a pond in 
the triangle of the junction at TL 848079. There were large quantities of pottery including 
Belgic ware. E.A. Fitch who was responsible for collecting the material mentions many 
fragments of Samian including stamped ware, but the collection in Colchester Museum 
from this site has a dearth of Samian. Fitch also mentions bronze and iron ornaments and 
hundreds of coins which were in his possession, ranging from Republican (circa BC 65) to 
Antoninus Pius. One vessel was completely filled with coins of Vespasian, apparently all of 
one type. Present whereabouts of coins not known. J.G.S. Brinson recently (circa 1963) 
reported a layer of iron slag and Roman pottery and tile in ditches at a depth of 2 1/2 feet 
on the flat ground south of the junction

NMR 380781

61 Archaeological
Investigation

Excavation carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Unit in 2005 at Oak 
Tree Meadow recorded Late Iron Age and Roman activity probably associated with the 
Elms Farm settlement to the north

NMR 1410951

62 Archaeological
Investigation

Watching Brief carried out by Archaeological Solutions Ltd in 2004. Monitoring of 
groundworks for a green and community area recorded Roman finds and features 

NMR 1441738

63 Archaeological
Investigation

Watching brief carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Group in 2001 at 
Land At Tescos, Fullbridge recorded no significant archaeology

NMR 140153

64 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Group in 1996 at 
Charringtons Coal Yard, Fullbridge recorded no archaeological features or finds

NMR 1325321

65 Archaeological
Investigation

Watching brief carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Unit in 2010 at 
Langford Ditch Chunker recovered unstratified Iron Age and Roman sherds and recorded a
post-medieval culvert

NMR 1525313

66 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Colchester Archaeological Trust in 2009 at 'Halwin', Anchor Lane 
recorded modern activity only

NMR 1508496

67 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Unit in 2011 at Land Off 
Everest Way. Six trenches excavated, revealing prehistoric and Roman features as well as 
post-medieval activity

NMR 1539490, EHER 47919
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68 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Essex County Council Field Archaeology Unit in 2010 at land at 
Stock Chase. Two trenches excavated, recovering two sherds of Early Saxon pottery from 
the top of the subsoil

NMR 1539416

69 Archaeological
Investigation

Evaluation carried out by Essex County Council Archaeology Section in 1991 at Heybridge 
Hall recorded a Late Iron Age settlement, as well as medieval and post-medieval 
archaeology. A subsequent excavation at the Site carried out by Northamptonshire 
Archaeology in 1998 revealed ditches of a Late Iron Age and early Roman field and 
enclosure system along the Blackwater Valley. Limited structural evidence in the form of 
timber slots and post holes was also recorded. A third investigation at the site, an 
evaluation and excavation carried out by Colchester Archaeological Trust in 2007-8 of the 
former hall site (burnt down in 2004) revealed Iron Age and Roman activity and a medieval 
ditch containing 12th-13th century material. Excavation revealed remains of the medieval 
hall and an ancillary building

NMR 933041, 1267711, 
1488014, 1518961, EHER 
9023, 18083, 18082, 18081, 
9022, 9021, 9020

70 Archaeological
Investigation

Excavation carried out by Maldon Archaeological Group in 1978-84 at Lofts Farm, 
Heybridge recorded Neolithic settlement, Bronze Age burial and well, an Iron Age ring ditch
and enclosure, a Roman field system and a medieval pit. Part of a major cropmark complex
destroyed by gravel extraction in a ten year programme. Maldon Archaeological Group 
carried out fieldwalking, observation of overburden stripping and selective rescue 
excavation. In 1978-79 fields LFF and LFG were cleared. A small pit in field LFF produced 
charcoal and burnt bone fragments, but no indication of date. One of four Neolithic pits?

NMR 638838, EHER 7883

71 Archaeological
Investigation

Series of works prior to quarrying. Cropmark of a trackway, enclosures and ring ditches. 
Excavations revealed an Iron Age settlement, a Bronze Age settlement, a Neolithic linear 
ditch and field ditches

NMR 380712, EHER 7897, 
7896, 7894, 7898, 7899, 7900, 
7904, 7902

72 Cropmark Linear cropmarks NMR 381316

73 Cropmark Cropmarks west of Reigate Barn of a potential boundary ditch and possible moat EHER 8434, 8879

74 Cropmark Cropmarks of a pit, trackway and linear feature South of Wickham Hall EHER 8409

75 Cropmark Linear cropmarks seen on aerial photographs AP

76 Cropmark Cropmarks of linear features EHER 381310

77 Cropmark Curvilinear enclosure, linear feature, field boundary, enclosure, north of Langford Hall EHER 8887, AP
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78 Cropmark Cropmarks of linear features AP

79 Cropmark Cropmarks -pits etc NMR 380858

80 Cropmark Cropmark of a field boundary near Langford road EHER 18314, AP

81 Cropmark Cropmarks of linear features AP

82 Cropmark Cropmarks of linear features and ring ditches AP

83 Cropmark Cropmark of a ring ditch seen on aerial photographs AP

84 Cropmark Rectangular enclosure, circular enclosure, ring ditch, trackway, field boundary and pit seen 
near Langford Hall Farm 

EHER 7870, AP

85 Cropmark Pit and linear feature north of Langford Hall EHER 8027

86 Cropmark Cropmarks of a square double-ditched enclosure, a sub-rectangular enclosure. linear 
features, pits and a ring ditch are interpreted as the site of a late Iron Age/Romano-British 
farmstead. The square double-ditched enclosure contains another cropmark and may be a 
Roman villa or temple

NMR 380855, AP, EHER 7872

87 Cropmark Cropmarks seen on aerial photographs. Potentially a field boundary AP

88 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7985

89 Cropmark Linear ditches and ring ditch NMR 880267, AP, EHER 7985

90 Cropmark Rectilinear enclosure, ring ditch, linear feature, pit, field boundary, trackway, sub-
rectangular enclosure, drainage system, pit, building, post hole, post hole, round house 
(domestic)

EHER 7972 

91 Cropmark Cropmarks of early field boundaries and pits NMR 380709, EHER 7972

92 Cropmark Linear features and ring ditches seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7972

93 Cropmark Linear feature EHER 17816
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94 Cropmark An irregular enclosure and four ring ditches are visible as cropmarks on air photographs. 
The enclosure is nearer trapezoidal than rectangular. Its eastern side is the straightest, and
one source suggests that this side abuts an earlier linear feature. There also appears to be 
an entrance gap in this eastern side. Four ring ditches are visible -two wholly within the 
enclosed area and two overlapping the enclosure's western side. The largest of the ring 
ditches is circa 16 metres in diameter. Three are suggested to be ring ditches of probable 
Bronze Age date, while the enclosure is assumed to belong to the later Iron Age. One of 
the four ring ditches features a south-facing entrance and is therefore likely to be a round 
house associated with the enclosure

NMR 380861, AP, EHER 7870

95 Cropmark Two ring ditches are visible as cropmarks on air photographs. Both are circa 8 metres in 
diameter. One features at least 4 causeways in its circuit, while the other appears to be a 
complete circuit, but features a central pit within the enclosed area. Some other pits are 
visible as cropmarks in the vicinity of both ring ditches

NMR 1232938, AP, EHER 7870

96 Cropmark Linear features and ring ditch seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7870

97 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7985

98 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7985

99 Cropmark Small sub angular cropmarks seen on aerial photographs. May represent a small structure AP, EHER 7985

100 Cropmark Ring ditch, cremation pit, post hole, enclosure, ditch, trackway, field system EHER 45968, AP, EHER 7870  

101 Cropmark Ring ditch, trackway, circular enclosure, rectangular enclosure, rectilinear enclosure, 
enclosure, pit, linear feature

EHER 7985, AP

102 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7985

103 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7985

104 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7985

105 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP

106 Cropmark Linear features, enclosures and ring ditches seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7870

107 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7870

108 Cropmark Linear features, enclosures and ring ditches seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7985
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109 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 798

110 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7977

111 Cropmark Linear feature, trackway EHER 7977, AP

112 Cropmark Ring ditch north of Langford Meads EHER 8865

113 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 16243

114 Cropmark Cropmarks of possible trackway and natural markings NMR 380736, EHER 7977

115 Cropmark Linear features, enclosures and ring ditches seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7977

116 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP

117 Cropmark Circular enclosure south west of Langford Cut EHER 8864

118 Cropmark A Prehistoric or Roman rectangular enclosure NMR 880268

119 Cropmark Field system, moat, square enclosure, building, rectilinear enclosure, linear feature, 
trackway 

EHER 7994

120 Cropmark Rectilinear enclosure, field boundary EHER 16411 

121 Cropmark Cropmarks Cropmarks of an enclosure and trackway. Excavation revealed that the 
enclosure was a medieval moated site and also Neolithic and Bronze Age pits and an Iron 
Age hut circle

NMR 380739, AP, EHER 7893, 
7892, 7882, 7891, 7881, 7890, 
7886, 7885, 7884 

122 Cropmark Linear features and field systems seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7801

123 Cropmark Linear features seen on aerial photographs AP, EHER 7984

124 Cropmark Curvilinear features seen on aerial photographs AP

125 Cropmark Cropmarks of linear features at Heybridge High School EHER 16407

126 Cropmark Cropmarks Large area of cropmarks seen on aerial photographs, including linear features, 
enclosures, ring ditches and a double ditched square enclosure

HER 7897, 7896, 7894, 7889, 
7888, 7887, 7898, 7899, 7900, 
7904, 7902

127 Cropmark Linear features and enclosures seen on aerial photographs AP
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128 Findspot Early medieval pottery found during fieldwalking south of Home Farm. Sandy grey coarse 
wares: two flat-topped rim sherds, from two vessels, one base sherd 

EHER 8437 

129 Findspot Burnt flint patch in field opposite Langford Hall EHER 14029

130 Findspot Sceatta and gold bead of 7th century date, found by metal detector on a ploughed field off 
Maypole Road, near Wickham Bishops North East of Langford. The bead has a pendant 
and garnet setting

EHER 9134 

131 Findspot A Roman burial group, possibly from a cremation consisting of three vessels was found at 
Crescent Road, Langford. The burials dated to the 1st or early 2nd century AD

NMR 380648 

132 Findspot Anglo Saxon coin NMR 880513

133 Historic Woodland Extant of Heybridge Wood as seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map HS

135 Findspot Find of part of a mammoth tusk came to light after a long ride on a gravel pit conveyor belt. 
Depth of find spot not known but area worked at the time is contained in NGR square TL 
865089. Gravel was still attached to the tusk and it is likely that it was in the gravel being 
quarried in the pit. Below the gravel was dark clay believed to be London Clay. The 
fragment was c30cm long and had a recent break at the thickest end and an ancient break 
at the other

EHER 7974 

136 Findspot Cast of a large fine bronze palstave found by workmen laying pipes for Langford 
waterworks North of Langford 

EHER 7698

137 Findspot Rim of a 1st century 'olla' found in 1913 in a pasture near Langford Place EHER 7800

138 Findspot Buff jar, neck and rim lost. Decorated with band of diagonal incisions on shoulder, two 
grooves on body widely separated by faint band off incision. Crescent Road, Heybridge 

EHER 7810 

139 Findspot Roman coins and many urns are said to have been found in an enclosure at the end of the 
causeway between Heybridge and Maldon

EHER 7788 

140 Findspot Anglian type Saxon urn found at Heybridge in 1903. Possible cinerary urn NMR 380694, EHER 7830 
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141 Findspot Various finds have been made near this house. In the late C19, it was the home of Edward 
H Bentall. In 1873 a coffin, thought to be of Ancaster stone, was reportedly found 30" below
the surface in Barn Field, c300yds NE of the church (TL 862081?). It contained bones, with 
a fragment of a wooden comb. A lead coffin, roughly bent to shape, and covered with a slab
of wood, had been found near it some months previously. A bone comb with horse-head 
terminals is in Colchester Museum and said to have been found in a lead coffin at 
Heybridge. Three more stone coffins were reported in 1874. They were found near the first 
and each contained a skeleton. In 1875 Mr Bentall gave two stone coffins, one lead coffin, 
a Roman amphora, three British urns and a large Saxon urn to the Essex Archaeological 
Society. Fragments of the lead coffin are in Colchester Museum. Probably they actually 
represent remains of a lead-veneered coffin -the slab of wood that covered it may have 
been the actual coffin. The bone coffin from it (also in Colchester Museum) is a 
characteristically late Roman type. The coffin lid of the Ancaster stone coffin found in 1873 
is in the Roman vaults in Colchester Museum. This coffin contained a well preserved 
skeleton of a man c1.69m (c5ft 6-7 ins) tall and c.25 yrs old

EHER 7816, 7813 

142 Findspot Find of a near-complete stone vessel at some time between the early 1960s and the early 
1970s. The British Museum Egyptology Section considered it to be a copy of an ancient 
vessel, made for the tourist market, perhaps between 1890 and 1930

EHER 8935 

143 Findspot Roman urns, coins, brooches, pins, a needle, a stud and two spoon handles have been 
found at Heybridge

NMR 380705 , EHER 7789

144 Parish Boundary Historic boundary separating the parishes of Heybridge and Langford HS

145 Cemetery A Late Iron Age (La Tene) cremation cemetery was found on the site of the new cemetery 
at Heybridge, Maldon. The urns, and associated pottery were given by Heybridge Parish 
Council to Colchester Museum 

NMR 380761, EHER 18778, 
40187

146 Road Possible Roman road running from Rivenhall to Southend. Follows the Parish Boundary 
between Langford and Heybridge

NMR 1043722 

147 Railway Railway Line The Maldon, Witham and Braintree Railway was authorised in 1846 to 
develop Maldon's harbour and to provide a port for the seed and corn produced around 
Braintree. The Eastern Counties Railway permitted it to cross the main line at Witham on 
the level, requiring reversal at Witham and in effect creating two branch lines. It absorbed 
the line, which was completed in 1848. The Witham Braintree section remains open, but 

NMR 1368340, EHER 18507, 
18530, 18531, 18532, 18533, 
40164, 15072, 20290, 18529, 
18528, 18526, 18527
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the Witham-Maldon section closed to passengers in 1964 and to goods in 1966. There are 
a number of culverts along it as well as two bridges

OA Ref.
Number

Feature Type Description Source

148 Site of Moat Site of a Medieval moat, now filled in NMR 380650

149 Road Possible Roman road at Heybridge NMR 1044030

150 Navigation Ideas to make the Chelmer navigable down to Maldon on the Blackwater were first put 
forward by Andrew Yarranton in the late 17th century. Maldon was against the scheme 
because improvements to the Chelmer would allow traffic to bypass Maldon and go direct 
to Chelmsford. An Act passed in 1766 to make the Chelmer navigable from Maldon to 
Chelmsford. However, lack of funds lead to nothing being done and the scheme languished
until the 1790s, by which time Chelmsford found itself out of date, and pressure to make a 
waterway increased. By the spring of 1796, the lower part of the Chelmer & Blackwater 
was open to traffic, but the whole navigation was not open until 1797. After World War II, 
the sea lock at Heybridge Basin was enlarged for bigger timber ships from the Continent. 
There was one branch canal built privately, a line of about half a mile leaving the 
navigation just below the locks at Beeleigh. It opened at the same time as the main line and
the last barge came up the branch in 1881. On the main line, traffic in timber continued 
from Heybridge Basin to Chelmsford up to 1972. Now pleasure craft use the navigation

NMR 1342388 

151 Historic Hedgerow Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of the Parish of Heybridge
and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS 

152 Historic Hedgerow Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of the Parish of Heybridge
and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS 

153 Historic Hedgerow Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of the Parish of Heybridge
and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS 

154 Historic Hedgerow Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of the Parish of Heybridge
and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS 

155 Historic Hedgerow Segments of Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of 
the Parish of Heybridge and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey 

WS, HS 

156 Historic Hedgerow Two sections of Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of
the Parish of Heybridge and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS 
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OA Ref.
Number

Feature Type Description Source

157 Historic Hedgerow Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of the Parish of 
Heybridge and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS 

158 Historic Hedgerow Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1843 Tithe Map of the Parish of 
Langford and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS

159 Historic Hedgerow Two sections of Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1843 Tithe Map of the 
Parish of Langford and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS

160 Historic Hedgerow Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1843 Tithe Map of the Parish of 
Langford and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS

161 Historic Hedgerow Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1843 Tithe Map of the Parish of 
Langford and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS

162 Historic Hedgerow Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of the Parish of 
Heybridge and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS

163 Historic Hedgerow Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of the Parish of 
Heybridge and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS

164 Historic Hedgerow Historic Hedgerow marking a boundary seen on the 1811 Enclosure Map of the Parish of 
Heybridge and seen to be still extant during the walkover survey

WS, HS
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Figure 2:  Search area and designated data mapping. 
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Figure 3: Search area and undesignated features mapping
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Figure 5:  Saxton's Map of Essex (1576)
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Figure 6: Ogilby and Morgan's Map of Essex (1678)
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Figure 8: Tithe Map of the Parishes of Langford (1843) and Heybridge (1847)
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Figure 9: 1st Edition 6 inch Ordnance Survey Map (1874-5)
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Figure 10: Ordnance Survey Map (1955-1960)Not to scale
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Figure 10: Ordnance Survey Map (1955-1960)

©
 O

xford A
rchaeology E

ast
R

eport N
um

ber 1612



Di rec to r : G i l l H e y , B A P h D F S A M I F A

Oxfo rd A rchaeo logy L td i s a

P r i va te L im i ted Company , N o : 1618597

and a Reg i s te red Char i t y , N o : 285627

OA Nor th
Mi l l 3
Moor Lane
Lancas te r LA1 1GF

t : +44 ( 0 ) 1524  541 000
f : +44 ( 0 ) 1524  848 606
e : oanor th@ox fo rda rchaeo logy .com
w:h t tp : / /ox fo rda rchaeo logy .com

Head Of f ice/Reg i s te red O f f ice/
OA Sou th

Janus House
Osney Mead
Oxfo rd OX2 0ES

t : +44 ( 0 ) 1865  263 800
f : +44  ( 0 )1865  793 496
e : i n fo@ox fo rda rchaeo logy .com
w:h t tp : / /ox fo rda rchaeo logy .com 

OA Eas t

15 Tra fa lga r Way
Bar H i l l
Cambr idgesh i re
CB23 8SQ

t : +44 (0 )1223  850500
e : oaeas t@ox fo rda rchaeo logy .com
w:h t tp : / /ox fo rda rchaeo logy .com


