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2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
Land at 37 Crofts End, Sherington has been assessed in order to consider its below ground archaeological 
potential. In accordance with relevant government planning policy and guidance, a desk-based 
assessment has been undertaken to clarify the archaeological potential of the Proposed Development 
Area (PDA). 
 
This assessment considers the potential for archaeological remains to have been present, and for them 
to have been preserved to the present day. These are distinct factors, which both contribute to the site’s 
archaeological potential. The PDA has been shown to have a variable archaeological potential (Low to 
Medium).  The PDA currently comprises a single plot of land in use as a garden. Formerly, this would 
have been contiguous with a larger piece of agricultural land, probably grass pasture close to the edge 
of Sherington in the Post-Medieval period. The Map Regression exercise (Section 6.10) conducted for 
this assessment has discussed the traces of modern activity which we know to have taken place near to 
the PDA. This comprised the construction of housing and the creation of gardens.  
 
In terms of relevant designated heritage assets, no nationally designated Listed Buildings, Scheduled 
Monuments, World Heritage Sites, Historic Battlefield or Historic Wreck sites lie on the PDA. This report 
does not consider indirect (setting) impact upon designated heritage assets. There are two Scheduled 
Monuments within the Study Area and several Listed Buildings. These have been considered in terms of 
what they may indicated for archaeological potential at the PDA. 
  
This assessment also comments on what importance archaeological remains on the site may have in 
regional, period or topic specific terms. Our ability to comment is based upon what is known at this stage 
measured against the research priorities. The PDA is considered to have the potential to have remains 
important in these ways: 
 

Period/Topic Likelihood of remains being 
present (Low, Medium, 
High) 

Importance (Low, Medium, 
High, Very High – See Table 
1) 

Early – Middle Prehistoric (Palaeolithic 
– Mesolithic) 

Low Low 

Late Prehistoric (Neolithic, Bronze Age, 
Iron Age)  

Low Low 

Roman Low Low-Medium 
Early-Medieval Low Low-Medium 
Medieval Low-Medium Low-Medium 
Post-Medieval Medium Low 
Modern  High Low 
Geoarchaeological - - 

 
If remains survive, we consider it to be most likely these will be in the form of the following. Where 
relevant we have linked to the Regional Research Agenda: 
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• Medieval and or Post-Medieval property and/or agricultural boundaries (ditches). Of relevance 
to Research Agenda 16.6.1 The origins and nature of nucleated village settlement (Chapter 16 
Later Medieval Period: Research Agenda) 

 
The development proposals comprise a single detached bungalow.  Such developments involve 
excavation of topsoil for the creation of the new access/driveway, the excavation of slit trenches for 
foundations and for new utility connections. Such groundworks have the potential to impact upon non-
designated (archaeological) heritage assets lying at a relatively shallow depth. 
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3 INTRODUCTION AND SCOPE OF ASSESSMENT 

3.1 BACKGROUND  

3.1.1 This archaeological desk-based assessment has been prepared by Joe Abrams 
of Abrams Archaeology. The document was produced for CAMPlan, working on 
behalf of Ancer Spa. Documentary Research has been carried out by Joe 
Abrams. Graphics have been prepared by Izabela Jurkiewicz of Arte-Facts.  

3.1.2 The proposal for Land at 37 Crofts End, Sherington would occupy land to the 
north-west of Nos 35 and 37 Crofts End (Figure 1). It is centred at NGR SP 
89290 46472.  The proposal is for a single detached (Bungalow) dwelling to be 
built.  

3.1.3 By way of introduction, the land is a rectangular plot which has grass (garden 
lawn) trees, shrubs and a light structure (shed) located within it. There is a 
relatively thick hedge on its northern edge, and this continues on its western 
edge (School Lane), following the curve (east) of the road as it joins Crofts End. 
It is hereafter referred to as the Proposed Development Area (PDA) and/or the 
Site. 

3.1.4 The report considers heritage assets of archaeological interest, including 
finds/findspots of artefactual (e.g. flint tools and pottery) and ecofactual 
material (e.g. plant remains and bone), and locations, features or objects 
referenced from historic documents.  Where appropriate, it refers to 
archaeological and palaeoenvironmental deposits, including sub-surface 
archaeological remains of features, buildings and structures. 

3.1.5 This data has been collected for an area comprising a 1km radius of the PDA 
boundary. This Study Area has been selected on the basis of professional 
judgment, and through consultation with the Milton Keynes Historic 
Environment Record, as being sufficient to determine the archaeological 
potential of the Site. This determination took into account its location, 
topography, and character. 

3.1.6 In terms of relevant designated heritage assets, no nationally designated Listed 
Buildings, Scheduled Monuments, World Heritage Sites, Historic Battlefield or 
Historic Wreck sites lie within the PDA.  

3.1.7 The PDA lies 80m west of Scheduled Monument 1010190 (Bowl barrow at 
junction of Crofts End and Bedford Road). Bowl barrows are the most 
numerous form of round barrow, and are funerary monuments dating from the 
Late Neolithic period to the Late Bronze Age, with most examples belonging to 
the period 2400-1500 BC. 

3.1.8 The PDA lies 300m east of 1019138 (Moated site known as Caves Manor 
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immediately east of the Manor House). The peak period during which moated 
sites were built was between about 1250 and 1350 and by far the greatest 
concentration lies in central and eastern parts of England. However, moated 
sites were built throughout the medieval period, are widely scattered 
throughout England and exhibit a high level of diversity in their forms and sizes. 
This example is better understood than many due to the documentary 
evidence and modern investigations which have taken place at this location. 

3.1.9 The PDA does not lie within a Conservation Area1, though part of the 
Sherington Conservation Area is located c.100m west of the PDA as it takes in a 
part of School Lane (to the north) and a part of Crofts End (to the west). Built 
heritage issues are not a subject of this report. Therefore, the impact of the 
proposed development on the Conservation Area and designated built heritage 
assets is not considered here. Where the existence of an historic building may 
help to inform the archaeological potential of the Application Area, the building 
will be referred to. There are several Listed Buildings in the village, these tend 
to cluster at the crossroad of Water Lane and High Street and closer to St Lauds 
Church at the northern end of the village (Figure 2). The Heritage Setting of 
these assets, and of the x2 Scheduled Monuments, mentioned above, is dealt 
with in a separate document2. 

3.1.10 The Application Area does lie within a specific ‘Archaeological Area’3. This area 
encompasses the village of Sherington and land immediately surrounding it. 
This is a classification which some LPA’s use to draw attention to land within a 
certain polygon/area. Therefore, the PDA is considered to be in an area of 
archaeological sensitivity based upon its proximity to known remains of an 
historic village (Sherington). This topic is explored in this assessment with 
reference to published sources and the Milton Keynes Historic Environment 
Record (HER).  

3.1.11 There are various Heritage Assets shown in close proximity to the PDA. These 
are shown on Figures 2 and 3 and some are of archaeological interest. They 
form the core of the assessment of archaeological potential within the PDA.  

3.1.12 This archaeological desk-based assessment draws together the available 
archaeological, topographic and land-use information in order to clarify the 
archaeological potential of the PDA, together with its likely significance, and to 
consider the need for design, civil engineering, and archaeological solutions to 
any constraints identified.  

 

 
1 https://www.milton-keynes.gov.uk/planning-and-building/conservation-and-archaeology/conservation-areas-in-milton-keynes - 
accessed 25/3/2021 
2 Strawbridge, M. 2021 37 Crofts End. Heritage Statement. CAMPlan.  
3 
https://mapping.miltonkeynes.gov.uk/mymiltonkeynes.aspx?MapSource=mapsources/AllMaps&StartEasting=488910.97&StartNorthing=2
46081.32&StartZoom=3000&o=1&Layers=planning.conserv_areas – accessed 19-04-2021 

https://mapping.miltonkeynes.gov.uk/mymiltonkeynes.aspx?MapSource=mapsources/AllMaps&StartEasting=488910.97&StartNorthing=246081.32&StartZoom=3000&o=1&Layers=planning.conserv_areas
https://mapping.miltonkeynes.gov.uk/mymiltonkeynes.aspx?MapSource=mapsources/AllMaps&StartEasting=488910.97&StartNorthing=246081.32&StartZoom=3000&o=1&Layers=planning.conserv_areas
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3.2 GEOLOGY  

3.2.1 The British Geological Survey4 identifies the underlying solid geology across the 
Site as being Peterborough Member. Mainly brownish-grey, fissile, organic-rich 
(bituminous) mudstones; shelly fauna dominated by crushed aragonitic 
ammonites and bivalves, including nuculoid and meleagrinella shell-beds. 
Subordinate beds of pale-medium grey, blocky mudstone. Several bands of 
cementstone nodules/concretions. Basal beds commonly silty, with Gryphaea-
rich shell beds. The eastern part of the site lies partly on a superficial deposit of 
Diamicton clay. This is classed as Peterborough Member described as grey, 
weathering brown, characterised by Cretaceous and Jurassic rock fragments, 
subordinate lenses of sand and gravel, clay and silt. 

3.2.2 A linear deposit of Head (Head – Clay, Silt, Sand and Gravel) runs to the north 
of the PDA. This follows the line of a minor watercourse (unnamed) which 
crosses the village in an E-W alignment.  

3.2.3 Archaeological investigations to the west5 recorded a 300mm topsoil (dark 
greyish brown humic silty clay). Below this the upper surface of geological 
deposits and/or cut archaeological features were encountered, the latter cut 
into the geological deposits. A similar sequence could be anticipated at this 
PDA.  

3.3 TOPOGRAPHY AND HYDROLOGY 

3.3.1 The topography of the PDA and surrounding land is key to understanding both 
its function in the past (in terms of land use). The PDA lies at c.82m AOD and 
Sherington sits between relatively high ground to the east of the village and 
lower ground to its west.  

3.3.2 The river Ouse loops on that lower ground west of the village where spurs of 
the Ouzel and Chicheley Brook run off it to the south. The confluence of several 
watercourses, such as this, is notable from an archaeological perspective. The 
existence of the bowl barrow SM1010190 to the east of the PDA may reflect 
the local topography and the proximity to this confluence of several 
watercourses.   

3.4 SITE CONDITIONS 

3.4.1 The photographs below were taken in April 2021. The northern half of the PDA 
is currently overgrown with brambles. These lie in a linear strip adjacent to the 

 
4 https://www.bgs.ac.uk/discoveringGeology/geologyOfBritain/viewer.html - accessed 25-03-2021 
5 ASC Ltd. 2009. Archaeological Evaluation: Sherington Manor, High Street, Sherington, Milton Keynes. ASC: 1166/Shm/2 

https://www.bgs.ac.uk/discoveringGeology/geologyOfBritain/viewer.html
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parking area to the north of the PDA. The southern half of the PDA is under 
grass and contains a metal shed.  

3.4.2 The Plates below show the PDA and land to its south. There is no visible 
boundary between the PDA and the surrounding residential garden. 

3.4.3 The entire PDA is a level piece of residential garden. The land on which the 
houses and gardens lie is notably higher than Crofts End. The street may be a 
Hollow Way as it lies around 1.5m lower than land on either side. There are 
think hedges around the PDA and on the opposite side of Crofts End. The Plates 
below show these attributes to help the reader understand the context. 

 

 
Plate 1: Facing the PDA from Crofts End. Rise from road level up to site (c.1.5m high) is visible.  
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Plate 2: Facing West along Crofts End. Rise from road level up to PDA (c.1.5m high) is visible.  

 

 
 

Plate 3: Overgrown former entrance to land on the corner of Crofts End and School Lane 
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Plate 4: Facing the western end of the PDA from School Lane  

 

 
Plate 5: The northern part of the PDA viewed from within the proposed access (School Lane is 
visible in the background) 
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Plate 6: The southern part of the PDA is the grassed area adjacent to the shed. The foreground of 
this image would not be in the proposed development area.  

 

 
Plate 7: Access point to PDA off School Lane which winds north towards St Lauds Church.  
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Plate 8: Facing east up Crofts End at the junction of School Lane. The rising bank on the opposite 
side of the road matches the rise up into the PDA.  

 

 
Plate 9: Facing west along Crofts End at the junction of School Lane 
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4 METHODOLOGY 

4.1 THE SOURCES 

4.1.1 In preparing this assessment we have compiled readily available archaeological 
and historical information from documentary and cartographic sources, 
primarily:  

 
• Milton Keynes Historic Environment Record (HER) for known archaeological 

sites, monuments and findspots within 1km of the Site (i.e. the study area). 
 

• Maps purchased via Groundsure and online sources (British Library and 
National Library of Scotland). 

 
• The National Heritage List for England (Historic England). 

 
• Air photographs held by online repositories 

 
• The Rural Settlement of Roman Britain: an online resource. Martyn Allen, 

Nathan Blick, Tom Brindle, Tim Evans, Michael Fulford, Neil Holbrook, Julian D 
Richards, Alex Smith, 2015 (updated 2016) 
 

 
• The Domesday Survey (http://www.domesdaybook.co.uk/) 

 
• Victoria County History (https://www.history.ac.uk/research/victoria-county-

history) 
 

4.1.2 The information gathered from the above sources has been verified and 
augmented as far as possible, in order to arrive at conclusions on the 
significance of the various heritage assets and archaeological remains that have 
been identified. 

4.2 ASSESSMENT 

4.2.1 The assessment seeks to understand and define the significance of 
(archaeological) heritage assets identified from the sources above, taking into 
account the categories of special interest defined in the National Plannng 
Policy Framework (NPPF), primarily archaeological interest, historic interest, 
architectural interest and artistic interest (as appropriate). 

4.2.2 The importance of a heritage asset is the overall value assigned to it based on 
its heritage significance, reflecting its statutory designation or, in the case of 
undesignated assets, the professional judgement of the assessor (Table 2).  

4.2.3 The assessment also considers change to the setting and significance of 

http://www.domesdaybook.co.uk/
https://www.history.ac.uk/research/victoria-county-history
https://www.history.ac.uk/research/victoria-county-history
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heritage assets, where appropriate.  

4.3 TABLE 2 CRITERIA FOR ASSESSING THE IMPORTANCE OF HERITAGE ASSETS 
 

Importance 
of the asset 

Criteria 

Very high World Heritage Sites and other assets of equal international importance 

High Grade I and II* Registered Parks and Gardens, Scheduled Monuments, 
Protected Wreck Sites, Registered Battlefields, Grade I and II* Listed 
Buildings, and undesignated heritage assets of equal importance 

Medium Conservation Areas, Grade II Registered Parks and Gardens, Grade II 
Listed Buildings, heritage assets on local lists and undesignated assets of 
equal importance 

Low Undesignated heritage assets of lesser importance 

4.4 ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL 

4.4.1 The report concludes with  

(1) an assessment of the potential for archaeological remains to have been 
present, and for them to have been preserved to the present day. These 
are distinct factors, which both contribute to the site’s archaeological 
potential.  

(2) an assessment on the relative importance of archaeological remains on the 
PDA. This considers them in regional, period or topic specific terms. Our 
ability to comment is based upon what is known at this stage measured 
against the research priorities we are aware of. The PDA is considered to 
have the potential to have remains important in these ways. 

(3) we consider those activities and conditions (we know of) on the site which 
have either truncated, compacted or removed remains and those which 
may have sealed and/or otherwise preserved remains and  

(4) an assessment of the likely effects of the proposed development on 
heritage assets, in terms of physical impact. 
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5 PLANNING FRAMEWORK 

5.1 NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK  

5.1.1 The significance of a heritage asset is defined in the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) 2019 as being made up of four main constituents, 
architectural interest, historical interest, archaeological interest and artistic 
interest.  The setting of the heritage asset can also contribute to its 
significance.  Setting is defined in the NPPF as follows: 

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

5.1.2 Historic England advocates in The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic 
Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning: 3 (Revised December 2017) 
that a stepped approach should be taken to the assessment of impacts on 
setting and significance. This guidance, which was originally issued by English 
Heritage in 2011, is generally known as GPA3.  It should be noted that the 
advice states in paragraph 1 that it does not constitute a prescriptive 
methodology. 

5.1.3 The most recent authority relating to the concept of the setting of heritage 
assets is to be found in the case known as Catesby Estates 6,  which in essence 
confirms that the setting of heritage assets is not confined to visual matters or 
views.  Abstract and historical considerations are part of setting, and while it is 
reasonable to consider the extent of setting there is usually no fixed boundary 
to it. 

5.1.4 The assessments of setting and significance (and the assessments of impact) 
are normally made with primary reference to the four main elements of special 
significance identified in the NPPF. 

5.1.5 The NPPF requires any impact involving harm to the significance of a 
designated heritage asset to be considered in terms of either “substantial 
harm” or “less than substantial harm” as described in paragraphs 193 to 196 of 
that document.  Paragraph 193 states that:  

“When considering the impact of a proposed development on the 
significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to 
the asset’s conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater the 
weight should be). This is irrespective of whether any potential harm 

 
6 Catesby Estates Limited v Steer [2018] EWCA Civ. 1697. 
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amounts to substantial harm, total loss or less than substantial harm to its 
significance.”   

Paragraph 194 of the NPPF then states that: 

“Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage asset 
(from its alteration or destruction, or from development within its setting), 
should require clear and convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss 
of: 

a) grade II listed buildings, or grade II registered parks or gardens, should be 
exceptional.  

b) assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments, 
protected wreck sites, registered battlefields, Grade I and II* listed 
buildings, Grade I and II* registered parks and gardens, and World Heritage 
Sites, should be wholly exceptional.” 

5.1.6 Paragraph 196 of the NPPF then goes on to describe the balancing exercise in 
cases where there is less than substantial harm as follows: 

“Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to 
the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed 
against the public benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum 
viable use.” 

5.1.7 Paragraph 197 of the NPPF describes the approach to be taken towards non-
designated heritage assets, as follows: 

“The effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated 
heritage asset should be taken into account in determining the application. 
In weighing applications that directly or indirectly affect non-designated 
heritage assets, a balanced judgement will be required having regard to the 
scale of any harm or loss and the significance of the heritage asset.”   

5.1.8 Footnote 63 of the NPPF, which is attached to paragraph 197, states that “Non-
designated heritage assets of archaeological interest, which are demonstrably 
of equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered 
subject to the policies for designated heritage assets.”  Further guidance on 
non-designated heritage assets is contained in National Planning Practice 
Guidance, as revised in July 2019, notably paragraph 040 which states that 
“Irrespective of how they are identified, it is important that the decisions to 
identify them as non-designated heritage assets are based on sound evidence”, 
and paragraph 041 which in full reads as follows: 

“What are non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest and 
how important are they?” 

5.1.9 The National Planning Policy Framework identifies two categories of non-
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designated heritage assets of archaeological interest: 

5.1.10 (1) Those that are demonstrably of equivalent significance to scheduled 
monuments and are therefore considered subject to the same policies as those 
for designated heritage assets (National Planning Policy Framework footnote 
63). They are of 3 types: 

those that have yet to be formally assessed for designation. 

those that have been assessed as being nationally important and therefore, 
capable of designation, but which the Secretary of State for Digital, Culture, 
Media and Sport has exercised his/her discretion not to designate. 

those that are incapable of being designated by virtue of being outside the 
scope of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 
because of their physical nature. 

5.1.11 The reason why many nationally important monuments are not scheduled is 
set out in the document Scheduled Monuments, published by the Department 
for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport. Information on location and significance 
of such assets is found in the same way as for all heritage assets. Judging 
whether sites fall into this category may be assisted by reference to the criteria 
for scheduling monuments. Further information on scheduled monuments can 
be found on the Department for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport’s website. 

5.1.12 (2) Other non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest. By 
comparison this is a much larger category of lesser heritage significance, 
although still subject to the conservation objective. On occasion the 
understanding of a site may change following assessment and evaluation prior 
to a planning decision and move it from this category to the first. 

5.1.13 Where an asset is thought to have archaeological interest, the potential 
knowledge which may be unlocked by investigation may be harmed even by 
minor disturbance, because the context in which archaeological evidence is 
found is crucial to furthering understanding. 

5.1.14 Decision-making regarding such assets requires a proportionate response by 
local planning authorities. Where an initial assessment indicates that the site 
on which development is proposed includes or has potential to include 
heritage assets with archaeological interest, applicants should be required to 
submit an appropriate desk-based assessment and, where necessary, a field 
evaluation. However, it is estimated that following the initial assessment of 
archaeological interest only a small proportion – around 3% – of all planning 
applications justify a requirement for detailed assessment. 

5.1.15 Paragraph 199 of the NPPF also makes provision for the recording of heritage 
assets that are likely to be demolished or destroyed by development. 

5.1.16 Paragraphs 200 and 201 of the NPPF advise on development affecting 
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conservation areas and World Heritage Sites. 

5.2 LEGISLATION 

5.2.1 Legislation affecting scheduled monuments is contained the Ancient 
Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979.  The Act details the 
designation, care and management of scheduled monuments, as well as the 
procedures needed to obtain permission for works which would directly impact 
upon their preservation.  

5.2.2 The decision maker is required by section 66(1) of the Planning (Listed 
Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to have special regard to the 
desirability of preserving a listed building or its setting or any features of 
special architectural or historic interest which it possesses.  The decision maker 
must also give considerable importance and weight to the desirability of 
preserving the setting of the listed building7. For present purposes, one of the 
meanings of preservation, as it is meant in section 66(1) of the Act, is to keep 
safe from harm8.   There is a strong presumption against the grant of 
permission for development that would harm the setting of the listed building, 
though the presumption can be overcome in certain circumstances. 

5.2.3 The decision maker is required by section 72(1) of the Planning (Listed 
Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to pay special attention to the 
desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of a 
conservation area.  The decision maker must also give considerable importance 
and weight to the desirability of those objectives 9.   For present purposes, one 
of the meanings of preservation, as it is meant in section 66(1) of the Act, is to 
keep safe from harm10.   There is a strong presumption against the grant of 
permission for development that would harm the character and appearance of 
the conservation area, though the presumption can be overcome in certain 
circumstances.  

5.2.4 The decision maker is required by section 16(2) of the Planning (Listed 
Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to have special regard to the 
desirability of preserving a listed building or its setting or any features of 
special architectural or historic interest which it possesses.  The decision maker 
must also give considerable importance and weight to the desirability of 
preserving the setting of the listed building11.   For present purposes, one of 
the meanings of preservation, as it is meant in section 66(1) of the Act, is to 

 
7 Barnwell Manor Wind Energy Limited v East Northamptonshire District Council and others [2014] EWCA Civ. 
137.   
8 South Lakeland v Secretary of State for the Environment [1992] 2 AC 141. 
9 Barnwell Manor Wind Energy Limited v East Northamptonshire District Council and others [2014] EWCA Civ. 
137.   
10 South Lakeland v Secretary of State for the Environment [1992] 2 AC 141. 
11 Barnwell Manor Wind Energy Limited v East Northamptonshire District Council and others [2014] EWCA Civ. 
137.   
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keep safe from harm12.   There is a strong presumption against the grant of 
permission for development that would harm the setting of the listed building, 
though the presumption can be overcome in certain circumstances. In this 
instance, Heritage Setting is covered by a separate document and is not 
commented upon further here. 

5.3 RELEVANT LOCAL POLICIES 

5.3.1 The following local policies are relevant to the historic environment and this 
assessment. These refer to Policy Sections in the Local Plan for Milton Keynes, 
Plan:MK which was adopted by Milton Keynes Council at its meeting on the 20 
March 201913. Sections I and J are most relevant for archaeology, although the 
topic is relevant to all of Policy HE1. 

 

Local Plan Relevant Policy 
Plan:MK 
 
Policy HE1  
 
HERITAGE AND 
DEVELOPMENT  
 

A. Proposals will be supported where they sustain and, where 
possible, enhance the significance of heritage assets which 
are recognised as being of historic, archaeological, 
architectural, artistic, landscape or townscape significance. 
These heritage assets include: 1. Listed Buildings; 2. 
Conservation Areas; 3. Scheduled Ancient Monuments and 
non-designated Archaeological sites; 4. Registered Parks 
and Gardens; 5. Assets on the MK New-Town Heritage 
Register; and 6. Other places, spaces, structures and 
features which may not be formally designated but 
considered to meet the definition of ‘heritage assets’ as 
defined in Annex 2 of the NPPF.  
 

B. Where appropriate, development proposals must provide 
an impartial and objective heritage assessment. Where 
necessary, the Council will require suitably qualified 
specialists to undertake the heritage assessment. The 
heritage assessment shall: 1. Assess and describe the 
significance of the heritage assets affected, identifying 
those elements that contribute to that significance and, 
where appropriate, those that do not. The level of detail 
shall be proportionate to the asset's importance and no 
more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact 
of proposals on their significance. Limited and localised 
alterations to an unlisted building in a conservation area 
need not be supported by the level of detail required to 
convey the impact on significance caused by development 
in the setting of a listed building or by proposed alterations 
to the built fabric of a listed building. 2. Be of an analytical 
and interpretive nature rather than simply provide a 
description of the assets and the proposed works. 3. 
Provide a sound justification for the works, based on the 

 
12 South Lakeland v Secretary of State for the Environment [1992] 2 AC 141 
13https://www.milton-keynes.gov.uk/planning-and-building/planning-policy/plan-mk - accessed 25/3/2021 
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Local Plan Relevant Policy 
economic, social and environmental benefits delivered by 
the scheme, for example, promoting the long term care for 
a heritage asset and/or its setting. 4. Explain how the 
scheme has taken account of the significance of the assets 
in its scope, design and detail, in order to minimise or avoid 
harm to the heritage assets affected. 5. Assess the nature 
and extent of any harm or public benefit arising from the 
scheme. 6. Where harm is caused by the proposal, the 
assessment shall explain why such harm is unavoidable or 
required to deliver public benefits that outweigh the harm 
caused.  

 
C. Where applications seek to change the use of a listed 

building, evidence should be submitted to demonstrate 
that the proposal includes the full scope of works required 
to achieve that use (such as those that will be required by 
Building Regulations, The Fire Authority, Environmental 
Health etc.). Where a change of use requires a significant 
alteration or structural works, an engineer's report shall be 
submitted to demonstrate that the building is capable of 
conversion, set out the full extent of works and show how 
they have taken account of 2 a) above.  

 
D. Granting of permission for proposals that result in 

substantial harm to or total loss of the significance of a 
designated heritage asset will only be exceptional or wholly 
exceptional in accordance with national policy and 
guidance.  

 
E. Permission for proposals that cause less than substantial 

harm to a designated heritage asset will only be granted 
where the harm is demonstrably outweighed by public 
benefits delivered by the scheme.  

 
F. Proposals that result in harm to the significance of non-

designated heritage assets will be resisted unless the need 
for, and benefits of the development clearly outweigh the 
harm, taking into account the asset's significance and 
importance, and only once all feasible solutions to avoid 
and mitigate that harm have been fully implemented.  

 
G. In assessing any potential harm or enhancement to the 

significance of a heritage asset(s) the following will be 
considered: 1. Avoiding successive small scale changes that 
lead to a cumulative loss or harm to the significance of the 
asset or historic environment; 2. Respecting the character, 
appearance, special interest and setting of the asset and 
historic environment; 3. Retaining architectural or historic 
features which are important to the character and 
appearance of the asset (including internal features) in an 
unaltered state; and 4. Retaining the historic form and 
structural integrity of the asset.  
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Local Plan Relevant Policy 
H. Where ‘enabling development’ is proposed, the Council will 

expect the proposal to accord with Historic England’s 
published guidance. The applicant will provide accurate 
evidence to establish that a ‘heritage deficit’ exists. It is not 
the role of ‘enabling development’ to reimburse owners or 
applicants who have paid above the market value of asset, 
that value being based on the current condition of the 
asset. 

 
I. Proposals will be accompanied by an appropriate desk-

based assessment and field evaluation where development 
is proposed affecting an unscheduled site of known 
archaeological interest or with the potential to include 
heritage assets with archaeological interest (General 
requirement for applications affecting heritage assets). 

 
J. The ability to record evidence of our past should not be a 

factor in deciding whether the loss of significance should be 
permitted. Where harm to or loss of heritage assets occurs 
as a consequence of development it will be necessary for 
developers to record and advance understanding of the 
significance of the affected assets in a manner 
proportionate to their importance and the impact (NPPF 
paragraph 141). Recording techniques should keep in step 
with current best practice and in particular the use of 
photogrammetry and fine grain LIDAR ground scans where 
unavoidable loss will occur. In the case of heritage assets of 
greater than local importance the results of this recording 
work should be published in the relevant local or period 
journal or in book form according to the scale and 
significance of the assets affected. Where significant 
archaeological remains are found, provision shall be made 
for public open days, exhibitions and/or popular 
publications/booklets. Where archaeological remains are 
preserved within public open space appropriate on-site 
interpretation and a strategy for long term care (and 
funding thereof) shall be produced as part of a holistic 
approach to the long term stewardship of the open space in 
question and agreed with the body responsible for the 
same. Where recording or assessment results in a physical 
archive for deposition at an appropriate museum or archive 
facilities, consideration of resources for its storage, 
interpretation and public access should be made in order to 
capture the heritage significance of that asset for future 
generations. 
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6 ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND  

6.1 WHAT IS KNOWN? 

6.1.1 This Section reviews the available archaeological evidence for the PDA and the 
archaeological/historical background of the general area, and, in accordance 
with NPPF, considers the potential for any as yet to be discovered 
archaeological evidence on the PDA. 

6.1.2 What follows comprises a review of known archaeological finds assets within 
the following Study Area. This involved a review of the Historic Environment 
Record (HER), together with a historic map regression exercise charting the 
development of the study area during the Post-Medieval and modern periods. 
We also checked selected key publications and commercial (grey literature) 
reports in order to understand the remains in relatively close proximity to the 
PDA. 

6.1.3 The PDA is within an Archaeological Area on the Milton Keynes Council 
Mapping website 14. This delineates the possible extent of the historic village. 
The PDA is also within relatively close proximity of a prehistoric (1010190) and 
a Medieval (1019138) Scheduled Monument. How does the land relate to 
these assets? Is there a connection and does the proximity to them indicate 
archaeological potential within the PDA?  

6.1.4 Key themes then are the likelihood of Prehistoric and/or Medieval and Post-
Medieval archaeological remains being present on the PDA.   

6.2 TABLE 2: TIMESCALES USED IN THIS REPORT 
 

Period (Early-Middle Prehistoric) From To 
Palaeolithic 
 

900,000BC 12,000BC 

Mesolithic 
 

12,000BC 4000BC 

Neolithic 
 

4000BC 2500BC 

Period (Later Prehistoric) From To 
Bronze Age 
 

2500BC 800BC 

Iron Age 800BC AD43 

 
14 https://mapping.milton-
keynes.gov.uk/mymiltonkeynes.aspx?MapSource=mapsources/AllMaps&StartEasting=489307&StartNorthing=
246461&StartZoom=10000&o=1&Layers=planning.agri_land_class,planning.ancient_mons,planning.aa_landsc
ape,planning.heritage_area,planning.hist_parkland,planning.country_parks – accessed 25-03-2021 

https://mapping.milton-keynes.gov.uk/mymiltonkeynes.aspx?MapSource=mapsources/AllMaps&StartEasting=489307&StartNorthing=246461&StartZoom=10000&o=1&Layers=planning.agri_land_class,planning.ancient_mons,planning.aa_landscape,planning.heritage_area,planning.hist_parkland,planning.country_parks
https://mapping.milton-keynes.gov.uk/mymiltonkeynes.aspx?MapSource=mapsources/AllMaps&StartEasting=489307&StartNorthing=246461&StartZoom=10000&o=1&Layers=planning.agri_land_class,planning.ancient_mons,planning.aa_landscape,planning.heritage_area,planning.hist_parkland,planning.country_parks
https://mapping.milton-keynes.gov.uk/mymiltonkeynes.aspx?MapSource=mapsources/AllMaps&StartEasting=489307&StartNorthing=246461&StartZoom=10000&o=1&Layers=planning.agri_land_class,planning.ancient_mons,planning.aa_landscape,planning.heritage_area,planning.hist_parkland,planning.country_parks
https://mapping.milton-keynes.gov.uk/mymiltonkeynes.aspx?MapSource=mapsources/AllMaps&StartEasting=489307&StartNorthing=246461&StartZoom=10000&o=1&Layers=planning.agri_land_class,planning.ancient_mons,planning.aa_landscape,planning.heritage_area,planning.hist_parkland,planning.country_parks
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Period (Historic)  From To 
Roman 
 

AD43 AD410 

Early Medieval 
 

AD410 AD1066 

Medieval 
 

AD1066 AD1485 

Post Medieval 
 

AD1486 AD1799 

Modern (may be split e.g. where important 
remains of Industrialisation or Cold War 
military remains are present) 
 

AD1800 Present  

6.3 PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL WORK 

6.3.1 The PDA has not been subject to modern archaeological investigation. 
However, there are records for various investigations relatively nearby. 
Through careful reference to these investigations we may learn about the 
potential of land within the PDA.  

6.3.2 Approximately 300m to the west of the PDA, at Sherington Manor, a trial 
trench evaluation was undertaken. This revealed a shallow spread, containing a 
mixture of local flint, a small quantity of ceramic building material (cbm), and 
animal bone. Definitive dating evidence was not present although 
characteristics of the cbm and the location of the deposit suggest that it may 
be associated with construction of the nearby 18th century manor house. Finds 
or features defining activity associated with the medieval moated site 
(1019138) were not revealed15. The trench recorded overburden of 300m over 
subsoil. This is a key depth worth noting in relation to the PDA as the depth at 
which archaeological remains may occur, if present, in this southern part of the 
village is likely to be similar. 

6.3.3 A watching brief, also at Sherington Manor recorded no archaeological remains 
within the area of observed groundworks. The presence of a post-medieval 
“made ground” layer immediately overlying the geological substrate indicates 
that the ground level at the site has been truncated, presumably during the 
development of the formal gardens associated with the 18th-century Manor 
House. Any earlier archaeological remains which may once have been present 
at that site are likely to have been removed during this process 16. 

6.3.4 An evaluation, c.320m to the north, took place ahead of development works on 

 
15 ASC Ltd. 2009. Sherington Manor, High Street, Sherington, Milton Keynes Archaeological Evaluation 
1166/SHM/2 
16 Cotswold Archaeology 2013. 2 Manor House, 4 High Street, Sherington, Milton Keynes: Archaeological 
Watching Brief.  
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land adjacent to the White Hart17. This location is of interest as it is close to St 
Lauds Church and the crossroads formed by Park Road, School Road, Church 
Road and Gun Close. As the first three street names suggest, this crossroads is 
as central to Sherington and its institutions as an archaeological investigation 
could be. The crossroads is just 100m SE of the Medieval St Lauds Church. In 
this instance, the relatively small investigation recorded no archaeological 
remains.  

6.3.5 Works within the churchyard of St Lauds Church did record archaeological 
remains. The extant church is known to date to 14th C, although an earlier 
church is attested from at least the 12th C. Grave digging and subsequent 
recording works recorded an enclosure ditch was recorded along with dateable 
pottery. The assemblage contained Iron Age and Roman pottery18. These 
remains, especially the securely sealed datable artefacts are notable as they 
suggest the site of the church was in use prior to the early Medieval Period. 
This does not necessarily infer the ‘village’ is prehistoric or Roman in date, but 
it confirms that settled activity was taking place nearby, this may have had a 
dispersed farmstead pattern (not a nucleated village pattern). Such remains are 
often revealed near churches which often lie at the core of an early Medieval-
Post-Medieval village. In this instance, the church occupies the higher land 
within Sherington, and this topographic position is likely to have been 
perennially popular.  

6.3.6 There have been other investigative works, such as building recording and 
observation during relatively minor works. However, the above works help to 
reinforce an understanding of the village as having a core at its northern end 
associated with St Lauds Church, while the southern end, where the PDA is 
located is outside that core with a different character and potential. 

6.3.7 The above investigations will be discussed further, where relevant, in sections 
below. Other investigations will be referred to where they contribute to our 
understanding of potential at the PDA.  

6.4 EARLY TO MIDDLE PREHISTORIC - PALAEOLITHIC AND MESOLITHIC 

6.4.1 No finds of Palaeolithic or Mesolithic date are recorded within the PDA or the 
Study Area.  

6.4.2 On the basis of the available evidence, the archaeological potential of the PDA 
for the Palaeolithic and Mesolithic periods is considered to be low. 

 
17 ASC 2004. Archaeological Evaluation on Land Adjacent to the White Hart, Gun Lane, Sherington.  
Manor House, 4 High Street, Sherington, Milton Keynes: Archaeological Watching Brief. 
18 Page 388-389. Waugh, H. Mynard, DC. Cain, R. Some Iron Age Pottery from Mid and North Bucks with a 
Gazetteer of associated Sites and Finds. In: Records of Buckinghamshire 1974. Vol XIX. Pt 4. 
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6.5 LATER PREHISTORIC – NEOLITHIC, BRONZE AGE AND IRON AGE 

6.5.1 Little is known of the area during the prehistoric periods, but, a Bronze Age 
barrow (MK02) lies at the corner of Crofts End c.50m east of the development 
(Plate 8 faces towards the barrow which is upslope and behind a hedgerow) 
site while the second is to the north, near the parish church. This barrow is a 
Scheduled Monument (1010190). 

6.5.2 While much of the later prehistoric landscape is lost, the local topography and 
hydrology can still be understood and may be relevant for the location of the 
barrow. The River Great Ouse does a large loop to the SW of Sherington, and 
the barrow (MK02) has views in this direction. Land rises to the east of 
Sherington from where the barrow may also have been seen. In short, the 
barrow is in a good vantage point to be seen and to be viewed. This is often the 
case with such monuments. Their presence does not necessarily indicate 
nearby settlement of the same date.  

6.5.3 There are remains datable to the Iron Age recorded for the core of Sherington. 
Specifically, in association with the church (St Lauds) and churchyard c. 300m 
north of the PDA. Records MMK397, 398 and 399 describe the recovery of 
pottery recovered during grave digging. There is speculation that a defensive, 
or at least ditched, site was located within/close to the churchyard. 
Topographically, the churchyard is in a relatively high location and appears to 
have seen use in various periods.  

6.5.4 On the basis of the available evidence, the archaeological potential of the PDA 
for the Neolithic, Bronze Age and Iron Age periods is considered to be low. This 
is because the site is c. 300m away from that higher ground to the north, 
associated with Iron Age activity. The Bronze Age activity is of such a specific 
kind that even though nearer, there is no reason to think it extends into the 
PDA.  

6.6 ROMAN 

6.6.1 There is a growing body of evidence for the extent and nature of Roman 
settlement in Milton Keynes and north Buckinghamshire, but little is known of 
Sherington during this period. The valley of the rivers Great Ouse and Ouzel 
were extensively occupied during the Roman period but in comparison less is 
known of the higher land, away from the river valleys and evidence from 
Sherington is limited to the collection of a small assemblage of potsherds from 
near the churchyard (MK396).  

6.6.2 The Atlas of Rural Settlement in Roman Britain records a farm to the west of 
Sherington, close to the Ouse, it perhaps marks a fording point also.19 There 
are no remains mapped within/close to the village. 

 
19 https://archaeologydataservice.ac.uk/archives/view/romangl/map.html - accessed 23-02-2021 

https://archaeologydataservice.ac.uk/archives/view/romangl/map.html
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6.6.3 On the basis of the available evidence, the archaeological potential of the PDA 
for the Roman period is considered to be Low. 

6.7 EARLY MEDIEVAL 

6.7.1 Sherington probably originated during the Saxon period but little is known of 
the early development of the village. Prior to the Norman Conquest (1066) the 
area comprised a 10 hide estate that was subdivided into three manors. Edwin, 
son of Burgraed held the largest manor, which was of 6 hides; his man, Alwine 
held a 1 hide manor and the third manor was held by Oswulf, King Edward’s 
man20. 

6.7.2 There are no specific references to archaeological remains of Early Medieval 
date. There is a record (MMK7209) which describes an artefactual find as 
follows “these 'porcupines' as a type go from 700-750, but this is a later variety, 
about the second quarter of the 8th century. It is probably from Frisia (the Low 
Countries), but they are found great number on these shores too, and were 
common currency across the Channel”.  

6.7.3 Such finds are not generally useful indicators of below ground archaeological 
potential being highly portable and not (in this case) associated with below 
ground remains. Consequently, the potential for remains of this period being 
found within the PDA considered Low. 

6.8 MEDIEVAL  

6.8.1 The village developed considerably during the medieval period. At the time of 
the Domesday Survey (1086) the manors were held by the Bishop of Coutances 
and were worth £10 (ibid). The Carun family acquired the fief in the early 12th 
century, and they are thought to be associated with the Caves Manor Moated 
Site (MMK86). This is also a Scheduled Monument (1019138) . The Medieval 
Manor House would have stood within the Moat.  

6.8.2 The manor passed through a number of hands including those of the Cave 
family who held it until the late 15th century (and left it with their name). It 
was acquired by Dryden Smith in 1770, who demolished the original manor 
house and constructed the present Grade II listed building to the west. The 
moat and the area to the east were remodelled as the gardens of the present 
house.  

6.8.3 There have been several investigations at the site of the Manor House and the 
results are recorded by MMK83, 84, 85 and 86. The relevance to the PDA is 
that it shares the same road as the Caves Manor Moated Site. It does not fall 
within it, though it may lie on land once owned by its occupants.  

 
20 https://opendomesday.org/place/SP8846/sherington/ - accessed 19-04-2021 

https://opendomesday.org/place/SP8846/sherington/
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6.8.4 Given the increased number of records generally for this period and the 
existence (outside the village core of remains datable to this period) the 
potential for remains being found within the PDA is considered Low-Medium. 

6.9 POST MEDIEVAL AND MODERN 

6.9.1 The HER records more records of this date than any other (Appendix 1 and 
Figure 2). This reflects the fact that many Post-Medieval buildings and 
landscape features are still extant within the village.  

6.9.2 The PDA is likely to have been an enclosed piece of land during this period and 
may contain the remains of property boundaries and perhaps structural 
remains of this date. 

6.9.3 During the modern period, this pattern of land use continued. It is noted that a 
Prisoner of War Camp (MMK5862) existed a short distance east of the PDA. It 
did not extend into it.  

6.9.4 There is considered to be a Medium potential for remains of Post-Medieval and 
Modern date within the PDA.  

6.10 MAP REGRESSION COVERING THE MODERN PERIOD 

6.10.1 The Historic Landscape Characterisation for the area places the PDA within 
HBC4651 (Appendix 1, Figure 4) and this is described as Settlement Post 1885.  
The earliest mapping we have accessed for this assessment is 19th C in date 
(Figures 5 - 11). The 1882 Ordnance Survey map (Figure 5) shows the PDA lying 
within Plot 71, an irregular shaped field to the immediate SE of Parsons Lane. A 
sinuous minor watercourse feeding the Ouse (to the west) is also visible. The 
lane is lined on either side by trees, and land parcels to the north are divided 
into relatively small plots. Land parcels to the east and south of Plot 71 are 
larger, this trend continues outside the village core. This map appears to show 
the PDA literally on the edge of the village in its late 19th C form. A trough is 
marked on its NE corner. 

6.10.2 The village layout, depicted in Ordnance Survey maps remains basically 
unchanged until the 1925 edition (Figure 7), which shows a notable expansion 
of housing to the east of the PDA along Crofts End. This also shows 
development very close to the PDA (including Nos 35 and 37). New housing can 
also be seen to the west, also along Crofts End. The original core of the village, 
closer to St Lauds church is now less legible than previously. 

6.10.3 The remaining mapping shows 20th C developments close to the PDA, none of 
the changes specifically impact the PDA and it remained a garden area from 
1925 until the present time.  
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7 ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE  

7.1 ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE (NON-DESIGNATED ASSETS) 

7.1.1 Existing national policy guidance for archaeology (the NPPF as referenced in 
Section 5) enshrines the concept of the ‘significance’ of heritage assets. 
Significance as defined in the NPPF centres on the value of an archaeological or 
historic asset for its ‘heritage interest’ to this or future generations. 

7.1.2 As identified by desk-based work, archaeological potential by period and the 
likely significance of any archaeological remains which may be present is 
summarised in table form below and mapped where possible on Figures 2-3.  

7.1.3 Such remains have been assessed as having Low or Low-Medium importance 
within this assessment. The terms Low, Medium and High have a specific 
meaning and that is explained in Table 2, Section 4.3. Remains with Lor or Low-
Medium importance have a local and/or regional interest in research terms. 
Archaeological research interest is determined by Regional Research Agenda. 
In this case the Solent-Thames Research Framework for the Historic 
Environment Resource Assessments and Research Agenda21.  

7.1.4 If remains survive, we consider it to be most likely these will be in the form of 
the following. Where relevant we have linked to the Regional Research Agenda: 

 
 Medieval and or Post-Medieval property and/or agricultural boundaries 

(ditches). Of relevance to Research Agenda 16.6.1 The origins and nature of 
nucleated village settlement (Chapter 16 Later Medieval Period: Research 
Agenda) 

7.1.5 The NPPF (Footnote 63) explains that “Non-designated heritage assets of 
archaeological interest, which are demonstrably of equivalent significance to 
scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the policies for 
designated heritage assets”. To be clear, there is no evidence to suggest that 
remains at this site would be of National significance. The term High (Table 2) 
covers Scheduled Monuments, and it would cover remains of equal importance 
(in line with Footnote 63). We have assessed this site as having potential to 
contain non-designated remains of Low or Low-Medium importance only. Such 
remains are routinely investigated and recorded as a result of developer-led 
work in many parts of the UK. 

 
21 Solent-Thames Research Framework for the Historic Environment Resource Assessments and Research 
Agendas. Hey, Gill and Hind, Jill (2014) Solent-Thames Research Framework for the Historic Environment 
Resource Assessments and Research Agendas. Project Report. Oxford Wessex 
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7.2 TABLE 3: LIKELY POTENTIAL AND SIGNIFICANCE OF NON-DESIGNATED ASSETS 
 

Period/Topic Likelihood of remains being 
present (Low, Medium, 
High) 

Importance (Low, Medium, 
High, Very High – See Table 
1) 

Early – Middle Prehistoric (Palaeolithic 
– Mesolithic) 

Low Low 

Late Prehistoric (Neolithic, Bronze Age, 
Iron Age)  

Low Low 

Roman Low Low-Medium 
Early-Medieval Low Low-Medium 
Medieval Low-Medium Low-Medium 
Post-Medieval Medium Low 
Modern  High Low 
Geoarchaeological - - 

7.3 ASSESSMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE (DESIGNATED ASSETS)  

Designated heritage assets present within the PDA and within Study Area are 
tabulated in Appendix 1 and shown on Figure 2. All designated assets are 
tabulated as they may indicate archaeological potential. This document does 
not cover Heritage Setting as it is covered in a separate report.  
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8 SITE CONDITIONS AND POTENTIAL IMPACTS  

8.1 PRESERVATION AND DESTRUCTION  

8.1.1 This Section first considers how previous land use on the PDA has both created 
archaeological potential and reduced it. It then goes on to consider the 
proposals and how they may impact upon those potential remains (if any).  

8.2 FACTORS AFFECTING ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVIVAL 

8.2.1 Archaeological remains can survive as earthworks and as below ground 
archaeological features, finds and layers. Part of the assessment process is to 
consider what factors may have affected archaeological survival. That is to say, 
what conditions would have enhanced the chances of survival and what 
conditions would have reduced the chances of survival.  

8.2.2 The subject of archaeological preservation has been covered comprehensively 
elsewhere22, and it is a subject which is subject to ongoing review as our 
understanding grows. The following addresses some familiar scenarios for 
assessment reports such as this, to allow the reader an insight into some 
‘typical’ scenarios. 

8.3 TYPICAL PRESERVATION CONDITIONS IN RURAL LOCATIONS  

8.3.1 In rural locations, below ground remains are likely to be sealed by a relatively 
thin series of layers. Typically a topsoil of c.100-200mm and a subsoil of 100-
300mm. Therefore, they may be sealed by 200-500mm of deposits. There are 
variations to this including landscapes affected by colluvial or alluvial deposits. 
There are also Peat rich area where soil deposits can be significantly deeper. 
Earthworks are most common in areas not subject to modern, mechanised 
ploughing, although earthworks can be preserved in hedgerows, wooded areas 
and even as plough-reduced remnants within arable fields.  

8.3.2 Hydrology has a significant role to play in the preservation of remains and 
proximity to watercourses and wetlands should be considered as it affects the 
variety and type of artefacts/ecofacts that could be present on a site.  

 

Factors which enhance 
preservation 

Factors which increase destruction 

Pasture/grassland provides a 
relatively static condition for 
archaeological remains  

Mechanised ploughing especially of 
deep rooting crops (e.g. Sugar Beet) 
causes truncation of archaeological 

 
22 Historic England 2016. Preserving Archaeological Remains. Decision-taking for Sites under Development 



  

  
 

33  

deposits.  
 Drainage for agricultural or mineral 

extraction reasons can affect 
hydrology and therefore remove the 
conditions in which waterlogged 
remains may survive. 

8.4 SPECIFIC SITE CONDITIONS 

8.4.1 The PDA currently comprises a single plot of land in use as a garden. Formerly, 
this would have been contiguous with a larger piece of agricultural land, 
probably grass pasture close to the edge of Sherington in the Post-Medieval 
period.  

8.4.2 The Map Regression exercise (Section 6.10) conducted for this assessment has 
discussed the traces of modern activity which we know to have taken place 
near to the PDA. This comprised the construction of housing and the creation 
of gardens. The PDA formed a garden.  

8.4.3 Sites ‘under grass’ for the entirety of the 19th and 20th C are something of a 
rarity in a central village location in southern England such as this. The land will 
not have experienced the changes (and truncation) of either arable fields under 
modern machine ploughing or urban plots of land which have been 
redeveloped. The land retains a potential to preserve remains, if any were 
present.  

8.4.4 Before reaching archaeological remains, the investigations at Sherington 
Manor removed c. 300mm of overburden. Therefore, the depth of 
archaeological sensitivity at the PDA is likely to be somewhere between 
250mm and 350mm. 

8.5 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

8.5.1 The development proposals comprise a single detached bungalow.  Such 
developments involve excavation of topsoil for the creation of the new 
access/driveway, the excavation of slit trenches for foundations and for new 
utility connections. Such groundworks have the potential to impact upon non-
designated (archaeological) heritage assets lying at a relatively shallow depth. 

8.6 REVIEW OF POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IMPACTS ON ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSETS 

8.6.1 The proposed development will not directly impact on any designated 
archaeological heritage assets.  

8.6.2 This assessment considers the PDA to have a low to medium archaeological 
potential for archaeological remains. This varies by period (Section 7.2, Table 
3). These remains are considered to have a low or low-medium importance 
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(defined in Table 2).  

8.6.3 Past development impacts are anticipated to have been very light for this part 
of southern England and the land may preserve sub-surface archaeological 
remains. Groundworks for the construction of a house and associated utilities 
is likely to impact shallow remains of any were present. 
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9 CONCLUSIONS 

9.1 SUMMARY  

9.1.1 Land at 37 Crofts End, Sherington has been assessed in order to consider its 
below ground archaeological potential. In accordance with relevant 
government planning policy and guidance, a desk-based assessment has been 
undertaken to clarify the archaeological potential of the Proposed 
Development Area (PDA). 

9.1.2 In terms of relevant designated heritage assets, no nationally designated Listed 
Buildings, Scheduled Monuments, World Heritage Sites, Historic Battlefield or 
Historic Wreck sites lie on the PDA. This report does not consider indirect 
(setting) impact upon designated heritage assets. There are two Scheduled 
Monuments within the Study Area and several Listed Buildings. These have 
been considered in terms of what they may indicated for archaeological 
potential at the PDA. 

9.1.3 The PDA currently comprises a single plot of land in use as a garden. Formerly, 
this would have been contiguous with a larger piece of agricultural land, 
probably grass pasture close to the edge of Sherington in the Post-Medieval 
period. The Map Regression exercise (Section 6.10) conducted for this 
assessment has discussed the traces of modern activity which we know to have 
taken place near to the PDA. This comprised the construction of housing and 
the creation of gardens.  

9.1.4 If remains survive, we consider it to be most likely these will be in the form of 
the following. Where relevant we have linked to the Regional Research Agenda: 

Medieval and or Post-Medieval property and/or agricultural boundaries 
(ditches). Of relevance to Research Agenda 16.6.1 The origins and nature of 
nucleated village settlement (Chapter 16 Later Medieval Period: Research 
Agenda) 

9.1.5 The NPPF (Footnote 63) explains that “Non-designated heritage assets of 
archaeological interest, which are demonstrably of equivalent significance to 
scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the policies for 
designated heritage assets”23. To be clear, there is no evidence to suggest that 
remains at this site would be of National significance. The term High (Table 2) 
covers Scheduled Monuments, and it would cover remains of equal importance 
(in line with Footnote 63). Such remains would be of National Significance. 
However, we have assessed this site as having potential to contain non-
designated remains of Low or Low-Medium importance only. Such remains are 

 
23 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2 - accessed 
26/02/2021 

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2
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routinely investigated in the course of development work in many parts of the 
UK.  

9.1.6 The development proposals comprise a single detached bungalow.  Such 
developments involve excavation of topsoil for the creation of the new 
access/driveway, the excavation of slit trenches for foundations and for new 
utility connections. Such groundworks have the potential to impact upon non-
designated (archaeological) heritage assets lying at a relatively shallow depth. 

9.1.7 The Local Planning Authority (LPA) will decide whether a condition (related to 
archaeology) would be appropriate. This they will do so on the basis of advice 
from the Archaeological Officer to the LPA (Oxfordshire County Council). This 
assessment will form a part of the information under consideration. Abrams 
Archaeology can liaise with the Archaeological Officer on behalf of the 
applicant.  

9.1.8 On the basis of available evidence, it is considered that the proposed 
development accords with current legislation, the planning policies contained 
within the NPPF and local policies which relate to archaeology.  

 



  

  
 

37  

10  APPENDIX 1 – TABULAR DATA SUPPORTING THE ASSESSMENT 

10.1 LISTED BUILDINGS 
 

ListEntry Name Grade LegacyUID NGR CaptureSca Easting Northing Hyperlink 

1115834 K6 TELEPHONE KIOSK II 351179 
SP 88765 
46461 1:2500 488765 246461.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115834 

1115869 THE LODGE II 351062 
SP 88820 
46326 1:2500 488820 246326.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115869 

1115870 THE OLD CASTLE II 351063 
SP 88735 
46466 1:2500 488735 246466.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115870 

1115871 47 AND 49, HIGH STREET II 351064 
SP 88710 
46544 1:2500 488710 246544.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115871 

1115872 BARN TO WEST OF NUMBER 53 (HOME FARMHOUSE) II 351066 
SP 88676 
46603 1:2500 488676 246603.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115872 

1115873 THE MANOR HOUSE II 351068 
SP 88894 
46232 1:2500 488894 246232.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115873 

1115874 THE SMALL HOUSE II 351071 
SP 88810 
46389 1:2500 488810 246389.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115874 

1115875 2 AND 3, THE KNOLL II 351073 
SP 88797 
46507 1:2500 488797 246507.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115875 

1115876 ROADSIDE II 351077 
SP 89216 
46766 1:2500 489216 246766.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115876 

1115877 2, SCHOOL LANE II 351080 
SP 89118 
46714 1:2500 489118.296 246714.5948 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115877 

1115878 WATER LANE FARMHOUSE II 351082 
SP 88656 
46381 1:2500 488656 246381.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115878 

1115905 
LYCHGATE TO SOUTH EAST CORNER OF CHURCHYARD OF CHURCH OF 
ST LAUD II 351048 

SP 89049 
46770 1:2500 489049.43 246770.7778 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115905 

1115906 NUMBER 1 (MAY COTTAGE) AND NUMBER 3 II 351051 
SP 89087 
46724 1:2500 489087.453 246723.8768 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115906 

1115907 SHERINGTON PLACE II 351053 
SP 89133 
46749 1:2500 489133.12 246749.0078 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115907 

1115908 24, CHURCH ROAD II 351056 
SP 89114 
46719 1:2500 489114.177 246719.3008 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115908 

1115909 THE LAURELS II 351058 
SP 89153 
46405 1:2500 489153 246405.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115909 

1115910 22 AND 24, CROFTS END II 351060 
SP 89162 
46372 1:2500 489162 246372.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1115910 

1212353 CHURCH OF ST LAUD I 351047 
SP 89019 
46788 1:2500 489018.93 246788.341 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1212353 

1212406 ARBOUR HOUSE II 351054 
SP 88960 
46539 1:2500 488960 246539.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1212406 

1212408 MERCERS FARMHOUSE II 351057 
SP 88922 
46316 1:2500 488922 246316.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1212408 

1212421 THE WHITE HART INN II 351061 
SP 89126 
46780 1:2500 489125.943 246780.1248 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1212421 

1212459 8, THE KNOLL II 351074 
SP 88828 
46477 1:2500 488828 246477.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1212459 

1212466 YEW TREE FARMHOUSE II 351076 
SP 89252 
46732 1:2500 489252 246732.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1212466 



  

  
 

38  

ListEntry Name Grade LegacyUID NGR CaptureSca Easting Northing Hyperlink 

1212485 NUMBER 1 (INCLUDES FORMER NUMBER 3) II 351078 
SP 89197 
46763 1:2500 489197 246763.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1212485 

1289471 BARN SOUTH EAST OF NUMBER 9 (WATER LANE FARMHOUSE) II 351083 
SP 88675 
46363 1:2500 488675 246363.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1289471 

1289549 SHERINGTON CHAPEL AND ATTACHED COTTAGES EITHER SIDE II 351059 
SP 89059 
46327 1:2500 489059 246327.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1289549 

1289563 CHURCH FARMHOUSE II 351050 
SP 89040 
46842 1:2500 489039.709 246842.0078 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1289563 

1289566 CALGARY HOUSE II 351052 
SP 89082 
46735 1:2500 489082 246735.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1289566 

1320181 
ANONYMOUS TOMB TO SOUTH WEST OF WEST CORNER OF NAVE OF 
PARISH CHURCH OF ST LAUD II 351049 

SP 88993 
46767 1:2500 488993 246767.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1320181 

1320182 GRIGGS FARM II 351055 
SP 89105 
46713 1:2500 489104.531 246713.7728 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1320182 

1320201 HOME FARMHOUSE II 351065 
SP 88705 
46597 1:2500 488705 246597.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1320201 

1320202 CHURCH END FARMHOUSE II 351067 
SP 88715 
46717 1:2500 488715 246717.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1320202 

1320203 HARRIET'S END II 351072 
SP 88759 
46532 1:2500 488759 246532.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1320203 

1320204 1, LEY VIEW II 351075 
SP 88739 
46402 1:2500 488739 246402.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1320204 

1320205 THE OLD RECTORY II 351079 SP8914446538 1:2500 489144.3773 246538.0953 
https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1320205 

1320206 NUMBER 16 (PRIMROSE COTTAGE) AND NUMBER 18 II 351084 
SP 88633 
46418 1:2500 488633 246418.3608 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-
list/list-entry/1320206 

10.2 SCHEDULED MONUMENTS 
 

ListEnt
ry Name 

SchedDa
te 

AmendD
ate 

LegacyU
ID NGR 

CaptureS
ca Easting Northing AREA_HA Hyperlink 

101019
0 Bowl barrow at junction of Crofts End and Bedford Road 19/03/73 11/06/92 19045 

SP 89371 
46435 1:10000 

489371.18
53 

246435.07
45 

0.0640622
11 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-
entry/1010190 

101913
8 

Moated site known as Caves Manor immediately east of the 
Manor House 09/11/00  29471 

SP 88983 
46254 1:10000 

488982.22
39 

246252.12
82 

1.1360738
82 

https://historicengland.org.uk/listing/the-list/list-
entry/1019138 

 

10.3 NON-DESIGNATED HERITAGE ASSETS - MONUMENTS (HER) 
 

MonUID PrefRef Name RecordType Description MapSheet Topology MonTypes 

MMK2 MMK2 Bancroft Field, Croft's End Monument 

1) Barrow: NE section destroyed by road alterations & fence depression & soilmark shows was 
ditched. A ditched bowl barrow, rather than a saucer barrow? (sources.4) . 2) Road widening in 
/ before 1958 (sources.1) . 3) Work observed, no finds on site; Roman coin from dumped soil 
(sources.3, 7) 

SP84NE Point RING BARROW 
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MonUID PrefRef Name RecordType Description MapSheet Topology MonTypes 

MMK83 MMK83 Caves Manor Moated Site Monument 

1) Large, moated site, within which manor house stood; house in ruins by c.1253. Area 
encompassed by moat made into a garden, 1770 (bib 3). 2) Photo of moat when it was revetted 
with boards (bib 4). 3) Moat water filled, though rapidly silting up. No trace of former buildings 
in enclosed area. NGR to moat centre (bib5). 4) The island is rectangular in plan, 95m NE-SW by 
70m. Surface is slightly raised above its surroundings and generally level except for a few low 
undulations towards the centre and some vestiges of a perimeter bank at the eastern and 
western corners. The surrounding moat is between 6& 10m in width and fed from a spring head 
about 200m to the east by a series of ditches. An iron sluice gate and channel at the southern 
corner provides the outflow. (bib 22545 (10) ) 

SP84NE Point MOAT 

MMK84 MMK84 Manor House, Sherington Building 

1) Grade II. C18th, altered C19th. 3 storeys, 4 bay street front with lower 2 bay W wing & C19th 
rear block. Interior: early C18th oak closed string staircase(b7). 2) In 1770 the old manor house 
within the moat was pulled down& (this) house built outside moat (b3). 3) NGR to"manor 
house" (b8). 

SP84NE Point FARMHOUSE 

MMK85 MMK85 Caves Manor Icehouse Monument 

1) A small icehouse lies buried within the prospect mound. The main entrance remains as a slot 
like depression in the west face of the mound. A second indentation on the ridge above marks 
the position of a characteristic aperture in the roof of the ice chamber. It is thought to have 
been constructed in the late C18th or early C19th for the later manor house (bib 22545 (10)) 

SP84NE Point ICEHOUSE 

MMK86 MMK86 Caves Manor Moated Site Place 

1) Manorial history of Caves Manor, known from C13th as a manor of Sherington, & from C15th 
as a manor of the Caves of Sherington (b1). 2) Old, moated manor house came as a ruin into 
hands of Mr Justice Cave, c. 1253 (b3). 3) Island thought to be site of the original manor house 
constructed by the Carun family who acquired the fief in the early C12th. In or about 1140 
William de Carun granted the church at Sherington to Tickford Priory. He Probably supported 
Matilda's cause in the civil war. At the end of the war he relocated the manor to the north of 
the village where it remained until about 1780. The relegated moated site later passed into the 
hands of William de Vintner and his wife Emma. Emma transferred the manor to John de Cave 
about 1255 and it remained in the Cave family until the late C15th by which time it was called 
'Caves Manor'. William Maryot died in possession of the manor in 1491. William Montgomery 
received the Manor in exchange of property in 1571 and in 1601 settled the estate on his son, 
reserving only a corner of the old, moated mansion for his and his wife's lifetimes. In 1627 the 
manor was conveyed by Sir Francis Clarke to Sir Richard Norton. In the late C17th it passed 
from the Norton Family to the Pargiters. On Thomas Pargitter's death in 1712 the manor estate 
was inherited by his daughter and her husband, James Smith of Passenham. In 1770 the estate 
was inherited by Dryden Smith, a ship builder at Wapping, who demolished the old house and 
built a new one immediately to the west, reusing the island as a garden. (bib 22545 (10)) 

SP84NE Point MANOR 
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MonUID PrefRef Name RecordType Description MapSheet Topology MonTypes 

MMK386 MMK386 Unassigned Find Spot 1) Coin of Constantine the Great, 307-337AD. Bust of Constantinopolis. Rev: victory on prow, 
with shield & spear, mint of Thessalonica, minted 330-5 AD (reported 1962) (source 1) SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK387 MMK387 Unassigned Find Spot 1) Coin of Honorius, 395-423AD. Obv: "dn honorivs pf avgg". rev: "gloria romanorvm", Emperor 
facing left with standard & globe. Found by Mr G (reported 1962) (source 1) SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK388 MMK388 Unassigned Find Spot 
1) Coin of Trajan, 98-117AD. Obv: bust radiate crown. rev: "spqr optimo S c pax" with branch & 
cornucopia, 1 foot on Dacian warrior. commemorating Trajan's Danubian war. (reported 1962) 
(source 1) 

SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK392 MMK392 Church Road Find Spot 1) Sherds found in garden of new bungalow by Mr F, (source 1, bi2) SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK396 MMK396 Church farm earthworks Monument 

1) Earthworks in the area of Church & Church Farm, Sherington. Some believed to be Iron Age; 
much Iron Age, Belgic, Romano British pottery found. Site confused by later ditches (some Civil 
War?) Levelling, building & topsoil dumping (JPP). Plan of earthworks N & SW of churchyard at 
1: 500, CAS file. NGR- Earthwork’s centre (source 2 

SP84NE Point 

DITCHED 
ENCLOSURE; 
DITCHED 
ENCLOSURE 

MMK397 MMK397 Sherington churchyard Monument 

1) Defensive Iron Age site? (source 5). 2) Iron Age camp? Much Iron Age pottery from grave 
diggings in churchyard. original earthworks Iron Age? (source 1). 3) Belgic-Romano British 
sherds from foundation trenches of buildings being erected in Iron Age enclosure. Remainder of 
Iron Age ditch around hilltop being filled with dumped topsoil (source 3). 4) NGR-earthworks 
centre (source 2). 

SP84NE Point ENCLOSED 
SETTLEMENT? 

MMK398 MMK398 Sherington churchyard Find Spot 

1) Much Iron Age pottery from grave digging in churchyard (source 1). 2) Many Iron Age , Belgic, 
Romano British sherds from vicinity of churchyard (source 2). 3) Belgic-Romano British sherds 
from foundation trenches of building being erected within Iron Age enclosure (source 3). 4) 
More Romano British pottery (source 8). 5) Belgic pottery drawn& discussed (source 6). 6) NGR- 
earthworks centre (source 2) 

SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK399 MMK399 Sherington churchyard Find Spot 
1) Complete Belgic urn from SP 8897 4676, i.e., inside churchyard. Plan at 1: 500 of earthworks 
in CAS file marks find spot (source 2). 2) Belgic pottery from site drawn & discussed (source 6). 
(source 2) 

SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK950 MMK950 Perry Lane, Sherington Place 
1) In 1313, land N of "lee hoo" park called Heldebyry (contains OE "byrig"; from "burg"). 
Reference to remains of Saxon fortified building. Called Oldbury Furlong, Tudor period; track 
around site now called Perry Lane (bib1). 

SP84NE Point BUILDING 
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MonUID PrefRef Name RecordType Description MapSheet Topology MonTypes 

MMK1045 MMK1045 Sherington Parish Monument K.A. Bailey 2000 'Buckinghamshire Parish Names'. Records of Buckinghamshire vol 40 [1998-
2000], 68 (Article in serial). SMK4596. SP84NE Point PARISH 

MMK3409 MMK3409 Newport Pagnell By-pass Find Spot 1) Scraper picked up after field scraped before dumping as part of Newport Pagnell by-pass 
construction. S of small ditch N of Priory Lane. (bib1). SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK3508 MMK3508 Old Rectory, 16 School Lane Building 1) Listed Building Grade II, no 11/171. House, formerly the rectory. Date stone inscribed "tertio 
aprili S im 1607". 2 storeys & attic (bi4, further info; & see bi1). NGR (bi3). SP84NE Point VICARAGE 

MMK3509 MMK3509 Old Rectory, 16 School Lane Place 
1) In c1575, rector was cited for allowing parsonage house to fall into ruins. In 1606, rector 
(John Martin) built new parsonage house, with "5 bays all of stone, hall, parlor, kytchyn, buttery 
& bouldynge house -- & parsonage barne of 7 bayes (etc)" (bi2 (more info)). 

SP84NE Point VICARAGE 

MMK3510 MMK3510 "Fitzjohns / Sherington" 
Manor Place 

1) Fitzjohns or Sherington Manor originated in grant to Roger Fitzjohn, confirmed/augmented 
1297-8 (bi1- has manorial history). 2) Site of Fitzjohn Manor house suggested by reconstructed 
map c1300; similar m ap 1580 shows site as Fitzjohn's Manor Farm (NGR) (bi2;& bi3). 3) C18 
cottages now on this site (bi4). 

SP84NE Point MANOR 

MMK3511 MMK3511 "Fitzjohns / Sherington" 
Manor Place 1) A third of a fishery in the water of Sherington held with Manor of Fitzjohns in 1436 & 

probably from 1301(bi1). SP84NE Point FISHERY 

MMK3512 MMK3512 Sherington Manor Place 

1) Manor House shown N of Church on reconstructed maps, c1300 & 1580, approx at NGR (bi2). 
2) Church farmhouse now on site; C18 structure that might incorporate part of older building 
(bi3). 3) Browne Eillis (1730s) said principal manor house, occupied by Linfords, Ardes, etc, 
stood N of Church (bi1). 

SP84NE Point MANOR HOUSE 

MMK3513 MMK3513 Sherington Manor Place 

1) In 1086, Sherington included in Bishop of Coutances' lands. Passed to Carun family, reign of 
Wlm II (1087-1100). Later 
passed to Linford & Ardes families. Browne Willis said Manor House of Linfords, Ardes etc stood 
N of Church. Fishery on 
manor 1301; dovecote, 1589 (bi1- has manorial history). 

SP84NE Point MANOR 

MMK3514 MMK3514 Sherington Manor Place 
1) Mention of a dovecote on manor, 1589(bi1). 2) "dovehouse close" shown on reconstructed 
field maps, c1300 & 1580. Maps show Manor House to N of Church, approx at NGR; Dovehouse 
Close immediately adjacent to E (bi2). 

SP84NE Point DOVECOTE 

MMK3515 MMK3515 Sherington Manor Place 1) The manor owned two-thirds of a fishery in 1301 & free fishing in C18 & C19 (bi1). 2) NGR to 
approx site of manor house (bi1). SP84NE Point FISHERY 
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MonUID PrefRef Name RecordType Description MapSheet Topology MonTypes 

MMK3604 MMK3604 Mercers Farmhouse Building 

1) Listed building Grade II, no 11/151. House, dated 1760. 3 bays & 2 storeys with dormers. S 
front altered C19th with 4 panel door right hand bay. Plain wide architraved doorcase with flat 
hood. 2 hipped dormers flanking brick chimneys. 1 storey wing to right & 2 storey rear wing 
(source 5). 2) NGR to farmhouse (source 4). 

SP84NE Point FARMHOUSE 

MMK3605 MMK3605 Cock Field Manor Place 

1) 1 fee obtained C13th by Cockfield family, later known as Cockfield manor. Was probably this 
property that was given to 
Mercers' company 1510? Company claimed manorial rights 1796; they still hold it (1924) ; now 
called Mercers' Farm (source 
1). Mercers' Manor Farm shown on map, 1580, approx at NGR (source 2). 

SP84NE Point MANOR; MANOR 

MMK3606 MMK3606 Cock Field Manor Place 1) A several fishery in the Ouse granted with Cockfield Manor in 1374 (source 1). SP84NE Dispersed FISHERY 

MMK3608 MMK3608 St. Laud's, Sherington Building 

1) Listed bdg Grade I, no 11/141. Parish Church. Nave, N aisle & crossing mid C13th, S aisle & 
porch mid C14. Chancel rebuilt, upper part of central tower, clerestory etc circa 1475. Interior; 
C13th piscina, C14th sed elia, C15th font (source 6). 2) Bishops’ visitation 1519 - chur ch 
was"omnia bene" (source 4). 3) Rectors 1230-1811 (source 1). 

SP84NE Dispersed PARISH CHURCH 

MMK3609 MMK3609 St. Laud's, Sherington Building 
1) Nave roof restored C16th (source 3). 
2) Disputed; carved shields suggest it was done pre circa 1438 (source 4). 
3) Nave& aisle timber roof circa 1475/nave roof early C16th (source 6). 

SP84NE Point BUILDING 

MMK4983 MMK4983 Lychgate. SE Corner Church 
Yard Building 

Grade II. Covered lychgate. Circa 1890. Timber framed with plastered infill on stone waist high 
walls. Old, tiled roof. in west country cusped bracing style of timber framing, formed in small 
panels. Cusped braces to ridge. Diagonal cusped braces to 
side walls. Gates have large diagonal braces & scrolled standards [more] 

SP84NE Point LYCH GATE 

MMK4984 MMK4984 Anonymous tomb.Church of 
St Laud Building 

Grade II. Tomb Circa 1850. in red sandstone with limestone inscription slabs. About 8 feet high 
in 2 stages rising from plain plinth, upper stage diminished. Sandstone frames to recessed 
panels, then covered cornice to top. The tomb is a curiosity in that it is deliberately anonymous, 
3 sides having biblical [more] 

SP84NE Point TOMB 

MMK4985 MMK4985 Church Farmhouse. Church 
End Building 

Grade II. Farmhouse. C18th with C19th rear range. Stone rubble. Old tile roof. Victorian ranges 
in red brick. 2 storeys & attic. 3 bays. South front has central door, 4 panelled, & ogee roofed 
C19th porch in wrought iron. 4 pane sashes with key blocks over. Three 2-light hipped dormers 
flanking brick stacks. Victorian ranges 

SP84NE Point FARMHOUSE 
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MMK4986 MMK4986 1-3 Church End Building 

Grade II. Pair of cottages, C17th , no, 1 altered C19th. rubblestone, no. 1 colour washed. 
Thatched roof. Each of 2 bays & 2 storeys. no. 1 has central door of 2 vertical panels & 
bracketted hood. 3 pane sash windows with narrow margin glazing. no. 3 central board door, 3- 
light casements, 2-light to upper floor. Brick [more] 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK4987 MMK4987 Calgary House. 5 Church End Building 

Grade II. House. C18th , altered C19th. Colour washed rubblestone. Slate roof. 2 bays, 2 storeys, 
originally 1 1/2 but upper storey raised in brick, also colour washed. Central door has C19th flat 
hood on brackets. 3 pane sash windows with narrow margin glazing. Coped gables with 
kneelers, flanking brick stacks. 2 storey rear wing. 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK4988 MMK4988 Sherington Place. Church 
End Building 

Grade II. House. C18th . Dressed limestone facade, coursed rubble flanks & rear elevation. 2 
storeys plus cellars & attic. Old tile roof, 3 bays. 6 panel central door with lozenge pattern 
glazing to fanlight over in doorcase of cross-reeded pilasters with capitals & similar brackets 
supporting cornice hood. 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK4989 MMK4989 Arbour House. 8 Church 
Lane Building 

Grade II. House. C18th . Coursed rubble. Old tile roof. 2 wide bays, 2 storey plus dormers. South 
west front has central door flanked by 3-light casements to both floors. Two 2-light roofed 
dormers. Coped gables flanking brick chimneys. 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK4990 MMK4990 22 Church Road. Griggs 
Farm Building 

Grade II. House. C18th . Coursed rubblestone. Concrete pantile roof. 2 storeys & 3 bays; to west 
or right single storey outbuilding. Central door, casement windows, 4-light to left, 3 to right. 1st 
floor has 3-light left casement & two 2-light ones. Oak lintels. Brick end stacks. Small 2 storey 
rear extension. 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK4991 MMK4991 24 Church Road Building 

Grade II. House. C18th . Coursed rubblestone, concrete pantile roof. 2 bays & 2 storeys. Church 
Road front has left hand casement & door to right. 1st floor 3-light casement to right bay. Gable 
elevation has 3-light casement & attic window. no. 24 has party wall with no 22 (Griggs Farm) & 
no. 2 School Lane (q v) [more] 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK4992 MMK4992 23 Croft end. The Laurels Building 

Grade II. House. late C16th or early C17th . Coursed rubblestone. Old tile roofs. 2 storeys & 
gabled attics. north & south ranges linked by 1 bay east & west wings, north range centre bay 
omitted & thus house forms open courtyard. East front double gabled with central doorway 
behind C19th gabled porch. 2 storey flat 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK4993 MMK4993 Sherington Chapel & 
Cottages Building 

Grade II. Nonconformist Chapel, dated 1822. Chequer brick, some stone dressings, slate roof. N 
front of 2 storeys, 3 bays. Arched central 6 panel flush double door, round stone panel over. 
Outer bays have arched 2-light windows with interlacing leading. Door & windows have stone 
arches with key blocks. 

SP84NE Point NONCONFORMIST 
CHAPEL 
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MMK4994 MMK4994 22 & 24 Crofts End Building 

Grade II. Cottages. C18th altered. Coursed rubblestone. Slate roofs. Each 2 bays & 2 storeys. 
Central 4 panelled doors under gabled hoods with cut bargeboards. 3-light casements. Party 
stack to left gable of no 24. 24 has 1 bay, 1 storey E wing, 3 light casement, slate roof. no 22 has 
2 storey stone range to rear 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK4995 MMK4995 1 Gun Lane (White Hart Inn) Building 

Grade II. C18th , altered C19th. Colour washed rendered rubblestone. Old tile roof. Originally 2 
storeys but 3rd produced by raising front wall in brick, then rendering over, 3 bays. S front has 6 
panelled centre door in doorcase of plain pilasters, frieze & cornice hood. Canted bay windows 
with 4 pane sashes to outer 

SP84NE Point COACHING INN 

MMK4996 MMK4996 1 High Street (The Lodge) Building 

Grade II. House. Early C19th coursed rubblestone with slate roof. 3 bays & 2 storeys. Centre 6 
panel door in fluted doorcase below cut bracket hood. Modern bay windows either side. Three 
1st floor sashes, 5 panes wide to outer bays, 4 over door. Bracketed eaves & stone coped 
gables on kneelers. Parallel rear brick range 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK5002 MMK5002 6 High St Building 

Grade II. House, dated 1756. Coursed rubblestone, left hand part old clay tiles, remainder 
thatched. 3 bays, 2 storeys, 2 right hand bays with eyebrow dormers. Then 4 bay barn adapted 
to garage & accommodation. Left hand bay has 6-panel door at right with projecting cornice 
hood. 3 light casements. Next 2 bays have 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK5004 MMK5004 2 & 3 The Knoll Building 

Grade II. House now subdivided. C18th . Coursed rubblestone, old tile roofs, 2 storey & dormers 
on 'L' plan. no 2 facing S is 2 bays of 3-light casements with central horizontal glazing bar. two 2-
light hipped dormers. Side entry, flanking stacks. Modern shutters, no 3 is 3 bays, facing E. 3-
light central horizontal glazing 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK5005 MMK5005 8 The KnollL Building 

Grade II. Cottage. Early C18th . Coursed rubblestone, some brick. Thatched roof. left hand part 
1 bay & 1. 5 storeys, right part 2 bays, 1 storey with roof raised in brick, painted to represent 
stone, & provide upper storey. left hand part: door to right & 3 light casement to left. 2-light 
dormer above window. 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 
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MMK5007 MMK5007 16 Park Road (Yew Tree 
Farm) Building 

1)Grade II. House. Dated 1595, altered & extended to S. Coursed rubblestone & old tile roof. 3 
bays with centrally located staircase tower at rear. 2 storeys & attic. At rear modern flat roofed 
2 storey addition & to S late C17th single storey 2 bay cottage. W elevation has central entrance 
with modern open gabled [more] 2) Inspected by BLG 18/1/2001 following chimney fire. 1595 
datestone to left of door below eaves and balanced by carved fleur-de-lys to the right. Blocked 
window at first floor in south gable. At ground the lateral spine beams supported by beams 
between front and rear walls. All have broad chamfers with stops. Mortices on south east-west 
beams indicates a narrow room at the south end which predates the window arrangement. 
Room too small for fireplace which suggests that the south stack is an insertion. Roof of the 
staircase wing appears to abut the earlier main roof slope indicating that this is a later addition. 
No sign of early fireplace. Could the building be the converted wing of an earlier structure? 

SP84NE Point FARMHOUSE 

MMK5009 MMK5009 18 Park Road (Roadside) Building 

Grade II. House. C18th with C19th E range. Coursed rubblestone, plain clay tile roof. 2 bay, 2 
storey C18th block. Gable elevation has 2-light casement & square 2-light flat roofed 1st floor 
oriel off-centre. Coped gable with kneelers. Road front has 2-light casements to right-hand bay. 
Garden or S front has 3 pane C19th 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK5010 MMK5010 1 Park Road (Inc former 3) Building 

Grade II. House. Formerly subdivided. C17th, altered C18th with C19th W block colour washed 
rubblestone, C19th block in herringbone-set rubble with brick dressings. Tile roofs. Earlier part 
2 bays. 2 storeys & attic. Sashes to ground floor with door to right part of left bay in modern 
trellis porch. Blocked door to right. 

SP84NE Point HOUSE; HOUSE 

MMK5011 MMK5011 2 School Lane Building 

Grade II. House dated 1776. rubblestone with concrete pantile roof. 2 bays & 2 storeys. Centre 
door. Oak lintels to openings. right hand bay has 5 pane box sashes, left bay paired casements. 
1 right hand dormer. Datestone between 1st floor windows inscribed "T(thomas) E (lizabeth) R 
(ogers) 1776. Brick stack at right 

SP84NE Point HOUSE 

MMK5540 MMK5540 Sherington Quarry Place 1) Quarry or pit of 2.75 acres having common rights (bib 22712] SP84NE Point QUARRY; PIT 

MMK5594 MMK5594 Caves Manor Moated Site Monument 

Access across the north moat to the island is by a footbridge constructed on brick with a single 
archway, low parapet and iron railings to either side. The keystone on the western face of the 
arch is inscribed with the date '1846' and the initials 'F C' probably refer to Dr Cheyhs who 
owned the property at that time. The parish enclosure map of 1796 depicts a single bridge or 
causeway in the same location. It is possible that the original approach to the island lay on this 
side. 

SP84NE Point BRIDGE 
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MMK5595 MMK5595 Caves Manor House garden 
prospect mound Monument 

The eastern arm of the moat is flanked by a substantial bank measuring some 10m in width and 
1.5m high, with a level walkway along the ridge. This is thought to have been created as a 
prospect mound. 1) Prospect mound used to view either the grounds of the original manor 
house, or the gardens which formed the setting of the new house constructed west of the 
island in 1770. A small icehouse lies buried within the centre of this mound (bib 22545 (10)) 

SP84NE Point PROSPECT MOUND 

MMK5706 MMK5706 Mercer's Farm Granary Building 
1] Stone building with corrugated iron roof forming part of Mercer's farm. Blocked doorway 
with stone steps in west gable suggests use as a granary. Doors occur on west and north 
elevations and suggest former stables. 

SP84NE Dispersed GRANARY 

MMK5862 MMK5862 Perry Lane’s prisoner of War 
Camp Place 

1. NPRDC minute book entry Jan 27th, 1943 - Prisoner of war camp to be erected near Perry 
Lane , Sherington for 70 Italians for agricultural work. (bib 22683) 2. 1959 - Request for 
permission for erection of houses on lands at Croft End, formerly known as the prisoner of war 
hostel site.(bib 22684) 

SP84NE Dispersed PRISONER OF WAR 
CAMP 

MMK5863 MMK5863 Sherington water pipe Place 

NPRDC minute book entry 1/10/1947 ' Wooden watermains unearthed at Sherington. The 
companion markings or joint numbers in Roman numerals are clearly visible. Laid probably 
from Croft End to a basin on The Knoll. The pipes were sent to the County Archaeological 
Society at Aylesbury. 

SP84NE Point WATER PIPE 

MMK5884 MMK5884 Kettering to Newport 
Pagnell Turnpike Place 

1) Kettering to Newport Pagnell Turnpike was set up in 1754 and was to close no later than the 
1st of November 1878. Gate at Sherington north of the junction with Bedford Road 
(SP8874548) up until 1781; north end of Sherington Bridge (SP885455) from 1781 until 1823 ; 
Top of Emberton Hill (SP889478) from 1823 to 1878. Other gates at Northway House 
(SP902562) and Warrington cross roads (SP889548). Weighing machine at Sherington Bridge. 2) 
Passes through the parishes of Newport Pagnell; Lathbury; Sherington; Emberton; Olney 3) NGR 
given for Sherington Bridge (above) 

SP85SE Dispersed TOLL ROAD 

MMK5934 MMK5934 Old Rectory Barn Building 1) Stone barn of 17th or earlier date. (bib 22753) SP84NE Point BARN; BARN 

MMK5935 MMK5935 Old Rectory coach house? Building 1) Stone coach house of 17th or earlier date. (bib 22753) SP84NE Point COACH HOUSE 

MMK7209 MMK7209 Unassigned Find Spot 

The British Museum specialist writes " these 'porcupines' as a type go from 700-750, but this is 
a later variety, about the second quarter of the 8th century. It is probably from Frisia (the Low 
Countries),but they are found great number on these shores too, and were common currency 
across the Channel. They are called porcupines because they resemble such creatures, but 
probably the image is a degenerated bust with spiky hair. On the reverse there is a degenerated 
Roman standard (a square with inscriptions." I am indebted to Anna Gannon for the help with 
this note. 

SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 
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MMK7220 MMK7220 Unassigned Find Spot A silver halfpenny of Edward III SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK7224 MMK7224 Unassigned Find Spot 

The mount has two parallel ridges decorated with repeated diagonal lines with a decorative 
element between them. This is in the form of a cross with four branching arms and a central 
open circle. The upper and lower arms flare outwards to meet the parallel bars and the side 
arms terminate in four lobes. There is a circular perforation in the top and bottom arm of the 
cross, containing iron corrosion products from iron rivets. At the lower end of the mount there 
is a rectangular integral loop with a smaller circular loop on one side. The side of the 
rectangular loop without the circular loop shows signs of wear. The exact function of this object 
is not known. A similar object was published by Read (2001, 39 no. 371) as a suggested sword-
belt mount. 

SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK7231 MMK7231 Unassigned Find Spot The doors of the Temple of Janus were closed in AD 65, denoting that there was peace 
throughout the Empire - a very rare occurrence. NGR given to centre of parish. SP84NE Point FINDSPOT 

MMK7532 MMK7532 Site of building Monument Building shown on OS 2" = 1 mile sheet of 1813 (PRO: OSD 233) SP84NE Point BUILDING 

MMK7895 MMK7895 Caves Manor Moat sluice Building 1) An iron sluice provides an outflow to the moat at its southern corner (bib 22545 (10) SP84NE Point SLUICE GATE 

 

10.4 NON-DESIGNATED HERITAGE ASSETS - EVENTS (HER) 
 

EvUID EventName Description Organisation Topology Easting Northing GridRef RecordType Name EventTypes 

EMK328 Sherington Church of St 
Laud’s Post-medieval burials. Oxford 

Archaeology Point 489010 246800 

SP 
89010 
46800 
(point) 

EVT 
Sherington 
Church of 
St Laud’s 

TRIAL 
TRENCH 

EMK511 Mercer's Farm Cow 
House 

Small stone-built cow house of probable 18th C origin. Corrugated iron roof 
over remnants of earlier thatch. Concrete floor and modern stall divisions / 
feed trough. 

David Coles 
Architects Point 488918 246315 

SP 
88918 
46315 
(point) 

EVS 
Mercer's 
Farm Cow 
House 

BUILDING 
SURVEY 

EMK772 Mercers Farm 
A limited archaeological watching brief was carried out during the 
excavation of foundation trenches for a new extension to Mercer's 
Farmhouse. No significant archaeological deposits were identified. 

Ivens, Richard Point 488937 246329 

SP 
88937 
46329 
(point) 

EVT Mercers 
Farm 

WATCHING 
BRIEF 
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EMK821 Land adjacent to the 
White Hart 

16m of trenching for a new house. Brown sandy silty sub-soil extended to a 
depth of 0.5m below ground level. This overlays a mid-brown gravely sand 
with lenses of clay and infrequent flecks of charcoal. No archaeological 
features noted. 

Archaeological 
Services & 
Consultancy Ltd 

Point 489122 246795 

SP 
89122 
46795 
(point) 

EVT 

Land 
adjacent 
to the 
White 
Hart 

TRIAL 
TRENCH 

EMK1076 Sherington Manor 

Single trial trench excavated adjacent to medieval moated site. The trench 
revealed a shallow spread of unworked flint, clay tile, and animal bone. No 
other features or finds were revealed. In April 2009 the initial pre-
determination phase of a staged programme of archaeological evaluation 
was undertaken at Sherington Manor, Milton Keynes. A single trial trench 
was excavated adjacent to a medieval moated site (SAM No: 29471) that 
lies within the grounds of the manor. Further trial trenches will be required 
as the development proceeds and will form the subject of future reports. 
The current document applies to the initial phase of pre-determination 
evaluation only. A shallow spread containing a mixture of local flint, a small 
quantity of ceramic building material (cbm), and animal bone was noted at 
the north-northeast end of the trench. Definitive dating evidence was not 
present although characteristics of the cbm and the location of the deposit 
suggest that it may be associated with construction of the nearby 18th 
century manor house. Finds or features defining activity associated with 
the medieval moated site (SAM No: 29471) were not observed. 

Archaeological 
Services & 
Consultancy Ltd 

Point 488920 246220 

SP 
88920 
46220 
(point) 

EVT Sherington 
Manor 

TRIAL 
TRENCH 

 

10.5 HISTORIC LANDSCAPE CHARACTERISATION 
 

HLCUID BroadTypeC BroadTypeD HLCTypeCod HLCTypeDes Confidence FullTypeCo Name YearFrom YearTo UnknownDat UserDef Easting Northing Topology Height Area GridRef 

HBC4651 SET Settlement st Settlement 
(post 1885) Certain SET-st Sherrington 

(Modern) 1950 1999 F F 489076 246602 A 0 18.7768 

Centred 
SP 
89076 
46602 
(993m 
by 
581m) 

HBC4650 ENC Enclosure et Enclosure (20th 
Century) Probable ENC-et   1950 1999 F F 488793 246236 A 0 2.34187 

Centred 
SP 
88793 
46236 
(192m 
by 
234m) 
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HBC4649 SET Settlement se Settlement 
(pre 1885) Probable SET-se Sherington 1066 1774 F F 488798 246468 A 0 8.26932 

Centred 
SP 
88798 
46468 
(859m 
by 
634m) 

HBC4382 ENC Enclosure et Enclosure (20th 
Century) Probable ENC-et   1950 1999 F F 489263 247170 A 0 5.94944 

Centred 
SP 
89263 
47170 
(414m 
by 
498m) 

HBC4381 ENC Enclosure et Enclosure (20th 
Century) Certain ENC-et   1950 1999 F F 488977 247003 A 0 2.72683 

Centred 
SP 
88977 
47003 
(255m 
by 
284m) 

HBC4380 ENC Enclosure ei 
Enclosure (pre 
18th Century 
Irregular) 

Probable ENC-ei   1066 1774 F F 489262 246949 A 0 2.45899 

Centred 
SP 
89262 
46949 
(347m 
by 
224m) 

HBC4379 ENC Enclosure em 
Crofts 
(Medieval/Post 
Medieval) 

Probable ENC-em   1774 1885 F F 489231 246876 A 0 0.428702 

Centred 
SP 
89231 
46876 
(89m by 
94m) 

HBC4378 SET Settlement se Settlement 
(pre 1885) Certain SET-se Church End 1066 1774 F F 489118 246767 A 0 2.56659 

Centred 
SP 
89118 
46767 
(347m 
by 
210m) 

HBC4377 ENC Enclosure et Enclosure (20th 
Century) Probable ENC-et   1774 1885 F F 489122 246489 A 0 2.96266 

Centred 
SP 
89122 
46489 
(295m 
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by 
258m) 

HBC4376 ENC Enclosure ei 
Enclosure (pre 
18th Century 
Irregular) 

Probable ENC-ei   1066 1774 F F 489607 246164 A 0 27.6511 

Centred 
SP 
89607 
46164 
(430m 
by 
994m) 

HBC4375 ENC Enclosure es 

Parliamentary 
Enclosure 
(Divided 
Allotments) 

Unsure ENC-es   1774 1885 F F 489241 245934 A 0 22.2042 

Centred 
SP 
89241 
45934 
(550m 
by 
642m) 

HBC4368 ENC Enclosure ei 
Enclosure (pre 
18th Century 
Irregular) 

Probable ENC-ei   1066 1774 F F 489220 246247 A 0 8.08897 

Centred 
SP 
89220 
46247 
(364m 
by 
416m) 

HBC4367 ENC Enclosure ei 
Enclosure (pre 
18th Century 
Irregular) 

Probable ENC-ei   1066 1774 F F 488880 246779 A 0 9.71477 

Centred 
SP 
88880 
46779 
(318m 
by 
507m) 

HBC4366 ENC Enclosure et Enclosure (20th 
Century) Probable ENC-et   1774 1885 F F 488881 246074 A 0 4.26442 

Centred 
SP 
88881 
46074 
(371m 
by 
309m) 

HBC4356 ENC Enclosure ei 
Enclosure (pre 
18th Century 
Irregular) 

Probable ENC-ei   1066 1774 F F 489918 246489 A 0 10.1957 

Centred 
SP 
89918 
46489 
(379m 
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by 
612m) 

HBC4346 ENC Enclosure ep 
Enclosure (20th 
Century Prairie 
Fields) 

Probable ENC-ep   1950 1999 F F 489752 247084 A 0 26.3035 

Centred 
SP 
89752 
47084 
(599m 
by 
865m) 

HBC4343 ENC Enclosure ep 
Enclosure (20th 
Century Prairie 
Fields) 

Probable ENC-ep   1950 1999 F F 489456 246781 A 0 14.5602 

Centred 
SP 
89456 
46781 
(519m 
by 
541m) 

HBC4337 ENC Enclosure et Enclosure (20th 
Century) Certain ENC-et   1950 1999 F F 488828 246398 A 0 0.433111 

Centred 
SP 
88828 
46398 
(74m by 
105m) 
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1882 Ordnance Survey Map
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1925 Ordnance Survey Map
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	00089 37 Crofts End, Sherington - DBA Ver 1.0
	1 Document Control Grid
	2 Executive Summary
	3 Introduction and Scope of Assessment
	3.1 Background
	3.1.1 This archaeological desk-based assessment has been prepared by Joe Abrams of Abrams Archaeology. The document was produced for CAMPlan, working on behalf of Ancer Spa. Documentary Research has been carried out by Joe Abrams. Graphics have been p...
	3.1.2 The proposal for Land at 37 Crofts End, Sherington would occupy land to the north-west of Nos 35 and 37 Crofts End (Figure 1). It is centred at NGR SP 89290 46472.  The proposal is for a single detached (Bungalow) dwelling to be built.
	3.1.3 By way of introduction, the land is a rectangular plot which has grass (garden lawn) trees, shrubs and a light structure (shed) located within it. There is a relatively thick hedge on its northern edge, and this continues on its western edge (Sc...
	3.1.4 The report considers heritage assets of archaeological interest, including finds/findspots of artefactual (e.g. flint tools and pottery) and ecofactual material (e.g. plant remains and bone), and locations, features or objects referenced from hi...
	3.1.5 This data has been collected for an area comprising a 1km radius of the PDA boundary. This Study Area has been selected on the basis of professional judgment, and through consultation with the Milton Keynes Historic Environment Record, as being ...
	3.1.6 In terms of relevant designated heritage assets, no nationally designated Listed Buildings, Scheduled Monuments, World Heritage Sites, Historic Battlefield or Historic Wreck sites lie within the PDA.
	3.1.7 The PDA lies 80m west of Scheduled Monument 1010190 (Bowl barrow at junction of Crofts End and Bedford Road). Bowl barrows are the most numerous form of round barrow, and are funerary monuments dating from the Late Neolithic period to the Late B...
	3.1.8 The PDA lies 300m east of 1019138 (Moated site known as Caves Manor immediately east of the Manor House). The peak period during which moated sites were built was between about 1250 and 1350 and by far the greatest concentration lies in central ...
	3.1.9 The PDA does not lie within a Conservation Area0F0F , though part of the Sherington Conservation Area is located c.100m west of the PDA as it takes in a part of School Lane (to the north) and a part of Crofts End (to the west). Built heritage is...
	3.1.10 The Application Area does lie within a specific ‘Archaeological Area’2F2F . This area encompasses the village of Sherington and land immediately surrounding it. This is a classification which some LPA’s use to draw attention to land within a ce...
	3.1.11 There are various Heritage Assets shown in close proximity to the PDA. These are shown on Figures 2 and 3 and some are of archaeological interest. They form the core of the assessment of archaeological potential within the PDA.
	3.1.12 This archaeological desk-based assessment draws together the available archaeological, topographic and land-use information in order to clarify the archaeological potential of the PDA, together with its likely significance, and to consider the ...

	3.2 Geology
	3.2.1 The British Geological Survey3F3F  identifies the underlying solid geology across the Site as being Peterborough Member. Mainly brownish-grey, fissile, organic-rich (bituminous) mudstones; shelly fauna dominated by crushed aragonitic ammonites a...
	3.2.2 A linear deposit of Head (Head – Clay, Silt, Sand and Gravel) runs to the north of the PDA. This follows the line of a minor watercourse (unnamed) which crosses the village in an E-W alignment.
	3.2.3 Archaeological investigations to the west4F4F  recorded a 300mm topsoil (dark greyish brown humic silty clay). Below this the upper surface of geological deposits and/or cut archaeological features were encountered, the latter cut into the geolo...

	3.3 Topography and Hydrology
	3.3.1 The topography of the PDA and surrounding land is key to understanding both its function in the past (in terms of land use). The PDA lies at c.82m AOD and Sherington sits between relatively high ground to the east of the village and lower ground...
	3.3.2 The river Ouse loops on that lower ground west of the village where spurs of the Ouzel and Chicheley Brook run off it to the south. The confluence of several watercourses, such as this, is notable from an archaeological perspective. The existenc...

	3.4 Site Conditions
	3.4.1 The photographs below were taken in April 2021. The northern half of the PDA is currently overgrown with brambles. These lie in a linear strip adjacent to the parking area to the north of the PDA. The southern half of the PDA is under grass and ...
	3.4.2 The Plates below show the PDA and land to its south. There is no visible boundary between the PDA and the surrounding residential garden.
	3.4.3 The entire PDA is a level piece of residential garden. The land on which the houses and gardens lie is notably higher than Crofts End. The street may be a Hollow Way as it lies around 1.5m lower than land on either side. There are think hedges a...


	4 Methodology
	4.1 The Sources
	4.1.1 In preparing this assessment we have compiled readily available archaeological and historical information from documentary and cartographic sources, primarily:
	4.1.2 The information gathered from the above sources has been verified and augmented as far as possible, in order to arrive at conclusions on the significance of the various heritage assets and archaeological remains that have been identified.

	4.2 Assessment
	4.2.1 The assessment seeks to understand and define the significance of (archaeological) heritage assets identified from the sources above, taking into account the categories of special interest defined in the National Plannng Policy Framework (NPPF),...
	4.2.2 The importance of a heritage asset is the overall value assigned to it based on its heritage significance, reflecting its statutory designation or, in the case of undesignated assets, the professional judgement of the assessor (Table 2).
	4.2.3 The assessment also considers change to the setting and significance of heritage assets, where appropriate.

	4.3 Table 2 Criteria for Assessing the Importance of Heritage Assets
	4.4 Archaeological Potential
	4.4.1 The report concludes with
	(1) an assessment of the potential for archaeological remains to have been present, and for them to have been preserved to the present day. These are distinct factors, which both contribute to the site’s archaeological potential.
	(2) an assessment on the relative importance of archaeological remains on the PDA. This considers them in regional, period or topic specific terms. Our ability to comment is based upon what is known at this stage measured against the research prioriti...
	(3) we consider those activities and conditions (we know of) on the site which have either truncated, compacted or removed remains and those which may have sealed and/or otherwise preserved remains and
	(4) an assessment of the likely effects of the proposed development on heritage assets, in terms of physical impact.


	5 Planning Framework
	5.1 National Planning Policy Framework
	5.1.1 The significance of a heritage asset is defined in the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 2019 as being made up of four main constituents, architectural interest, historical interest, archaeological interest and artistic interest.  The se...
	“The surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. Its extent is not fixed and may change as the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset, may affect...
	5.1.2 Historic England advocates in The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic Environment Good Practice Advice in Planning: 3 (Revised December 2017) that a stepped approach should be taken to the assessment of impacts on setting and significance. This...
	5.1.3 The most recent authority relating to the concept of the setting of heritage assets is to be found in the case known as Catesby Estates5F5F ,  which in essence confirms that the setting of heritage assets is not confined to visual matters or vie...
	5.1.4 The assessments of setting and significance (and the assessments of impact) are normally made with primary reference to the four main elements of special significance identified in the NPPF.
	5.1.5 The NPPF requires any impact involving harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset to be considered in terms of either “substantial harm” or “less than substantial harm” as described in paragraphs 193 to 196 of that document.  Paragr...
	“When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater the weight should be). This is irrespect...
	Paragraph 194 of the NPPF then states that:
	“Any harm to, or loss of, the significance of a designated heritage asset (from its alteration or destruction, or from development within its setting), should require clear and convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss of:
	a) grade II listed buildings, or grade II registered parks or gardens, should be exceptional.
	b) assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments, protected wreck sites, registered battlefields, Grade I and II* listed buildings, Grade I and II* registered parks and gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly exceptional.”
	5.1.6 Paragraph 196 of the NPPF then goes on to describe the balancing exercise in cases where there is less than substantial harm as follows:
	“Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the public benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum viable use.”
	5.1.7 Paragraph 197 of the NPPF describes the approach to be taken towards non-designated heritage assets, as follows:
	“The effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated heritage asset should be taken into account in determining the application. In weighing applications that directly or indirectly affect non-designated heritage assets, a balanced ju...
	5.1.8 Footnote 63 of the NPPF, which is attached to paragraph 197, states that “Non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest, which are demonstrably of equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the po...
	“What are non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest and how important are they?”
	5.1.9 The National Planning Policy Framework identifies two categories of non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest:
	5.1.10 (1) Those that are demonstrably of equivalent significance to scheduled monuments and are therefore considered subject to the same policies as those for designated heritage assets (National Planning Policy Framework footnote 63). They are of 3 ...
	those that have yet to be formally assessed for designation.
	those that have been assessed as being nationally important and therefore, capable of designation, but which the Secretary of State for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport has exercised his/her discretion not to designate.
	those that are incapable of being designated by virtue of being outside the scope of the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 because of their physical nature.
	5.1.11 The reason why many nationally important monuments are not scheduled is set out in the document Scheduled Monuments, published by the Department for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport. Information on location and significance of such assets is f...
	5.1.12 (2) Other non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest. By comparison this is a much larger category of lesser heritage significance, although still subject to the conservation objective. On occasion the understanding of a site may...
	5.1.13 Where an asset is thought to have archaeological interest, the potential knowledge which may be unlocked by investigation may be harmed even by minor disturbance, because the context in which archaeological evidence is found is crucial to furth...
	5.1.14 Decision-making regarding such assets requires a proportionate response by local planning authorities. Where an initial assessment indicates that the site on which development is proposed includes or has potential to include heritage assets wit...
	5.1.15 Paragraph 199 of the NPPF also makes provision for the recording of heritage assets that are likely to be demolished or destroyed by development.
	5.1.16 Paragraphs 200 and 201 of the NPPF advise on development affecting conservation areas and World Heritage Sites.

	5.2 Legislation
	5.2.1 Legislation affecting scheduled monuments is contained the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979.  The Act details the designation, care and management of scheduled monuments, as well as the procedures needed to obtain permission f...
	5.2.2 The decision maker is required by section 66(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to have special regard to the desirability of preserving a listed building or its setting or any features of special architectural...
	5.2.3 The decision maker is required by section 72(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to pay special attention to the desirability of preserving or enhancing the character or appearance of a conservation area.  The d...
	5.2.4 The decision maker is required by section 16(2) of the Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 to have special regard to the desirability of preserving a listed building or its setting or any features of special architectural...

	5.3 Relevant Local Policies
	5.3.1 The following local policies are relevant to the historic environment and this assessment. These refer to Policy Sections in the Local Plan for Milton Keynes, Plan:MK which was adopted by Milton Keynes Council at its meeting on the 20 March 2019...


	6 Archaeological and Historical Background
	6.1 What is Known?
	6.1.1 This Section reviews the available archaeological evidence for the PDA and the archaeological/historical background of the general area, and, in accordance with NPPF, considers the potential for any as yet to be discovered archaeological evidenc...
	6.1.2 What follows comprises a review of known archaeological finds assets within the following Study Area. This involved a review of the Historic Environment Record (HER), together with a historic map regression exercise charting the development of t...
	6.1.3 The PDA is within an Archaeological Area on the Milton Keynes Council Mapping website13F13F . This delineates the possible extent of the historic village. The PDA is also within relatively close proximity of a prehistoric (1010190) and a Medieva...
	6.1.4 Key themes then are the likelihood of Prehistoric and/or Medieval and Post-Medieval archaeological remains being present on the PDA.

	6.2 Table 2: Timescales used in this report
	6.3 Previous Archaeological Work
	6.3.1 The PDA has not been subject to modern archaeological investigation. However, there are records for various investigations relatively nearby. Through careful reference to these investigations we may learn about the potential of land within the P...
	6.3.2 Approximately 300m to the west of the PDA, at Sherington Manor, a trial trench evaluation was undertaken. This revealed a shallow spread, containing a mixture of local flint, a small quantity of ceramic building material (cbm), and animal bone. ...
	6.3.3 A watching brief, also at Sherington Manor recorded no archaeological remains within the area of observed groundworks. The presence of a post-medieval “made ground” layer immediately overlying the geological substrate indicates that the ground l...
	6.3.4 An evaluation, c.320m to the north, took place ahead of development works on land adjacent to the White Hart16F16F . This location is of interest as it is close to St Lauds Church and the crossroads formed by Park Road, School Road, Church Road ...
	6.3.5 Works within the churchyard of St Lauds Church did record archaeological remains. The extant church is known to date to 14th C, although an earlier church is attested from at least the 12th C. Grave digging and subsequent recording works recorde...
	6.3.6 There have been other investigative works, such as building recording and observation during relatively minor works. However, the above works help to reinforce an understanding of the village as having a core at its northern end associated with ...
	6.3.7 The above investigations will be discussed further, where relevant, in sections below. Other investigations will be referred to where they contribute to our understanding of potential at the PDA.

	6.4 Early to Middle Prehistoric - Palaeolithic and Mesolithic
	6.4.1 No finds of Palaeolithic or Mesolithic date are recorded within the PDA or the Study Area.
	6.4.2 On the basis of the available evidence, the archaeological potential of the PDA for the Palaeolithic and Mesolithic periods is considered to be low.

	6.5 Later Prehistoric – Neolithic, Bronze Age and Iron Age
	6.5.1 Little is known of the area during the prehistoric periods, but, a Bronze Age barrow (MK02) lies at the corner of Crofts End c.50m east of the development (Plate 8 faces towards the barrow which is upslope and behind a hedgerow) site while the s...
	6.5.2 While much of the later prehistoric landscape is lost, the local topography and hydrology can still be understood and may be relevant for the location of the barrow. The River Great Ouse does a large loop to the SW of Sherington, and the barrow ...
	6.5.3 There are remains datable to the Iron Age recorded for the core of Sherington. Specifically, in association with the church (St Lauds) and churchyard c. 300m north of the PDA. Records MMK397, 398 and 399 describe the recovery of pottery recovere...
	6.5.4 On the basis of the available evidence, the archaeological potential of the PDA for the Neolithic, Bronze Age and Iron Age periods is considered to be low. This is because the site is c. 300m away from that higher ground to the north, associated...

	6.6 Roman
	6.6.1 There is a growing body of evidence for the extent and nature of Roman settlement in Milton Keynes and north Buckinghamshire, but little is known of Sherington during this period. The valley of the rivers Great Ouse and Ouzel were extensively oc...
	6.6.2 The Atlas of Rural Settlement in Roman Britain records a farm to the west of Sherington, close to the Ouse, it perhaps marks a fording point also.18F18F  There are no remains mapped within/close to the village.
	6.6.3 On the basis of the available evidence, the archaeological potential of the PDA for the Roman period is considered to be Low.

	6.7 Early Medieval
	6.7.1 Sherington probably originated during the Saxon period but little is known of the early development of the village. Prior to the Norman Conquest (1066) the area comprised a 10 hide estate that was subdivided into three manors. Edwin, son of Burg...
	6.7.2 There are no specific references to archaeological remains of Early Medieval date. There is a record (MMK7209) which describes an artefactual find as follows “these 'porcupines' as a type go from 700-750, but this is a later variety, about the s...
	6.7.3 Such finds are not generally useful indicators of below ground archaeological potential being highly portable and not (in this case) associated with below ground remains. Consequently, the potential for remains of this period being found within ...

	6.8 Medieval
	6.8.1 The village developed considerably during the medieval period. At the time of the Domesday Survey (1086) the manors were held by the Bishop of Coutances and were worth £10 (ibid). The Carun family acquired the fief in the early 12th century, and...
	6.8.2 The manor passed through a number of hands including those of the Cave family who held it until the late 15th century (and left it with their name). It was acquired by Dryden Smith in 1770, who demolished the original manor house and constructed...
	6.8.3 There have been several investigations at the site of the Manor House and the results are recorded by MMK83, 84, 85 and 86. The relevance to the PDA is that it shares the same road as the Caves Manor Moated Site. It does not fall within it, thou...
	6.8.4 Given the increased number of records generally for this period and the existence (outside the village core of remains datable to this period) the potential for remains being found within the PDA is considered Low-Medium.

	6.9 Post Medieval and Modern
	6.9.1 The HER records more records of this date than any other (Appendix 1 and Figure 2). This reflects the fact that many Post-Medieval buildings and landscape features are still extant within the village.
	6.9.2 The PDA is likely to have been an enclosed piece of land during this period and may contain the remains of property boundaries and perhaps structural remains of this date.
	6.9.3 During the modern period, this pattern of land use continued. It is noted that a Prisoner of War Camp (MMK5862) existed a short distance east of the PDA. It did not extend into it.
	6.9.4 There is considered to be a Medium potential for remains of Post-Medieval and Modern date within the PDA.

	6.10 Map Regression covering the Modern Period
	6.10.1 The Historic Landscape Characterisation for the area places the PDA within HBC4651 (Appendix 1, Figure 4) and this is described as Settlement Post 1885.  The earliest mapping we have accessed for this assessment is 19th C in date (Figures 5 - 1...
	6.10.2 The village layout, depicted in Ordnance Survey maps remains basically unchanged until the 1925 edition (Figure 7), which shows a notable expansion of housing to the east of the PDA along Crofts End. This also shows development very close to th...
	6.10.3 The remaining mapping shows 20th C developments close to the PDA, none of the changes specifically impact the PDA and it remained a garden area from 1925 until the present time.


	7 Assessment of Significance
	7.1 Assessment of Significance (Non-Designated Assets)
	7.1.1 Existing national policy guidance for archaeology (the NPPF as referenced in Section 5) enshrines the concept of the ‘significance’ of heritage assets. Significance as defined in the NPPF centres on the value of an archaeological or historic ass...
	7.1.2 As identified by desk-based work, archaeological potential by period and the likely significance of any archaeological remains which may be present is summarised in table form below and mapped where possible on Figures 2-3.
	7.1.3 Such remains have been assessed as having Low or Low-Medium importance within this assessment. The terms Low, Medium and High have a specific meaning and that is explained in Table 2, Section 4.3. Remains with Lor or Low-Medium importance have a...
	7.1.4 If remains survive, we consider it to be most likely these will be in the form of the following. Where relevant we have linked to the Regional Research Agenda:
	7.1.5 The NPPF (Footnote 63) explains that “Non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest, which are demonstrably of equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the policies for designated heritage asset...

	7.2 Table 3: Likely Potential and Significance of non-designated assets
	7.3 Assessment of Significance (Designated Assets)
	Designated heritage assets present within the PDA and within Study Area are tabulated in Appendix 1 and shown on Figure 2. All designated assets are tabulated as they may indicate archaeological potential. This document does not cover Heritage Setting...


	8 Site Conditions and Potential Impacts
	8.1 Preservation and Destruction
	8.1.1 This Section first considers how previous land use on the PDA has both created archaeological potential and reduced it. It then goes on to consider the proposals and how they may impact upon those potential remains (if any).

	8.2 Factors Affecting Archaeological Survival
	8.2.1 Archaeological remains can survive as earthworks and as below ground archaeological features, finds and layers. Part of the assessment process is to consider what factors may have affected archaeological survival. That is to say, what conditions...
	8.2.2 The subject of archaeological preservation has been covered comprehensively elsewhere21F21F , and it is a subject which is subject to ongoing review as our understanding grows. The following addresses some familiar scenarios for assessment repor...

	8.3 Typical Preservation Conditions in Rural Locations
	8.3.1 In rural locations, below ground remains are likely to be sealed by a relatively thin series of layers. Typically a topsoil of c.100-200mm and a subsoil of 100-300mm. Therefore, they may be sealed by 200-500mm of deposits. There are variations t...
	8.3.2 Hydrology has a significant role to play in the preservation of remains and proximity to watercourses and wetlands should be considered as it affects the variety and type of artefacts/ecofacts that could be present on a site.

	8.4 Specific Site Conditions
	8.4.1 The PDA currently comprises a single plot of land in use as a garden. Formerly, this would have been contiguous with a larger piece of agricultural land, probably grass pasture close to the edge of Sherington in the Post-Medieval period.
	8.4.2 The Map Regression exercise (Section 6.10) conducted for this assessment has discussed the traces of modern activity which we know to have taken place near to the PDA. This comprised the construction of housing and the creation of gardens. The P...
	8.4.3 Sites ‘under grass’ for the entirety of the 19th and 20th C are something of a rarity in a central village location in southern England such as this. The land will not have experienced the changes (and truncation) of either arable fields under m...
	8.4.4 Before reaching archaeological remains, the investigations at Sherington Manor removed c. 300mm of overburden. Therefore, the depth of archaeological sensitivity at the PDA is likely to be somewhere between 250mm and 350mm.

	8.5 Proposed Development
	8.5.1 The development proposals comprise a single detached bungalow.  Such developments involve excavation of topsoil for the creation of the new access/driveway, the excavation of slit trenches for foundations and for new utility connections. Such gr...

	8.6 Review of Potential Development Impacts on Archaeological Assets
	8.6.1 The proposed development will not directly impact on any designated archaeological heritage assets.
	8.6.2 This assessment considers the PDA to have a low to medium archaeological potential for archaeological remains. This varies by period (Section 7.2, Table 3). These remains are considered to have a low or low-medium importance (defined in Table 2).
	8.6.3 Past development impacts are anticipated to have been very light for this part of southern England and the land may preserve sub-surface archaeological remains. Groundworks for the construction of a house and associated utilities is likely to im...


	9 Conclusions
	9.1 Summary
	9.1.1 Land at 37 Crofts End, Sherington has been assessed in order to consider its below ground archaeological potential. In accordance with relevant government planning policy and guidance, a desk-based assessment has been undertaken to clarify the a...
	9.1.2 In terms of relevant designated heritage assets, no nationally designated Listed Buildings, Scheduled Monuments, World Heritage Sites, Historic Battlefield or Historic Wreck sites lie on the PDA. This report does not consider indirect (setting) ...
	9.1.3 The PDA currently comprises a single plot of land in use as a garden. Formerly, this would have been contiguous with a larger piece of agricultural land, probably grass pasture close to the edge of Sherington in the Post-Medieval period. The Map...
	9.1.4 If remains survive, we consider it to be most likely these will be in the form of the following. Where relevant we have linked to the Regional Research Agenda:
	Medieval and or Post-Medieval property and/or agricultural boundaries (ditches). Of relevance to Research Agenda 16.6.1 The origins and nature of nucleated village settlement (Chapter 16 Later Medieval Period: Research Agenda)
	9.1.5 The NPPF (Footnote 63) explains that “Non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest, which are demonstrably of equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the policies for designated heritage asset...
	9.1.6 The development proposals comprise a single detached bungalow.  Such developments involve excavation of topsoil for the creation of the new access/driveway, the excavation of slit trenches for foundations and for new utility connections. Such gr...
	9.1.7 The Local Planning Authority (LPA) will decide whether a condition (related to archaeology) would be appropriate. This they will do so on the basis of advice from the Archaeological Officer to the LPA (Oxfordshire County Council). This assessmen...
	9.1.8 On the basis of available evidence, it is considered that the proposed development accords with current legislation, the planning policies contained within the NPPF and local policies which relate to archaeology.
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