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SUMMARY 

This historic environment desk-based assessment has examined a number of baseline sources for 

the Folkestone Racecourse site, Westenhanger, Kent. These sources include historic maps, the Kent 

Historic Environment Record database (HER), published and unpublished archaeological reports and 

planning policies relating to the historic environment.   

The Site is situated west of Stone Street Roman road and immediately south, west and east of the 

Westenhanger House (or Castle) Scheduled Ancient Monument (SAM No. 22777). The 14th century 

castle includes a Grade I Listed house of the 18th century, with a 16th century stable and attached 

barn to the west of the gate house. There are several associated Listed Buildings in the wider Study 

Area and Sandling Park to the south-east of the Site and east of Stone Street is a Grade II Registered 

Park and Garden. 

The proposal is for a realignment and extension of the racetrack, removal of current racetrack 

buildings and stands with relocation to the south-east of the new circuit layout, and creation of new 

housing on the east side of the circuit (including the area currently occupied by the eastern end of the 

circuit, by the paddock/parking to the north-east of the racetrack, and by arable fields in the south east 

area). Setting of the Castle and associated structures is a key consideration.  Views to/from the 

Castle area of the majority of the Site are largely screened at present by a vegetated/treed boundary. 

Sandling Park is screened from the Site by both topography and mature vegetation along the east 

side of the Site. English Heritage in consultation with Arena Leisure Plc, the promoters of the re-

development of the Racecourse, has been engaged in productive dialogue resulting in several 

potential design modifications such as removal of the existing stands and racecourse structures and 

construction of a new stand and facilities at the south-east end of the circuit. The realignment of the 

track would also move it further away from the Castle enhancing its setting.          

A review of archaeological sites or finds within the vicinity of the Site on the Kent Historic Environment 

Record (HER) in addition to other published archaeological sites and current regional interpretation of 

the evidence by period suggests that there is moderate potential for the Site to contain archaeological 

remains of local to regional importance, based on the following: 

• The Brickearth deposits at the Site and any Pleistocene gravel associated with the East Stour 

River have low potential to contain Palaeolithic artefacts, although such artefacts are rarely in situ.  

• Similarly to the Palaeolithic, Mesolithic sites are usually represented by flint artefact scatters which 

are rarely ‘in situ’. Mesolithic traces are known from the Site in the form of worked flints found in 

1969 during very limited trial trenching just south of the northern arm of the circuit.  

• There are virtually no traces of earlier Neolithic activity in the wider area on the HER but late 
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Neolithic to Bronze Age probable ‘barrow locations are recorded to the north of the racetrack 

straight and the River East Stour, further to the west at the aptly named Barrowhill and possibly to 

the south of the Ashford Road. In addition there are archaeologically investigated traces of middle-

later Bronze Age landscape features in the area of the latter barrow. Together these traces 

suggest that the valley and adjacent landscape of the East Stour was probably occupied and 

farmed to some extent by the Bronze Age. 

• Iron Age traces are currently few in the direct vicinity of the Site but settlements are known from 

CTRL investigations closer to Folkestone. 

• Stone Street on the east side of the Site was the Roman Road that linked Canterbury with the Late 

Roman ‘Saxon Shore fort’ at Lympne. It has been postulated that the fort had an earlier 

predecessor and the road is likely to have been active throughout the Roman period.  

• There are several possible Romano-British settlements in the vicinity of the Site, along the course 

of Stone Street between Stanford and Lympne and it is likely that Site was set within associated 

Romano-British farmland.  

• This assessment has concluded that an identification of series of postulated early Saxon halls 

noted on a series of 1946 aerial photographs are unlikely to be correct. However, there remains 

some potential for early and later Saxon inhabitation of the landscape of the Site based on a 

brooch likely to have derived from a high status Anglo-Saxon burial south of Ashford Road and the 

probable identification of an estate approximately coincident with that of Westenhanger Castle, 

based on a charter of 1035.  

• The Site includes for the demolition of modern structures within the southern area of the 

Westenhanger Castle SAM. The castle is an early example of a quadrangular form fortified manor 

house of the late 14th century. It was originally owned by the de Criol family until 1461 and is 

thought to have been fortified in response to possible attack from France. The manor house 

contained an impressive126 rooms at this time.     

• The historic map evidence shows that apart from the superimposition of the racetrack at the turn of 

the 20th century, the straitening/culverting of streams and the excavation of the large pond, there 

have been very few changes to the landscape boundaries shown in 1839.  

• There have been no detailed discussions the Kent County Archaeological Officer regarding the 

proposals at this stage. Although it is apparent that, in accordance with PPS 5, archaeological field 

evaluation would be required to determine the degree of survival, character, extent, date and 

importance of any archaeology within impact areas of the Site. Detailed discussion and agreement 

of the extent and nature of such archaeological requirements will be required through the planning 

process.   
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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 This report provides an archaeological desk-based assessment for the site of the proposed 

realignment and redevelopment of Folkestone Racecourse, new stands and facilities, and 

associated construction of a residential development to the west of Stone Street at 

Westenhanger, at Stanford in Kent (Fig. 1). The Site is centred on grid reference TR 1232 

3686 and covers an area of approximately 75ha. 

1.2 The present Racecourse is located within the parish of Stanford, whose village centre is 

situated to the north-east, north of the CTRL and M20, flanking Stone Street. Stanford is 

located within Shepway District. The Racecourse is immediately to the south of 

Westenhanger House and Castle, a designated Scheduled Ancient Monument. The River 

East Stour runs just to the north of the moated Castle and is culverted beneath the 

Racecourse straight, immediately west of its link with the circuit. There are Pleistocene 

gravels and Holocene alluvium deposits associated with the floodplain of the river whilst the 

Castle and the central area of the Racecourse are located on Head Brickearth deposited in 

the last glacial, with older Sandgate Beds in the southeastern and partially in the western area 

of the Site.   

1.3 The illustrative layout (Fig. 2) indicates a reorientation of the racecourse circuit to align north-

west/south-east, extending the course to the north-west, whilst retaining the existing straight. 

The southern area of the new racecourse area correlates with the existing racecourse area, 

whilst the northern loop of the kidney shaped circuit would be constructed over a large arable 

field.  The new housing is divided into Character Areas 1 to 4 in the current illustrative site 

layout. 

• Character Area 1 in the north-east area is situated at the site of Westenhanger Station and 
its surrounds whilst the southern extend of the proposed housing.  

• Character Areas 2 and 3 would occupy the area currently encompassing the eastern area 
of the circuit.  

• Character Area 4, is currently farmland.

1.4 The Site overlaps a small area of the southern area of the Westenhanger House or Castle 

SAM coincident with modern buildings that would be demolished as part of the scheme. 

Demolition within the SAM and the setting issues associated with the development of the Site 

adjacent to the SAM are issues requiring detailed agreement with English Heritage and are 

likely to require Scheduled Monument Consent in accordance with the Ancient Monuments 

and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended).   
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1.5 A previous desk based assessment (DBA) was produced by Archaeology South-East in 1998 

on behalf Folkestone Racecourse PLC in relation to a previous application for redevelopment 

of the racecourse (ASE 1998). That DBA applied to a 21ha area encompassing most of the 

northern area of the proposed Site (north of the straight) but not the southern area. This 

updated DBA has been produced in response to a new and more extensive proposal but will 

refer to, and include relevant information collated in the previous assessment, as appropriate. 

In particular the ASE DBA included an earthwork survey, a standing building survey in relation 

to the SAM and historical notes that remain pertinent. This DBA is intended to provide 

information to assist the promotion of the Site in the Core Strategy. 

a) Scope and Aims of the Report

1.6 This report provides an assessment of the historic environment potential of the Site. 

1.7 The report has been prepared on behalf of Arena Leisure PLC.   

b) Planning Policy Statement 5

1.8 In March 2010 CLG introduced new planning guidance of the Historic Environment – Planning 

Policy Statement 5 – Planning for the Historic Environment.  Effective as of 1st April 2010, 

PPS 5 replaces both PPG 15 (Planning and the Historic Environment) and PPG 16 

(Archaeology and Planning) with the intention of developing a more holistic approach to the 

historic environment and planning.   

1.9 In combining all element of the historic environment, PPS 5 introduces the concept of a 

‘heritage asset’, the significance of which will need to be assessed in support of a planning 

application.  The term ‘heritage asset’ “embraces all manner of features, including: buildings, 

parks and gardens, standing, buried and submerged remains, areas, sites and landscapes, 

whether designated or not and whether or not capable of designation” (CLG 2010a, 3.10). 

1.10 PPS 5 indicates that “the difference between a heritage asset and other components of the 

environment is that a heritage asset holds meaning for society over and above its functional 

utility. It is this heritage significance that justifies a degree of protection in planning decisions. 

The aim of the policies within the PPS is to conserve these assets, for the benefit of this and 

future generations. This is done by supporting their maintenance and by requiring that change 

to them is managed in ways that sustain and where appropriate enhances their heritage 

significance” (CLG 2010a, 3.11). 
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1.11 Significance becomes a key term in the PPS and is defined in the annex to the PPS as “the 

value of a heritage asset to this and future generations because of its heritage interest. That 

interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic” (CLG 2010b). 

c) Report Structure

1.12 The report is structured to provided the baseline data and then to make an assessment of the 

Site’s potential historic environment resource. 

d) Methodology

1.13 To compile the desk-based assessment, the following actions have been undertaken: 

• a search of the Kent Historic Environment Record (HER) database for historic assets 

within a 1km radius of the area of proposed development; 

• an examination of local and national planning policies in relation to archaeology and 

cultural heritage; 

• an examination of available topographical evidence; 

• an inspection of geological sources (maps, boreholes etc) relevant to the Site; 

• a map regression exercise looking at the cartographic evidence for the Site (Figs 4-12); 

• an assessment of existing impact on the Site; 

• an assessment of relevant published and unpublished archaeological sources, including 

searches of archaeological journals; and 

• a site visit/walk-over on 22nd September 2010. 

1.14 The requirements of the DBA were briefly outlined by Kent County Council Heritage 

Conservation Group (Wendy Rogers on behalf of Ben Found). Further consultation would be 

required in due course to consolidate the proposed archaeological strategy. 

1.15 English Heritage has been consulted by Arena Leisure Plc and RPS Planning separately in 

relation to the SAM and its setting.  
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2 HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT POLICY CONSIDERATIONS  

a) The Scheduled Ancient Monument and Listed Building Designations 

2.1 Nationally Important archaeological sites are protected by Scheduling in accordance with the 

Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended).  The principal known 

and designated historic asset of the Site, Westenhanger House or Castle is a Scheduled 

Ancient Monument (National Monument No. 22777) and as such is of National Importance. 

The relevant extract from the English Heritage SAM is provided as Appendix 1. In terms of 

excluded elements within the Scheduled boundary it states that ‘Westenhanger Manor, all 

modern buildings, fences and surfaces are excluded from the scheduling, although the ground 

beneath them is included.’ Demolition within the SAM and the setting issues associated with 

the development of the Site adjacent to the SAM are therefore issues requiring agreement 

with English Heritage and may require Scheduled Monument Consent in accordance with the 

Act, depending on the ground impacts. 

2.2 The Scheduling was revised on 2nd September 2002 to increase the area of the SAM. 

Previously the SAM included the castle and moat and two of the structures on its western side 

(conjoined 16th century barn and stable block). The extended area (see Figs. 2 and 3) now 

includes the field to the immediate north of the castle and River East Stour, all of the 

outbuildings on the west side of the castle to a new western extent at the river, and additional 

land to the north-east of the quadrangular wall and moat.  

2.3 The existing 18th century house is also a Grade I Listed Building, although the SAM 

designation takes precedence over its listed building status. The conjoining barn and stable to 

the west are defined as one ‘barn, Grade I listed, Westenhanger Manor’ (Kent SMR TR 13 

NW 3). It should be noted that the setting issues in relation to Westenhanger Castle are being 

dealt with by others with respect to the proposed Site and will only be discussed briefly within 

this report.   

2.4 The Site does not lie within a Conservation Area, Historic Parks and Garden, or 

Archaeological Priority Area (the latter are not designated on the Local Plan Proposals Map) 

presumably as the SAM designated area takes precedence.  
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b) National Planning Policy 

i. Planning Policy Statement 5: Planning for the Historic Environment 

2.5 PPS 5 sets out polices in relation to Heritage Assets and Climate Change (Policy HE1), 

policies to be taken into account by regional and local planning authorities in developing 

regional strategies and local plans (Policies HE2 to HE5) and polices in relating to 

Development Management (Policies HE6 to HE12).  The policies in the PPS “are a material 

consideration which must be taken into account in development management decisions, 

where relevant” (CLG 2010b, para 3). 

2.6 In submitting planning applications that have a Historic Environment dimension to them, 

applicants will be required to provide a description of the significance of the heritage asset 

that may be affected and to submit a desk-based assessment, “where an application site 

includes or is considered to have the potential to include, heritage assets with archaeological 

interest”. “Where desk-based research is insufficient to properly assess the interest” of the 

heritage asset, applicants will be required to submit the results of a field evaluation (Policy 

HE6.1) to be “set out in the application …as part of the explanation of the design concept” 

(Policy HE6.2). Local authorities are advised not to validate applications “where the extent of 

the impact of the proposal on the significance of any heritage assets affected cannot 

adequately be understood from the application and supporting documents” (Policy HE6.3). 

2.7 “In considering the impact of a proposal on any heritage asset, local planning authorities 

should take into account the particular nature of the significance of the heritage asset and the 

value that it holds for this and future generations” (Policy HE7.2).   

2.8 “Where loss of significance is justified on the merits of new development, local planning 

authorities should not permit the new development without taking all reasonable steps to 

ensure the new development will proceed after the loss has occurred by imposing appropriate 

planning conditions or securing obligations by agreement” (Policy HE7.7).   

2.9 At the same time authorities are  encouraged to recognise that “a documentary record of our 

past is not as valuable as retaining the heritage asset, and therefore the ability to record 

evidence of our past should not be a factor in deciding whether a proposal that would result in 

a heritage asset’s destruction should be given consent” (Policy HE12.1).  “Where the loss of 

the whole or a material part of a heritage asset’s significance is justified, local planning 

authorities should require the developer to record and advance understanding of the 

significance of the heritage asset before it is lost, using planning conditions or obligations as 

appropriate. The extent of the requirement should be proportionate to the nature and level of 

the asset’s significance” (Policy HE12.2).   
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2.10 The PPS also provides a definition of setting, relevant to Scheduled Ancient Monuments and 

other heritage assets, as “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.” Paragraph 46 refers to 

setting as follows: “In terms of impact of development on the setting of a scheduled 

monument, securing the preservation of the monument”within an appropriate setting” as 

required by national policy is solely a matter for the planning system. Whether any particular 

development within the setting of a scheduled monument will have an adverse impact on its 

significance is a matter of professional judgement. It will depend upon such variables as the 

nature, extent and design of the development proposed, the characteristics of the monument 

in question, its relationship to other monuments in the vicinity, its current landscape setting 

and its contribution to our understanding and appreciation of the monument.” 

c) Local Policy

i. The Shepway District Local Plan first review to 2011 (of the adopted 1997 to 2001 

Local Plan) 

2.11 The Historic Environment, Chapter 8 (‘Built Environment’) of The Local Plan includes policies 

BE3 and BE4 with respect to Conservation Areas, BE5 in relation to Listed Buildings, BE6 in 

relation to other buildings of special character and BE18 with respect to Historic Parks and 

Gardens. Policy BE7 for Archaeology has not been saved but the preamble text is retained 

and is provided below.  As the Site is not located within or adjacent to a Conservation Area or 

Historic Park & Garden the relevant policies are not included here.  

2.12 For Listed Buildings Policy BE5 states: 

In order to preserve listed buildings and their settingsand any 
fearures of special architectural or historic interest which they 
possess, the District Planning Authority will: 

a. refuse Listed Building Consent for demolition, extension, 
alteration or partial demolition, including internal or external 
works, if the proposals are considered to be detrimental to the 
character of the building; 

b. refuse proposals for the change of use of a listed building 
where such a use would adversely affect its character or 
setting, or where insufficient details are submitted to enable 
the application to be approproiately assessed. Changes of use 
will normally be permitted where these would provide the best 
means of conserving the character, appearance, fabric, 
integrity and setting of a listed building; 



Page 9 

c. impose conditions as necessary when granting concsent to 
alter a listed building in order to protect the character afforded 
to that building by the retntion or reinstatement of traditional 
features or materials; 

d. require the display of signs and advertisements to respect 
the character of  alisted building, and refuse applications which 
would entail structural alterations for the display of 
advertisements; 

e. refuse applications for development which would adversely 
affect the setting or character of of a listed building; 

f. refuse applications for extensions or alterations which would 
dominate the original building in either scale, material or 
situation; 

g. refuse applications which would involve the replacement of 
windows having glazing bars with sheet glass; 

h. refuse applications which involve the blocking up of 
windows or external dooorways, or the making of new 
openings; 

i. refuse applications which invole repairs or alterations other 
than in matching materials and to the original design; 

j. refuse applications which would entail the removal of 
mouldings, balustardes, balconies, chimneys or other 
architectural features; 

k. refuse applications which would entail the introduction of 
incongurous period features such as shutters and bow 
windows; 

l. refuse applications which would entail use of replavcement 
windows and doors in PVCu plastic; 

m. refuse apploications involving major internal alterations, 
such as the reshaping of rooms, the removal of a staircase, the 
removal or destruction of panelling or stained glass, or 
alterations to trusses of interest.     

2.13 For other buildings of special character; Policy BE6 states : 

Using powers over the control of demolition and other 
development powers, the District Planning Authority will refuse 
permission for redevelopment which would harm the character 
of groups of historic buildings up to and including early 20th 
Century buildings of distinctive or uniform architectural style. 
Permission will only be granted for developments which would 
reflect and contribute to that style.  
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2.14 Policy in relation to archaeology is now deferred to PPS 5 and the previous policy in the Local 

Plan is deleted. However, the introductory text to the deleted Policy BE7 provides the 

following summary of archaeological interest in the area as follows: 

Archaeological remains provide evidence of the development 
of civilisation and are of great value for their own sake, for 
purposes of education, leisure, and tourism. Shepway District’s 
location on the Channel coast has made it an important point 
of departure and arrival between this island and the continent 
for thousands of years. Its proximity to mainland Europe has 
also meant that the District has played a vital role in defence of 
the realm. The variety of archaeological remains found in the 
District reflect this importance embracing tumuli on the north 
Downs escarpment; Bronze Age settlements at the foot of the 
Downs; the Folkestone East Cliff Roman Villa; remains of 
Roman and Norman fortresses; Saxon churches; Napoleonic 
defence in the form of Martello Towers and the Royal Military 
Canal. A list of Scheduled Ancient Monuments is appended. 
(Appendix 7).   

The District Council is responsible as the owner of a number of 
scheduled ancient monuments, including Martello Towers 3 
and 25, parts of the Royal Military Canal, and the Folkestone 
Roman Villa which it holds in trust as part of the East Cliff and 
Warren Country Park….  

In accordance with PPG16 “Archaeology and Planning” [now 
replaced by PPS5], when dealing with proposals for 
development which would affect nationally important 
archaeological remains (whether scheduled as Ancient 
Monuments or not) and their settings, the District Council will 
presume in favour of preservation in situ. Where remains are 
not considered to be of national importance or in situ 
preservation is not considered to be justified, a programme of 
excavation, recording and publishing of information gathered 
may be an alternative. This process of excavation and 
recording will be achieved either by obligations entered into 
under Section 106 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, 
or though the use of conditions attached to planning 
permission in respect of the development proposal.  

In all cases where development proposals are likely to affect 
archaeological remains, developers are urged to consult with 
the District Council as early as possible, preferably before 
applications are submitted, to avoid possible costly delays at 
later stages in the planning process. Developers may be 
required to submit assessments of the archaeological 
importance of sites and the impact of their development 
proposals on that archaeology as information in support of 
planning applications.   
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3 BASELINE DATA 

a) Topographical and Geological background to the Site (Site Visit on the 22nd 

September 2010)

3.1 The area is situated on gently undulating land at around 70-74mAOD rising either side of the 

River East Stour. Indications from the British Geological Survey (BGS) Solid and Drift Edition, 

Sheet 305/6 (Folkestone & Dover) shows that the Site lies on solid geology of Lower 

Greensand Sandgate Beds in the south-east and part of the western area of the Site, with 

Pleistocene Head Brickeath over the majority of the Site. A band of Alluvium associated with 

the River East Stour (and the parallel feeder stream/tributary to the south, within the central 

area of the circuit) runs through the central and western areas of the Site. The alluvium will be 

of Holocene (recent) date, although river deposits associated with a Pleistocene version of the 

river may be present below the alluvium. The River East Stour is now little more than a stream 

but may have been significantly deeper and wider in the area of the Site in the past given the 

c.100-200m width of the floodplain. The river, which springs from the Gault Clay/Lower Chalk 

interface as a number of converging streams at the foot of the North Downs, 2.5m to the 

north-east (Wessex Archaeology 2002) is likely to have been fast flowing during the late 

Pleistocene. The watercourse originally reached the sea at Lympne in the Roman period, 

after which longshore drift caused the silting up of Romney Marsh, radically altering the 

previous coastline (that was until then just a few kilometers south of the Site – as suggested 

by the positioning of the ‘Saxon Shore’ Fort at Port Lympne). The creation of the marsh will 

have affected the associated drainage of the local rivers and steams. 

3.2 The Brickearth was deposited partly as windblown loess during the last (Devensian) 

glaciation. As such the Brickearth has a theoretical potential to contain Middle-Upper 

Palaeolithic artefacts, although such artefacts are very rarely in situ.       

3.3 ASE (1998, 2) noted that exposed soil observed in the north-western field of the Site (‘14ha 

field’) ‘comprised a reddish brown sticky clay loam containing a range of flint, iron-stone and 

sandstone fragments and pebbles.’ It was concluded that the soil here derived from the 

underlying Brickearth and from a spur of Sandgate beds in the northern area of the field.   

b) Cartographic Background

3.4 Examination of historic maps and Ordnance Survey map information provides the following 

evidence for the Site (Table 1).   

Map Comment 

Lambades Perambulations of 
Kent 1596 

Useful early map of Kent but little detail of the Site area.  
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Map Comment 

1797-1801 A Map of the 
Hundreds of Stowting Street 
& Heane, and of Bircholt 
Barony and Franchise. In 
Hasted 1797-1801 (Fig 4). 

Shows Westenhanger as a major residence west of the 
Roman road through Stanford, on the south side of the 
River East Stour, with another stream running NW/SE 
parallel to the river to the south, through the Site (the 
culverted stream through the racecourse circuit) from its 
source immediately west of Stone Street. The only route to 
the castle is from the Ashford road to the south-west and 
led to the north-western corner of Westenhanger. 
Westenhanger is shown within Street Hundred named after 
the Roman road, according to Hasted.   

1839 Tithe map of the Parish 
of Stamford  

Shows the Westenhanger house and castle layout within 
the context of surrounding fields. Moated castle site with L-
shaped outbuilding structure to the west (barn and stable). 
The Award records that the castle complex was used by 
Westenhanger Farm (ASE 1998, 7).  

 

A footpath approaches the castle from the south east from 
Stone Street and another led from Ashford Road north-
north-east to the castle. Field ‘A2 ‘on the Tithe map, on the 
west side of the castle complex, was known as ‘Dog Kennel 
Field’ and two small structures there were probably kennels 
(demolished by 1899).  A pond was located in Field A3 on 
the south side of the castle moat (now under the 
racecourse) and was a ‘walled orchard’ in the tithe award.  

 

The northern 14ha field (bordered on its east side by the 
river) is shown in its pre-railway and racecourse form as 
‘A13’ and is described as ‘Brickhouse Field’ on the Award 
(ibid). The area to the south of the modern racecourse 
straight was occupied by a series of fields flanking Stone 
Street to the east and Ashford Road to the south. Most of 
the alignments survive to some extent.    

1871 25 inch to 1 mile 1st 
Edition OS map (Fig 6) 

[1873 according to 
Landmark] 

1st edition 25” map showing field layout virtually unchanged 
since 1839. The Southern Railway is constructed cutting 
across its northern extremity of the 14ha northern field. 
Westenhanger Station is shown at the extreme north-east 
corner of the Site. 

Westenhanger house/castle with the site of St John’s 
Chapel labelled just to the north-west of the north-west 
corner of the castle wall. ‘Fair Rosamends Tower’ is marked 
at the north-eastern corner of the wall. Shows a link from 
Westenhanger Station. Various other footpaths are shown 
radiating out from the castle.  

1877 1:10,560 OS Map (Fig. 
5) 

Shows the wider landscape setting of the castle and the 
Site. Virtually unchanged since 1839 Tithe Map.   

1899 OS 1:10560 OS map 
(Fig.7)

A 13th century parish church/chapel is thought to have been 
located at Westenhanger Castle. However the location is 
not elucidated by the Tithe map or OS 1:10,560 map of 
1877 but appears as ‘St John’s Chapel (site of)’ by 1899 
marked in the approximate location of the stables to the 
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Map Comment 
south of the surviving L-shaped block. 

Kennels in A2 of the Tithe map have been demolished. Two 
small structures are shown at the eastern extent the large 
northern field (‘Brickhouse Field’ - as indicated by Tithe 
Award) .One of these late 19th century buildings still 
survives as ‘Farm Cottage’.   

The field layout is little changed across the Site. ‘Pound 
House’ and ‘The Bungalow’ are shown as small properties 
abutting Stone Street to the east of the Site. Russell 
Cottage and Ivy Cottage are shown adjacent to the north 
and south sides of Ashford Road respectively. A tumulus 
mound is depicted to the north of the yet to be constructed 
racecourse straight. 

A footpath from the Ashford Road running north-east to the 
castle follows the eastern edge of the floodplain, and may 
with a northern extension, have formed an estate boundary 
for the castle (ASE 1988, 9).  

A barrow is shown on the north side of the River East Stour 
to the north of the present straight and ‘Barrowhill’ is 
labelled as a hamlet on Ashford Road to the west.  

1898 1:2500 OS Map (Fig. 8) Shows very little change since early 1870’s.  

1908 1:2500 OS map (Fig.9) The racecourse had been constructed by this time. The 
straight cut through the southern edge of the northern 
(14ha) field although the field boundary pattern was 
retained within the bounds of the track. A small grandstand 
is shown to between the north-east corner of the track and 
the Westenhanger complex.  

The field boundary running south to Ashford Road from the 
centre of the circuit is no longer shown (reappears in 1990). 

The modern east-west light buildings east of the tithe barn 
were added between 1899 and 1908 within the western 
area of the Westenhanger castle complex. A pond shown 
on the Tithe map (in plot A3) had been infilled.  

1931 1:10,560 OS Map (Fig. 
10) 

The racecourse layout dominates with few other changes to 
the surrounding/enclosed landscape. A SE/NW aligned 
route or headland from Ashford Road at ‘Ashford Hythe’ 
property to the rear of properties fronting Stone Street is 
shown creating a large triangular field in the SE area of the 
Site    

1933 1:2500 OS map Detailed map of the layout of Westenhanger castle in 
relation to its moat and structural elements, with garden to 
the east and farm buildings to the west. Farm Cottage 
shown to the west of the complex.  

Additional structures are now present to the west of 
Westenhanger Station (within ‘Character Area 1’ of the 
indicative layout plan – Fig. 2)  

1938-9 OS 1:10560 A well is marked on the south-west side of Farm Cottage at 
the eastern edge of the main northern field (formerly 
Brickhouse Field). Thereafter this is not marked.  



Page 14 

Map Comment 

Ribbon development of tenements along the western side 
of Stone Street by this time.   

1961 1:10,560 OS Map  No significant changes 

1973 1:10,560 OS Map (Fig. 
12) 

The large pond in the centre of the Site has now been dug 
out and there is a change with the removal of the western 
boundary (track or headland shown from 1931) of the SE 
field of the Site.  

1977 1:2500 OS map) No significant changes 

1978-79 OS 1:10560 No significant changes 

1990 1:2500 OS map  No significant changes but shows the reintroduction of the 
field-boundary/drain running from the pond at the centre of 
the circuit south to Ashford Road. 

1990 OS 1:10560 No significant changes but shows the reintroduction of the 
field-boundary/drain running from the pond at the centre of 
the circuit south to Ashford Road 

1993 1:2500 OS map No significant changes 

1996 1:2500 OS map No significant changes 

2010 OS 1:10560 No significant changes 
Table 1: Cartographic background to the Site 

 

c) Photographic Background

3.5 ASE reviewed aerial photographs held at Kent County Council in 1998 (ASE 1998). These 

included: 

• 19/7/67 – 3146 Run 12 (HSL 67 14) 1:5,000 B&W 

• 17/6/72 – 4176 Run 14 (HSL 72 74) 1:10,000 (B&W) 

• 29/5/85 – 2385 109 Run 38 1:10,000 (Colour) 

• 24/7/95- 8674 Run 6 (Aerofilms 95c/360) 1:25,000 (Colour) 

3.6 It was concluded that there were no major anomalies although a 1967 photograph showed a 

linear feature (possible post-medieval drain) running parallel with the road to the north-west of 

Kiln Wood.  
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3.7 An aerial photograph taken by the RAF in 1946 was the subject of a short report in the 

Archaeolgia Cantiana journal in 1973 (Vol. 88) (see Appendix 2). It was interpreted that the 

cropmarks immediately to the south of the northern arm of the circuit (to the south-west of the 

Grand Stands) represented Anglo-Saxon buildings. However, fieldwork in 1969 produced no 

evidence to corroborate this suggestion (ASE 1998, 6-7).  

3.8 RPS conducted a full NMR search for aerial photographs and this returned 145 vertical 

photographs and 37 oblique photographs based on a 1km radius of the site’s centre point at 

TL 12322 36860. The full results are tabulated as Table 2 below. 

Date Photograph Ref No Comment 

28th July 
1940 

RAF/26F/UK1447 V 

Fr. 2440-1 

Verticals. Shows 9 huts or possibly WWII bunkers 
overlaying the racetrack to the south of the stand. 
These appear to have pitched roofs with rounded 
ends. There are worn tracks between the structures 
suggesting frequent use. No clear archaeological 
features (including in the area of those observed on 
1946 AP’s below) 

6th August 
1941 

TR 1236/1 & 
TR1136/2 

Fr. MSO 31226/PO-
16, PO-27-29;  

Oblique view of curve in western area of the track. 
PO-16 - No features of interest; PO-27-29 part of 
southern track showing military buildings to the 
south of the Site. 

2nd June 
1942 

RAF/HLA/568 V 

Fr. 6014-5 

Verticals. Shows track in relation to the castle but 
too distant to inform whether the 9 structures above 
are still present. 

19th April 
1944 

US/7PH/GP/LOC286 
V

Fr. 5001  

Wide area vertical showing racetrack and field-
layout, but too distant to show archaeological 
features 

12th Jan 
1946 

RAF/1069/UK/1112 

Fr- 3103-4, 3110-11 

This vertical series show a series of at 11 short 
NE/SW aligned parallel features just inside the 
northern arm of the racetrack. They are bounded by 
a more irregular linear feature/depression on their 
south side. A close examination suggests that each 
linear may be comprised of a series of pit-like 
features (an interpretation of these base on the 
1946 photos was provided in Archaeologia Cantina 
88, 1973 p203-7 – see Appendix 2). The rectilinear 
layout is bisected by an east-west linear depression 
leading to the stream to the south-west. There 
appears to be a further area of ground disturbance 
(stock erosion depressions or quarrying on the 
north side of the linear).    

Fig 3 shows the location of the parallel lines of pit-
like features at RPS 41. Arch Cant (1973) (and 
reiterated on the HER) record rectilinear layout of 
features as possibly representative Anglo-Saxon 
halls but this was not supported by subsequent 
investigations. 



Page 16 

Date Photograph Ref No Comment 

Given the Canadian army presence billeted at the 
castle in WW I another possibility is that some of 
the above features relate to war-time training 
facilities, although a 19th century boundary overlays 
the rectilinear features suggesting these are earlier.

There are no other features of particular interest.  

30th April 
1946 

RAF/106G/UK/1443 

Fr. 4415-7, 4461-4 

Verticals. As above although more distant view. The 
rectilinear layout appears particularly distinct on 
frame 4462. No other cropmarks of archaeological 
interest other than the known barrow on the north 
sided of the East Stour River (RPS 35 on Fig.3) 
visible. 

5th

November 
1946 

RAF/CPE/UK/1829 RS 

Fr. 4017 

Verticals. As above – modern agricultural marks on 
fields within the track area.  

7th April 
1950 

RAF/541/484 RP 

Fr. 3202-05, 4246-7 

Verticals. The rectilinear features no longer 
apparent. Barrow at RPS 35 (Fig. 3) clearly visible. 
No other crop-marks of note.  

31st August 
1954  

RAF/82/1006 F65 

Fr. 46-47 

Verticals. No visible archaeological features – too 
distant. 

17th June 
1959 

RAF/58/2948 F41 

Fr. 21-23 

Verticals. As above 

1st May 
1959 

RAF/58/2778 F43 

Fr. 116-9 

Verticals. As above – but poor visibility   

14th May 
1959 

RAF/58/2857 F42 

Fr. 118-119 

Verticals.  No visible features 

3rd June 
1959 

MAL/59377 

Fr. 69860-2 

Verticals.  No visible features 

4th August 
1964 

MAL/64676 V 

Fr. 126741-2, 66, -8 

Verticals. Probable patterned ground (geological 
variation) in the field west of the castle and farm but 
no clear archaeological features...  

6th January 
1966 

RAF/58/7170 V 

Fr. 86-88, 138-139 

Verticals. No archaeological features noted 

5th 
December 
1966 

MAL/66080 

Fr.62-63 

Verticals – very clear resolution showing agricultural 
layout in detail and stream system within the circuit. 
Several irregular linear features that appear to be 
represent former stream routes.  

11th May 
1967 

MAL/67039 

Fr.157-160 

Vertical of the entire Site area including 
Westenhanger. No visible features.  

11th May 
1967 

MAL/67040 V 

Fr. 25-27 

Verticals.  No visible features 

10th May 
1967 

MAL/67037 V Verticals.  No visible features 
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Date Photograph Ref No Comment 

Fr. 175-6 

12th 
September 
1969 

OS/69435 

Fr. 74-76 

Verticals.  No visible features 

6th August 
1979 

MAL/79030 

Fr. 39, 41, 159 

Verticals.  No visible features 

9th 
September 
1997 

TR 1237/9 NMR 
15787/22 

TR 1237/16-22 NMR 
15803/13-18 

Oblique views showing the castle, farm and 
northern/western area of the track. Uneven ground 
in the area of the stream within the track circuit but 
no archaeological features. Layout of the modern 
farm structures and C16th barn shown  

9th

September 
1997 

TR 1237/13-15 NMR 
15787/26-28 

Oblique views of the castle 

16th July 
2001 

TR 1237/24-25 

NMR 21313/05-6 

Oblique view of the eastern end of the circuit and 
Stone Street. No archaeological features noted 

Table 2: Photographic background to the Site 

 

d) Archaeological and Historic Background

3.9 The background is provided by recognised archaeological periods, as follows; 

Prehistoric 

Palaeolithic     500,000 to 10,000 BC 

Late Glacial/Mesolithic    10,000 to 4,000 BC 

Neolithic/Early Bronze Age   4,000 to 1,600 BC 

Middle Bronze Age    1,600 to 1,100 BC 

Late Bronze Age    1,100 to 700 BC 

Early Iron Age     700 to 400 BC 

Middle Iron Age     400 to 100 BC 

Late Iron Age/Roman Transition   100 BC to AD 43 
 

Historic 

Roman      AD 43 to 410 

Saxon      AD 410 to 1066 

Medieval     AD 1066 to mid-C16th 



Page 18 

Post-Medieval     c. AD 1550 to mid C19th

Modern      c. AD 1850 to present 

 

3.10 Evidence for the archaeological and historic background to the Site is provided from the Kent 

Historic Environments Record (HER) database. The database holds information detailing both 

positive and negative results of archaeological investigations as well as known buildings, 

monuments and findspots. 

3.11 A 1km radius search of the HER, based on the proposed development area central grid 

reference was undertaken, with selected entries presented numerically, in tabular format 

(Table 3) and as Figure 3. The data is presented in order to develop an assessment of 

potential for the Site.  Subsequent to the gazetteer is a summary discussion of the 

archaeological and historic background for the area. 

RPS 
No 

SM/HER ref NGR. 
Location (TR) 

SMR Entry Brief Description 

Scheduled Monument 

1

SM 22777  

TR 13 NW 3 1229 3723 Westenhanger Castle 

Listed Buildings 

02 175674 TR 1271 3620 The Royal Oak public house (Grade II LB) C19 

03 175680 TR 1224 3720 Barns at Westenhanger Manor (Grade I LB) C16 

04 175679 TR 1233 3716 

Westenhanger Manor (Grade 1 LB). Undated 
moat, C14 bastion, castle, courtyard, curtain wall, 
fortified house, gate, tower, castled elements C16 
to modern, dovecote C16 and site 1300-modern.   

05 175675 TR 1178 3836 Gibbons Brook Farmhouse Shalom (Grade II LB)   

06 175678 TR 1269 3788 Stanford windmill (Grade II LB) C19. 

07 175598 TR 1244 3574 Berwick House (Grade II LB) C16 

08 175655 TR 1068 3762 
Stream Cottage and Grove Bridge Cottage (Grade 
II LB). C16-C19 – timber framed 

09 175597 TR 1100 3653 Otterpool Manor (Grade II LB) C17 

10 175661 TR 1065 3796 Little Rhodes (Grade II LB) C19 

11 175599 TR 1246 3577 Little Berwick (Grade II LB) C16-17 

12 175662 TR 1066 3791 Rhodes House (Grade II LB) C18-19 

13 175652 TR 1080 3735 
Railway Cottages at Barrow Hill (Grade II LB). 
Former C15 open hall house  
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RPS 
No 

SM/HER ref NGR. 
Location (TR) 

SMR Entry Brief Description 

14 175579 TR 1130 3624 Upper Otterpool (Grade II LB) C16-17 

15 479642 TR 1265 3623 Royal Oak Motel (Grade II LB) early – mid 19th C

16 175653 TR 1044 3784 
Somerfield Court (Grade II LB) C17 and C19 barn 
complex 66m to west 

Registered Park & Garden 

17 1176 TR 1394 3638 Sandling Park (Grade II RPG) 

Locally Designated Historic Park & Garden 

18 TR 1394 3638 Sandling Park 

Historic Environment Record 

19 
Mke39487 TR 
13 NW 143 TR 1200 3579 

Pillbox – former location of based on German 
mapping 

20 
Mke39488 TR 
13 NW 141 TR 1180 3589 

Pillbox – former location of based on German 
mapping 

21 
Mke39489 TR 
13 NW 140 TR 1149 3589 

Pillbox – former location of based on German 
mapping 

22 
Mke39490 TR 
13 NW 139 TR 1129 3589 

Pillbox – former location of based on German 
mapping 

23 
MKE12269 TR 
13 NW 35 TR 1010 3680 

‘Providence’ wreck site of a 1823 vessel – (NA - 
incorrect reference for this search area) 

24 
MKE15707 TR 
13 NW 45 TR 1317 3719 Roman site nr Hillhurst Farm 

25 
MKE15806 TR 
13 NW 46 TR 1285 3610 Prehistoric flint and md pottery, Lympne. 

26 
MKE15807 TR 
13 NW 47 TR 1275 3565 Prehistoric flint artefacts, Lympne. 

27 
MKE15811 TR 
13 NW 51 TR 1275 3614 Roman pottery, Stanford. 

28 
MKe17409 TR 
13 NW 61 TR 1221 3750 Medieval Features North of Westenhanger 

29 
MKe17416 TR 
13 NW 62 TR 1225 3745 

Prehistoric buried soil north of Westenhanger 
Castle, Stanford 

30 
MKe17421 TR 
13 NW 63 TR 1275 3704 

Post-medieval features East and West of Stone 
Street and floodplain deposits of the East Stour. 

31 
MKe17422 TR 
13 NW 64 TR 1109 3765 East Stour diversion 

32 
MKe17808 TR 
13 NW 67 TR 1265 3629 Post Med Features at Royal Oak Motel, Stanford 

33 
Mke18299 TR 
13 NW 71 TR 1083 3613 Battle headquarters, Lympne airfield 

34 
Mke19962 TR 
13 NW 85 TR 1089 3640 Early medieval brooch 
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RPS 
No 

SM/HER ref NGR. 
Location (TR) 

SMR Entry Brief Description 

35 
MKE4270 TR 
13 NW 1 TR 1145 3712 

Probable Bronze Age Burial Mound, nr. 
Barrowhill. 

36 
MKE4271 TR 
13 NW 2 TR 1225 3719 Site of St. Mary's Church, Westenhanger 

37 
MKE4273 TR 
13 NW 4 TR 1299 3799 Roman coin 

38 
MKE4278 TR 
13 NW 9 TR 1087 3736 Probable Bronze Age burial mound, nr. Barrowhill. 

39 
MKE4281 TR 
13 NW 12 TR 1129 3640 Unpolished Neolithic Axe 

40 
MKE4282 TR 
13 NW 13 TR 1126 3589 

Cropmark and ring ditch 20m diameter now 
beneath runway of Lympne Airport 

41 
MKE4287 TR 
13 NW 20 TR 1240 3690 

Possible Anglo-Saxon Palace near Westenhanger 
– no physical evidence from geophysical survey 
or trial trenching in 1969 

42 
MKE4288 TR 
13 NW 21 TR 1230 3719 Possible deserted medieval site, Westenhanger 

43 
MKE4289 TR 
13 NW 22 TR 1230 3719 Possible Deserted Medieval Site of Eastenhanger 

44 
MKE4290 TR 
13 NW 23 TR 1289 3810 

Bronze Romano-British Bracelet, found in 
Stanford 

45 
MKE4295 TR 
13 NW 28 TR 1200 3700 Mesolithic blade found near, Westenhanger 

46 
MKE8271 TR 
13 NW 40 TR 1270 3779 Windmill, Westenhanger 

47 
MKE8427 TR 
13 NW 38 TR 1270 3729 Westenhanger station 

48 
Mke21007 TR 
13 NW 87 TR 1134 3601 

Concrete base likely to be of Second World War 
origin at Link Park, Lympne 

49 
Mke39758 TR 
13 NW 144 TR 1220 3549 Gun emplacement 

50 
Mke43295 TR 
13 NW 147 TR 1072 3770 

Former site of Talbot House, a medieval hall 
house 

51 
Mke43013 TR 
13 NW 100 TR 1074 3761 

Possible prehistoric palaeochannel, on land at the 
Cedars, Barrow Hill, Sellindge (see RPS 71). 

Historic Environment Record Events 

52 EKE3748 TR 1145 3712 
1931 investigation of probable Bronze Age burial 
mound near Barrowhill (RPS 35) 

53 EKe5000 TR 1280 3609 
1992 geophysical survey by Clark Laboratory – 
For A259 Dymchurch to M20 J11 proposed route. 

54 EKe5000 TR 1302 3646 
1992 geophysical survey by Clark Laboratory – 
For A259 Dymchurch to M20 J11 proposed route. 
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RPS 
No 

SM/HER ref NGR. 
Location (TR) 

SMR Entry Brief Description 

55 EKe5000 TR 1361 3687 
1992 geophysical survey by Clark Laboratory – 
For A259 Dymchurch to M20 J11 proposed route.- 

56 EKe5063 TR 1220 3749 
1997 MoLAS evaluation (17 trenches) prior to 
CTRL (RPS 28) 

57 EKe5064 TR 1221 3750 
1999 CAT excavation north of Westenhanger 
castle (RPS 28)  

58 EKe5089 TR 1275 3704 

1999 CAT investigation east and west of Stone 
Street prior to CTRL (RPS 30 – Site Code ARC 
SST98). 12 trenches in two fields either side of 
Stone Street (eastern to the south of the railway 
and western to the north of the railway). Post-
medieval ditches and pits plus alluvial deposits of 
East Stour. It is important to note that the location 
shown at RPS 30/58 is incorrectly located on the 
HER and should be located to the north of the 
railway (and the Site).   

59 EKe5090 TR 1275 3735 
1999 evaluation by Wessex Archaeology prior to 
CTRL west of Stone Street (RPS 47) 

60 EKe5092 TR 1109 3765 
1999 evaluation by CAT prior to CTRL at 
Sellindge – former East Stour course (RPS 31)  

61 EKe5093 TR 1109 3765 
1999 evaluation by CAT prior to CTRL at 
Sellindge – former East Stour course (RPS 31) 

62 EKe5115 TR 1318 3720 
1994 evaluation by ASE of land adjacent to 
Hillhurst Farm (Roman pit – see RPS 24) 

63 EKe5126 TR 1307 3728 
1995 evaluation by ASE of land adjacent to 
Hillhurst Farm (undated possibly modern ditches) 

64 EKe5730 TR 1265 3629 
2001 CAT evaluation at Royal Oak Motel, 
Stanford (RPS 32) 

65 EKe5876 TR 1140 3582 

2001 ASE evaluation at Link Park on proposed 
foul sewer (uncovered evidence for Bronze Age 
occupation – parallel ditches, ditch, pit and post 
hole) 

66 EKe5877 TR 1140 3582 
2001 ASE watching brief at Link Park – further BA 
pit and ditch 

67 EKe5464 TR 1223 3720 
1998 ASE limited survey work of outbuildings at 
Westenhanger Castle, Stanford  

68 Eke5967 TR 1225 3720 
2002 Dendro-chronology study by English 
Heritage at Westenhanger Manor Barn (RPS 3) 

69 Eke8493 TR 1237 3717 

2001 Dendro-chronology study by English 
Heritage at Westenhanger dovecote – estimated 
date of 1575. 

70 Eke9658 TR 1120 3594 

2007 evaluation by ASE at Lympne airfield (old 
runway bisected plus other WWII features and 
finds of other periods). 
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RPS 
No 

SM/HER ref NGR. 
Location (TR) 

SMR Entry Brief Description 

71 Eke10095 TR 1074 3761 

2002 evaluation by CgMS Consulting – ‘land at 
the cedars, Barrow Hill, Sellindge’ (prehistoric 
palaeo-channel – RPS 51) 

Table 3: Gazetteer of entries from the Kent Historic Environment Record 

Prehistoric 

3.12 There several prehistoric (Palaeolithic, Mesolithic, Neolithic, Bronze Age or Iron Age) sites or 

finds known within the 1km Study Area based on the Kent HER.  

i. Palaeolithic 

3.13 The Brickearth deposits and any glacial gravel associated with the East Stour River have 

some potential to contain Palaeolithic artefacts. However, the majority of Kent (excluding the 

river valley of northern Kent) has produced only sporadic instances of usually isolated finds 

such as hand-axes. A single hand-axe was been recovered from the Brickearth at Folkestone 

three kilometres to the south-east (TR 225361) with another from Port Lympne 2.5 km to the 

south-west (TR 097348) (ASE 1998,19). This low density distribution of finds demonstrates 

their rarity in this area. The two trench evaluation undertaken on the racecourse itself in 1969 

(targeting the possible Saxon cropmarks – see above) produced ‘some waste and worked 

flints of Upper Palaeolithic or Mesolithic flints’ (Swanton 1973, 203-7). The location of the 

finds is shown at RPS 41 on Fig. 3. As ASE (Ibid) have pointed out there has been no 

indication whether the dating of the flints to the Palaeolithic was undertaken by a specialist 

and therefore whether the identification is sound.  The nature of the sub-surface topography 

associated with the East Stour floodplain has been elucidated by geo-archaeological 

investigations ahead of the Channel Tunnel Rail Link on the north side of the river (Wessex 

Archaeology 2002; see RPS 47 on Fig.3). This identified deposits of the East Stour of both 

probable Pleistocene and Holocene date within two trenches. The following conclusions were 

drawn (Ibid, 7): 

‘The basal gravel is probably associated with cold Devensian climates and high-energy 

rivers, when sea levels were considerably lower than the present day. Large discharge 

would have been seasonal and in general created environments inhospitable for 

human activity. The deposits themselves contain relatively low palaeo-environmental 

potential, and there are no records of worked flint or other artefacts from thee or other 

gravel local to the site.’    

3.14 Therefore fluvial gravels of the Pleistocene version of the river can be expected, but only in 

relatively rare instances have similar deposits elsewhere been found to contain traces 

hominid activity and/or Pleistocene faunal and plant macrofossil/pollen remains.    
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ii Mesolithic and Neolithic    

3.15 The most common type of earlier prehistoric sites within the Weald are flint scatters of 

Mesolithic and Neolithic date. These may represent camp site locations and/or temporary 

clearings within the primary forest. Mesolithic flint-work is more common than the equivalent 

Palaeolithic finds, reflecting a growing population but also subsequent disturbance of 

Pleistocene land-surfaces by successive glaciations. Nevertheless Mesolithic ‘sites’ are rarely 

in situ and are most commonly represented by artefact scatters in the modern plough soil. 

Mesolithic finds from the wider region include a tranchet axe from Lympne (TR 120350) and 

blade from Saltwood to the east (ASE 1998, 20). Since the lifestyle was based on hunting, 

fishing and foraging river valleys remained key resource areas. The HER search has revealed 

the ‘Palaeolithic or Mesolithic’ flints (mentioned above) found in 1969 at racecourse site (RPS 

41 on Fig. 3) and a ‘blade or flake’ from Stanford which is poorly provenanced. The former 

finds would be consistent with foraging expeditions along the river floodplain.   

3.16 The populations of the Late Mesolithic and early Neolithic show signs of a high degree of 

continuity and foraging probably remained a key component of the economy only slow being 

replaced by emergent farming strategies. Farming necessitated forest clearances and this 

was most readily achievable on the lighter soils such as on the chalk and brickearth. Once 

again Neolithic sites, often represented by small pits and/or flint scatters, tend to be located 

close to water sources. A Neolithic unpolished axe from Otterpool Quarry c.0.5km to the 

south-west of the Site (RPS 39) probably indicates forest clearance in the vicinity. In 1998 

ASE reported that as part of their walkover survey several possible Neolithic flakes, including 

a retouched piece along with three pieces of burnt flint, were noted as being of Neolithic to 

Bronze Age date. Further burnt flint was noted during the RPS walkover (see below).      

iii. Bronze Age 

3.17 It is notable that East Kent has a very dense concentration of barrows of the ‘Beaker period’ 

(c.2350-c.1700BC) and remainder of Early Bronze Age (c.1700-1400BC). These often contain 

relatively rich burials, perhaps due to its coastal advantages and proximity to the continent. 

The ‘Beaker’ period is in many respects transitional between the late Neolithic and early 

Bronze Age and round barrows can also date to the late Neolithic. Activity in the vicinity of the 

Site is indicated by a Beaker deposit containing a perforated cup at Castle Hill, Folkestone, 

whilst at Saltwood, c.2.5km to the east, three Bronze Age barrows were excavated in advance 

of the Channel Tunnel Rail Link (Welch in Williams eds, 2007, 208, 211-3, 227). 
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3.18 Extant barrows are represented in the direct vicinity of the Site by the two tumuli located to the 

west of the Site (RPS 35 and 38). RPS 35 was situated immediately north of the western 

section of the straight and the East Stour River and has been marked on OS maps since the 

late 19th century. The HER reference for the RPS 35 barrow indicates that the mound was 

dug out in 1931 when the finds included a fragment of red ochre which may have been used 

the burial rite. The barrow was described in 1962 as a large bowl barrow which at that time 

was 0.7m and 41m in diameter. This is relatively large for a round barrow which may indicate 

relative status. The second barrow (RPS 38) is located further to the west at ‘Barrowhill’ on 

the east side of the Ashford road. This was also described in 1962 as a large bowl barrow (4m 

in diameter and 2.2m high) but unlike the other barrow was not marked on the early OS maps. 

This is probably a simple oversight by the OS surveyors given the associated place name. A 

20m diameter ring-ditch crop-mark is also reported 1km to the south-west now beneath the 

runway of Lympne Airport. The presence of the barrows indicates that this was a zone of 

probable settlement and farming, associated with the river. Early Bronze Age settlements, 

however, generally leave little archaeological trace and the ring-ditches of barrows by far the 

most common archaeological features.          

3.19 The Middle to late Bronze Age period is often cited as the beginning of a more settled form of 

inhabitation of the landscape, with an emphasis on field-systems with much greater 

investment in long term domestic sites than previously. Conversely there was less emphasis 

on monument construction than in the Neolithic and early Bronze Age (although these were 

re-used to a certain extent and some albeit less impressive barrows were still being built). 

Social and religious changes had therefore led to a switch from significant labour investments 

in monument construction to labour investment in the laying out-of well-organised landscapes. 

In the later Bronze Age, it is becoming clear that some areas within region, even in some of 

the heavy clay areas of the Weald were being opened up for farming (or at least used for 

pannage) from prehistoric times. For example at Brisley Farm, Ashford there is emerging 

evidence for Bronze Age field systems on the heavier clays, so long as those locations were 

sufficiently close to rivers or to the coast (Champion in Williams 2007, 101). The CTRL site at 

Saltwood also produced evidence for several Bronze Age fields which suggests the 

landscape in the vicinity of the Site was also beginning to be divided up. In addition a 2001 

evaluation by ASE to the south of the Site at Link Park on proposed foul sewer uncovered 

evidence for Bronze Age occupation including parallel ditches, a ditch, pit and post hole (RPS 

65 on Fig.3). Another aspect of the period was a change from burying metalwork with burials 

(occasionally) to the deliberate burial of metalwork within votive pits and the deposition of 

metalwork in watery places.  
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3.20 There are no indications of settlement at the Site itself on the HER although some of the flint 

artefacts referred to above may date to the Bronze Age. Also of interest is an evaluation by 

Wessex Archaeology in 1999, undertaken ahead of the CTRL which appears to have been 

located on the HER within the north-east area of the Site (RPS 30 & 58). However, the reports 

concerned indicate that the correct location of the works was on the north side of railway and 

therefore not within the Site (Wessex Archaeology 1999; Site Code ARC SST98). One trench 

of that investigation included a humic layer of possible prehistoric or Romano-British date 

whilst fluvial deposits were regarded as parts of a former channel of the River East Stour and 

its overbank flooding. The River East Stour will have meandered on its flood plain and old 

versions of the watercourse appear as palaeo-channels. One such channel was identified via 

evaluation at Grove Bridge in 2002 (RPS 51).  A spread of burnt flint is reported from 

fieldwalking also ahead of CTRL approximately 100m north of the Site at Pairmead Farm 

(RPS 28). Subsequent evaluation and excavation by Canterbury Archaeological Trust and 

Museum of London Archaeology Service in 1998 and 1999 respectively identified a buried 

prehistoric soil containing worked flints broadly datable to the Neolithic or Bronze Age. Other 

reports on the HER include prehistoric flint found during Scheme 3 A259 Dymchurch-M20 

improvement to some 300m to the south-east of the south east extent of the Site (RPS 25). 

This is most likely to be of Neolithic or Bronze Age date but no details are provided. A ‘fairly 

dense concentration of worked flint’ found to the south at Lympne (RPS 26) may be similarly 

regarded.  

iv. Iron Age 

3.21 The late Bronze Age to early Iron Age is characterised by changing climate leading to wetter 

conditions and the consequent abandonment of many low ling sites and establishment of new 

settlements on higher ground. The emergence of iron is particularly significant for the 

Wealden region of Kent and East Sussex. The Weald has rich iron ore resources and these 

were extensively exploited in the Roman period but also a certain extent in the preceding Iron 

Age. For example rare evidence for early Iron Age utilisation of surface box ore for smelting 

and smithing was identified during archaeological evaluation at Broughton near Maidstone 

(RPS 1998).  

3.22 The HER contains two references to Iron Age sites/finds beyond the Study Area shown on Fig 

3. A quarter-stater coin of the Cantii tribe (of Kent) dated c.45-40BC was found at Sellinge to 

the north-west of the Site (HER: TR13 NW34) whilst a settlement may be represented by 

pottery finds made during construction of the M20 at Postling to the north-east (HER: TR 13 

NW 25). It is also supposed that a trading settlement existed at Folkestone in the first century 

BC given imported pottery such as amphora whilst greensand quern stones may have been 

produced here (Keller 1989). No finds have been reported within the confines of the Site.  
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Roman 

3.23 With the Roman period came a reorganisation of the settlement pattern based on the 

emergence of towns such as Canterbury and the new road layout and the opportunities 

provided for trade and commerce. As indicated above the iron industry was active in the 

Weald in the Roman period. This was at least partly an Imperial activity undertaken under the 

authority of the Roman navy (the Classis Britannica). This industry is evidenced by Classis 

Britannica stamped tiles from a series of iron-working sites mainly in the East Sussex Weald 

(e.g. c.50,000 tons of waste from iron smelting were recovered from Beauport Park 

associated with stamped tiles) but also extending east to the Romney Marsh and for example 

at Little Farningham, Cranbrook (Millet in Williams eds 2007, 178).  

3.24 The Roman Portus Lemanis (Lympne Castle) dates to the 3rd century AD and is located only 

2km to the south of the Site. It was linked to the Site area via Stone Street, the arterial Roman 

road from the former coast-line (prior to the silting of Romney Marsh) at the site of the fort and 

Canterbury. Portus Lamanis was named after the marshy river and its connection with the 

Classis Britannica is demonstrated by an altar dedicated to Neptune and erected by 

L.Aufidius Pantera, a prefect of the fleet in the 2nd century AD. The find therefore confirms that 

there was an earlier fort at the site than the ‘Saxon Shore’ fort of the 3rd century (Millet in 

Williams eds 2007, 175). The fort was abandoned around AD350 (Ibid, 180-1). The location of 

Stone Street running just to the east of the Site is of interest both as the ancient route will 

have affected the layout of the Westenhanger Castle estate, and because it has a 

consequently higher potential to have influenced the siting of subsequent Roman, Saxon and 

medieval settlements (particularly at its intersection with the East Stour River).   

3.25 A coin of Constantius II (353-361) and a late 3rd-4th century bracelet both from Stanford on 

Stone Street support the suggestion of roadside settlement there (RPS 37 & 44). Also of 

relevance is a probable Roman settlement at Hillhurst Farm, c.800m to the north-east (on the 

east side of Stone Street) indicated by a pit containing 43 sherds of Roman pottery and other 

features (RPS 24). It was suggested that a settlement may extend from that location to the 

Roman road to the west. Moving further to the south two more possible ‘sites’ have been 

located adjacent to Stone Street during the ‘Scheme 3 Dymchurch-M20 Improvements’ (RPS 

27 and possibly at RPS 26). The Newingreen ‘site’ (RPS 27) is located some c.300m to the 

south-east of the southern extent of the Site, from near the cross roads of the A20 Ashford 

Road with Stone Street, where ‘large quantities of pottery have been recorded’. This would 

therefore appear to represent a settlement. The other is reported as HER TR 13 NW 48 from 

c.700m to the south of the Site, to the east of Lympne, on the former line of the Roman road, 

where a small number of Roman pottery and Roman tile finds were recovered (11 of each) 

(ASE 1998, 22). The density is insufficient to confirm settlement as these finds may simply 
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relate to a debris spread on contemporary fields adjacent to Stone Street via manuring. They 

do, however, suggest some form of occupation in the vicinity. 

3.26 In terms of the Site area itself, there is one reference to Roman period finds. Again this relates 

to the two 1969 trial trenches at the racecourse itself (RPS 41) finds from which included a 

sherd of Gaulish Samian ware. The find derived from ploughsoil and may similarly be a 

manuring scatter find, as no archaeological features were associated.       

3.27 In the wider area Romano-British occupations of the area, including the impressive 

Folkestone Roman Villa, are concentrated on the south side of the Downs and on the higher 

ground but sites on and above floodplains of rivers are also common. More mundanely at 

Saltwood, c.2.5km to the east, ditched elements of a late Iron Age to Roman ditched 

landscape were excavated in advance of the CTRL (Welch in Williams eds, 2007, 227).  

Saxon  

3.28 A probable indication of Saxon occupation within a kilometre of the Site is provided by a mid 

6th century gilded silver brooch found by metal-detectorists south of Otterpool Manor to the 

south-west of the Site (RPS 34 on Fig 3). This find is most likely to have been derived from a 

high status burial. Lower status burials are very likely to have been associated and the 

presence of such burials is consistent with settlement in the vicinity.   

3.29 Evidence for continuous settlement from the 6th to the 9th century within the wider area is is 

represented by archaeological finds in the Newington area, 5km to the east of the Site. The 

sites were investigated by Canterbury Archaeological Trust and comprised sunken-floored 

buildings at Biggin’s Wood, two from Dolland’s Moor, a rubbish pit at Cherry Garden Hill, 

Newington and three similar pits from Cheriton Hill (Rady et al 1989; Rady 1990). At 

Saltwood, c.2.5km to the east, three more typical early Saxon sunken-floored buildings of 

another settlement have been excavated in advance of the Channel Tunnel Rail Link in the 

vicinity of the eastern of three contemporary cemeteries (Welch in Williams eds, 2007, 208, 

211-3). The three cemeteries were dated to the 6th-7th century pagan period and included a 

number of Saxon barrow burials (set within pen-annular ditches). As indicated above the 

cemeteries overlaid two early Bronze Age barrows, Bronze Age fields and a late Iron Age to 

Roman ditched landscape (ibid, 227).  

3.30 A seasonal beach market was held in the 7th-9th century at the fishing settlement at Sandtun 

at Lympne, to the south (Welch in Williams eds 2007, 198). The site maintained close 

continental contacts. The most significant Saxon ecclesiastical site in the wider vicinity was 

the Minster at Lyminge, 5km to the north-east of the Site.      
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3.31 There are few archaeological finds of late Saxon date close to the Site but Ward (1935, 144-

152) has provided a very useful paper “the Westenhanger Charter of 1035” that highlighted 

the presence of an early estate at Westenhanger, extending at least as far back as Canute. 

The charter in question (Ordnance Facs., iii, 42 – known as the Stowe Charter) did not 

mention Westenhanger, which is its medieval name, but rather referred to it as Berwic. 

According to Ward Berwic can be recognised as Westenhanger due to the detailed 

description of the associated boundaries. In the charter Canute granted land at Berwic to ‘his 

faithful bishop Easdin’.  Ward (1935, 145) translated the charter and its boundaries as follows, 

with his place identifications in brackets: 

‘These are the landmarks of Berwic (Westenhanger), that is, 
first it starts at Stanforda (Stanford) and Pinninge; and so 
south along stanstraete (the Stone Street) to the church land 
(the junction of Saltwood and Lympne parishes, both being in 
the hands of the church); then along the church lands (along 
the north edge of the manor of Berewic in Lymne) to 
Oterespoles (Otterpool) mark; and along Otter pool mark so far 
that it cometh to Cynges forda (King’s ford-not identified); and 
so forth till it cometh into the sture (East Stour); and along the 
sture till it cometh to fif aeceran (the Five Acres); and then lieth 
the Five Acres on the north side of the Stour…(charter stained, 
query if the words “between the” are lost). Stour and sturtunes 
(Brook Farm, south) mark; and so along Sturtuns’s mark till it 
comes to the east of Five Acres; and so east to the Stour; and 
so along the Stour till it cometh to Stanford and Pinninge. 

3.32 Ward’s interpretation of the estate is reproduced as Fig. 13 of this report. The area concerned 

incorporates the entire area of the Site and is therefore of particular interest. Ward provided 

further interpretation and justification for the boundaries of the estate (although was unable to 

identify Pinninge) concluding (Ibid, 146-7): 

‘Summarizing the boundaries, we see that on the east south 
and west they are those of the modern Stanford parish and on 
the north the East Stour with one field to the north of it. It is 
impossible in these circumstances to deny that the place which 
the charter calls Aet Berwican was later called Westenhanger 
and was under that name incorporated in the parish of 
Stanford. This leads us to a further identification. In discussing 
the lists of Saxon churches in the Domesday Monachorum 
(Arch. Cant., xlv, 63) I, with what then seemed plausible 
argument, identified the church of Berewic as a lost church 
attached to the manor of Berwick in Lymne. It is now clear that 
this identification was incorrect, for it appears that in the 
eleventh century the name Berwic covered the two manors of 
Westenhanger and Berwick-in-Lymne. We know nothing of any 
church in the latter but we do know that Westenhanger had a 
church of St. John which was later desecrated. We must now 
agree that this was the church existed in Saxon times, as 
recorded in the Domesday Monachorum.’      
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3.33 It is interesting to note that Ward’s early estate is almost identical to the Westenhanger Manor 

landholdings that were sold in 1885 (CAT 1999, 1). There are two further points of particular 

interest should Ward’s identifications be correct. Firstly the field within the putative estate on 

the north of the East Stour appears to be identified as the large field forming the north-

western extent of the Site (the 14ha field) corresponding with the proposed north-western 

extension of the racecourse (Fig. 2). The second is the confident identification of a late Saxon 

predecessor of Westenhanger’s medieval church (subsequently demolished). This point is, 

however, difficult to sustain and has not been cited subsequently. There is certainly little 

archaeological evidence at this time, for example reused Saxon stone-work at either the 

castle or within the later barn and stables (the latter incorporated medieval re-used stone-

work presumably from the church – John Forge pers. comm.).   

3.34 As noted above 1946 RAF aerial photographs indicated the presence of crop-marks to the 

south-west of the Grand Stands on the south side of the racetrack. Swanton identified these 

as foundations of a series of possible Anglo-Saxon halls (Swanton 1973). The crop-marks 

(RPS 41 on Fig. 3) were situated either side of a 19th century field boundary (shown on the 

tithe and 1st edition OS of 1871. Swanton interpreted the crop-marks as: 

‘a series of what were possibly ‘boat-shaped’ buildings of the 
kind characteristic of Dark Age Europe, and now increasingly 
familiar from excavated examples at Chedder, Yeavering and 
elsewhere. If this surmise is correct, there might have been 
some six or seven halls lying in parallel, greater in number and 
significantly larger in size than even those at Yeavering. In the 
light of this, it is interesting to recall the early tradition, 
recorded by Grose, that Westenhanger Manor originated as a 
palace of the Anglo-Saxon Kentish Kings and attributable to 
their eponymous founder Osic himself. Certainly, 
Westenhanger seems to have been in royal hands as late as 
1035, when it was given to bishop Eadsige by Cnut, in a charter 
describing half a ‘ploughland’ oet Berwican, which the late 
Gordon Ward recognised as belonging to this estate, and 
which includes inter alia such boundary-marks as ‘The King’s 
Ford’.  
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3.35 However, fieldwork (geophysical survey and limited trial trenching) in 1969 produced no 

evidence to corroborate this suggestion (Ibid, 207). That noted part of the area has been 

subject to a degree of levelling (on the north side) for the racecourse parking, whilst shallow 

deposits, which may have produced the crop-marks, may have been removed by subsequent 

deep ploughing between 1949 and 1953 (Ibid). A study of the 1946 aerial photographs by 

RPS for this DBA (Table 2 above) confirms the presence of 15 alignments of features which 

appear to comprise lines of infilled pits or depressions. Nevertheless, the possible 

identification of these marks as representative of great halls is suspect based on both the 

negative results of fieldwork and the rather inconsistent layout of the possible post-holes. For 

example the ‘halls’ do not appear to have post-holes along their short ends (as great halls 

elsewhere such as at Cowdrey’s Down and Yeavering demonstrate), the post-holes 

themselves appear much too large and too few compared with excavated examples, and 

thirdly the layout of 7-8 ‘halls’ next to each other, in such a neat arrangement, is also unlike 

the English examples (e.g. see Welch 1992). An alternative explanation might be that the 

features were tree pits for a medieval or post-medieval orchard. This could be a possibility 

given the setting of the rectangular arrangement close to and on the same alignment as the 

castle’s southern curtain wall. It is also notable that ‘Field A3’ of the 1839 Tithe Map, the 

rectangular plot on the south side of the castle moat is a ‘walled orchard’ in the tithe award. 

3.36 The Home Counties Magazine (1904) states that the origins of Westenhanger are ‘lost in 

antiquity’ but like Swanton cite Grose in his “Antiquities” who suggested the Ostenhanger 

place name derived from Oesot, son and successor of the fabled Hengist. However, a link 

with early Saxon kings at Westenhanger cannot be sustained given that Hengist and Horsa 

are themselves far from secure as actual historical characters. More tellingly the ‘ost’ prefix 

appears to simply mean ‘east’, and therefore the simpler explanation is that the Hangre estate 

was simply divided into two, the western of which was Westenhanger (see below).  

Furthermore Westenhanger’s association with landholdings of King Canute in 1035 does not 

mean the estate was occupied by royalty in the late Saxon period, let alone earlier, only that 

the estate formed one of a great many estates owned by the late Saxon king.   
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Medieval 

3.37 Key references describing Westenhanger Castle’s history include the Harl Court Rolls held by 

the British Library, Edward Hasted’s “History and Topographical Survey of the County of Kent”

(Volume 8, 1797-1801) and David Cheney’s articles in ‘The Home Counties Magazine’ Vols 6 

(1904) and 12 (1910). The ‘Extract from English Heritage’s Record of Scheduled Monuments’ 

(revised 2nd September 2002) is provided Appendix 1, and includes further detailed 

background incorporating the above sources. The extract draws together the recent repairs by 

the Forge family and surveys of the current status of the structures. John Forge (current 

owner of Westenhanger castle) has provided further summaries of the history and recent 

repairs to the castle, dovecote barn and stable in a popular booklet and ‘Historical Notes’ 

report (Anon 2008 and Forge (eds) 2003). The summary presented here includes relevant 

information from these and other sources including the HER and recent archaeological desk-

based assessments, evaluations and excavations undertaken at Westenhanger and its close 

proximity (ASE 1998; CAT 1999, MoLAS 1997; Wessex Archaeology 1999; English Heritage 

2001).  

3.38 Westenhanger may have been known as Aet Berwican in the Anglo-Saxon period but it is 

referred to as Le Hangre in later documents from St. Augustine’s abbey. The place name 

Westenhanger derives from Hangre, the 12th century meaning ‘stone ford’ when the spellings 

Wittingehanger and Wittinghanga are recorded (Wallenberg 1934). The suffix hanger may 

also refer to a wooded slope.      

3.39 It has been suggested that later 14th century high status fortified house had Norman origins, 

possibly associated with a hall, the elaborate surviving gatehouse and the moat. John Forge 

suggests that a wooden palisade connecting the fine stone gatehouse may have surmounted 

a bank defining an early version of the fortified house (pers. comm.). Indeed according to 

Cheney (1904) a house stood on the later site of Westenhanger castle in the reign of Richard 

I and belonged to Sir Wm. De Auberville. This has not been definitively proven 

archaeologically but there is evidence for 12th-13th century occupation just to the north of the 

castle SAM and the River East Stour at Pairmead Farm (RPS 28 on Fig. 3). The site was 

located by Canterbury Archaeological Trust (CAT) during the CTRL investigations in 1999, 

following an evaluation by Museum of London Archaeology Service (MoLAS) in 1999 (HER 

TR13 NW 61; site code MKe17409). The excavation sampled a large rectangular enclosure 

with internal features including stake holes, gullies and waste pit containing charred oats, 

collectively suggesting settlement. The pottery within the pit was datable to AD1175-1250 and 

therefore prior to the 14th century castle.    
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3.40 As noted Westenhanger is within the former Norman parish of Le Hangre, which was then 

divided between the manors of Westenhanger and Ostenhanger before the death of Richard I 

in 1199 (Hasted 1797-1801). The manors were merged again in 1509 when Sir Edward 

Poynings became the owner.  The location was strategically sited close to the coast, adjacent 

to the water source of the River East Stour and to a stone supply from a quarry at Otterpool. It 

was also sited adjacent to the still operational former Roman road between Port Lympne and 

Canterbury.  

3.41 The site was upgraded to become an early example of a quadrangular form fortified manor 

house when Edward III granted a licence to crenellate to the owner Sir John de Criol in 1343, 

although the castle towers and curtain wall were not actually completed until c.1400.  

Westenhanger Castle was owned by the de Criol family until 1461 and is thought to have 

been fortified in response to possible attack from France. The manor house contained 126 

rooms at this time. Following The War of the Roses it passed to Sir John Fogge (the son in-

law of Sir Thomas de Criol). The north-east tower is known as ‘Fair Rosamund’s Tower’ which 

may derive from a legend that Henry II’s mistress, Rosamund de Clifford, was kept at 

Westenhanger at the tower. This is plausible as Simon de Criol was the cousin of Rosamund 

de Clifford, and was owner at Westenhanger at this time (Anon 2008).   

3.42 Westenhanger Manor house is now a Grade I listed Building (RPS 4). An extract from the text 

from the original listed building designation which includes aspects of the castle, is as follows; 

Castle or fortified house, now partly ruinous. C14, early and 
late C16, and late C18 or early C19, resorted in the 1980s. C14 
walls of coursed ragstone. Front elevation red brick, largely in 
header bond. Plain tile roof. Rectangular plan (courtyard 130 
feet across), with circular bastions to the west and north-east 
corners, and rectangular bastion to south-east.  Rectangular 
tower to centre of each side to north, south and east. Gateway 
to centre of west side. Formerly continuous range of buildings 
to each side of courtyard; C16 fragments remain to north-west 
corner. Early C16 L-plan house to north-east corner, (probably 
Edward Poynings before 1521) with east curtain wall as its long 
right wall; main range at right-angles to wall, rear range parallel 
to it between main range and north-east bastion. Part of house, 
including front elevation, rebuilt in late C18. House: front 
(south) elevation: 2 storeys and attics on chamfered rock-faced 
ashlar plinth…    
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3.43 Hasted (1797-1801) records that the parish of Ostenhanger was within the deanery of Limne 

and diocese of Canterbury. A parish church or chapel and cemetery are thought to have been 

associated with Westenhanger Castle from the 13th century described as ‘ecclesia desolata’ 

and ‘dilapidata’ in the 17th century (HER TR 13 NW 2). The location is not elucidated by the 

tithe map but appears as ‘St John’s Chapel (site of)’ on the 1871 OS map marked between 

the post-medieval barns/stables (the surviving L-shaped  building) and the moat. The church 

and cemetery went out of use in the 16th century (Appendix 1) when the former parish was 

merged with Stanford. An alternative reference to a church as ‘St Mary’s’ (HER TR 13 NW 2) 

creates some confusion. This is potentially clarified by Hasted (1779; cited by ASE 1998,10) 

who indicates that the chapel was actually located within the house in 1520 whilst the ‘church 

of  Westenhanger … stood a small distance westward of the house, and the drawbridge at the 

entrance to it, between the latter and the great barn’. Hasted also noted that ‘several 

skeletons have from time to time been dug up within the site of it and adjoining it; and some 

years ago a stone coffin was dug up’ (Ibid). The HER reference states that the church of St. 

Mary of Westenhanger ‘stood a little west of the house between the drawbridge and the great 

barn which is reputed to have been built on its ruins’ (Ibid; RPS 36). It is of particular interest 

that the 16th century stable block contains ornate stonework (for example framing its 

doorways) that may have been reused from the church.    

3.44 The HER includes references to the deserted medieval villages of Westenhanger and 

Ostenhanger (or Eastenhanger) (RPS 42 and 43). This conclusion relates to that fact that 

before 1199 the manor was divided between William de Auberville who owned Westenhanger 

and Bertrum de Criol who held Ostenhanger. The locations of the village foci concerned are 

unknown but are likely to have been within the Scheduled area and in the vicinity of the 

church, although there has been no direct evidence for its precise location. However, the HER 

text for both ‘DMV’s’ states that although listed as such ‘virtually no deserted villages can be 

proven in Kent. Kent is largely a county of isolated manors and farms and very few medieval 

parishes have nucleated villages within them. Consequently, virtually no groups of earthworks 

of now deserted nucleated villages are known.’ Although there are earthworks within the SAM 

area none of these has the character of the usual ‘humps and bumps’ associated with a DMV 

and perhaps the associated medieval settlements of the two manors actually comprised a 

series of dispersed hamlets or farms (such as may have been identified just north of the river 

East Stour ahead of the CTRL - RPS 28). 

3.45 Other Medieval Listed Buildings in the vicinity of the Site include the Grade II Listed ‘Railway 

Cottages’ at Barrow Hill which was formerly an open hall house (RPS 13) whilst the 15th 

Century Talbot House at Gove Bridge was relocated as part of the CTRL project (RPS 50).  
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3.46 There are no references to medieval finds or features within the remainder of the Site. Other 

archaeological finds on the HER include medieval pottery was found during Scheme 3 A259 

Dymchurch-M20 improvement, some 300m to the south-east of the south east extent of the 

Site (RPS 25). This may relate to settlement or manuring in this area close to the line of the 

former Roman road.  

 

Post-Medieval 

3.47 Westenhanger and Ostenhanger manors were merged as one in 1509 by Sir Edward 

Poynings who undertook a building programme. His son exchanged Westenhanger for other 

lands with Henry VIII after which suites were converted for use by royalty. The manor of 

Westenhanger, as surveyed in 1559, included c.1042 acres of demesne including a c.400 

acre park and woodland. A watermill connected to the moat is included as are 3 tenements 

held at will and 14 freehold tenements (ASE 1998, 9).  

3.48 The 16th century Fortified Manor House (and associated tithe barn) possessed a Hunting 

Forest/Park (HER TR 13 NW 3).  At this time the outer court, formal gardens and deer park 

were created (SAM Extract; see Appendix 1). The later history of the castle includes links with 

Rosamund de Clifford after whom the tower is named and Customer Smythe who owned the 

castle at the time of the Spanish Armada (1588) when Queen Elizabeth used the castle as a 

command centre for Kent’s 14,000 troops.  She is said to have referred it as ‘her house at 

Westenhanger’.  

3.49 In 1656 the exiled Charles II, planning to return to England, is said to have sought to have 

wanted to use Westenhanger House as a refuge but was apparently warned of a trap to hide 

thousand of armed men in the woodland around the estate to intercept him. He naturally 

changed his plans. The house was improved by Thomas Smythe and by the 17th century was 

one of the greatest houses in Kent. This was to prove its last glory as in 1701 much of the 

house was demolished since when the site has been in private hands. 

3.50 The present Grade I listed house of ‘Westenhanger Manor’ is of 18th century date 

incorporating remains of the 16th century cross-wing of the main hall (ibid). The moat is best 

preserved on the north and east sides. The central south tower and much of the south wall 

have collapsed.  The pond and leat to the west of the moated site have probably post-

medieval in date (at least). The tithe barn and conjoined stable survive, but it is clear that a 

number of other buildings have been cleared from this area.   
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3.51 The Grade I Listed ‘Barn at Westenhanger Manor’ (RPS 3) consists of an L-shaped building 

to the north-west of the house. The two conjoining arms comprise an early 16th century stable 

block that may have been constructed by Sir Edward Poynings or his son Sir Thomas (HER 

TR 13 NW 69). A large stone built barn dating from the late 16th century and extending over 

the River East Stour, forms the conjoining arm. The barn was probably built by Thomas 

Smythe. Wagon porches project from the north and south walls. A 2002 dendro-chronology 

study by English Heritage established that the oak used in the construction was felled 

between AD1579 and 1596. ASE conducted a survey of the barns and stable in 1998 (see 

below). 

3.52 The map evidence (see Table 1, above) indicates that the field layout within the Site boundary 

was consistent between 1839 and 1871. The fields were relatively large in size in comparison 

with the surrounding landscape with few settlements or farms within what is assumed to have 

been the emparked area of the castle. The evaluation by Wessex Archaeology to the north-

east of the Site, but incorrectly placed within the north-eastern area of the Site on the HER 

(RPS 30 & 58) also produced late post-medieval features comprising a number of pits and 

ditches and including a large linear feature which may have been a boundary.  

3.53 The wider area has a number of entries relating to the period on the HER. These include a 

windmill at Westenhanger to the north of the Site (RPS 46); Westenhanger Station (RPS 47; 

circa 1840) The South Eastern Railway (now the line of the CTRL bordering the northern 

extent of the Site) had been built by 1871. A post-medieval version of the River East Stour 

was recorded during a Wessex Archaeology evaluation in 1999 ahead of the CTRL c.0.6km to 

the north-west of the Site (RPS 31). Earlier versions of the palaeo-channel were also noted. 

Evaluation at the Royal Oak Motel at Sandford by ASE in 2001 exposed three ditches, at least 

one of which dated to the post-medieval period (RPS 32).        

3.54 Grade II Listed Buildings of post-medieval date in the vicinity of the Site comprise the 16th 

century with later alterations ‘Berwick House’ at Lympne (RPS 7) and ‘Stream Cottage and 

Grove Bridge Cottage’ at Sellindge (RPS 8). 16th to 17th century houses survive at Upper 

Otterpool farmhouse to the south-west of the Site (RPS 14) and Little Berwick (RPS 11) to the 

south at Lympne. 17th century houses comprise Otterpool Manor (RPS 9) and 17th century 

plus Somerfield Court. Also Grade II Listed are a 19th century barn complex at Sellindge (RPS 

16), 18th to 19th century ‘Rhodes House’ at Sellindge (RPS 12), 19th century buildings 

including ‘The Royal Oak Public House’ and ‘Royal Oak Motel’ from c.0.1km to the east of the 

south-east corner of the Site (RPS 2 & 15), Stanford Windmill (RPS 6), and ‘Little Rhodes’ at 

Sellindge (RPS 10).    
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3.55 World War II entries on the HER include a former World War II battle headquarters at Lympne 

(Ashford) Airfield approximately 0.8km south-west of the Site (RPS 33); a concrete base 

probably relating to the airfield defences (RPS 48), pill box positions shown by German 

mapping of the Romney Marsh defences (RPS 19- 22) and a gun emplacement at Lympne 

(RPS 49). None of the HER references lie within the Site although as noted an aerial 

photograph of 1940 includes a number of wartime huts or bunkers overlaying the racetrack.     

e) Historic Park and Garden 

3.56 Sandling Park to the east of Newgreen is a Grade II designated Historic Park & Garden. The 

garden and lawns were constructed by Lawrence Hardy, the owner of the former house, in 

1897 along with a 25 acre woodland garden. The garden is of interest as Hardy had the vision 

to attempt and successfully grow Rhododendrons and Azaleas in acid soils of temperate 

Kent. The park is well screened from the Site by vegetation and topography.    

f) Previous Archaeological site surveys within the Site 

3.57 Field surveys undertaken to date within the Site are as follows: 

• 1969 resistivity survey and trial trenching by M.J. Swanton of a restricted area 

• 1998 walkover and measured survey by ASE of SAM area and northern area of the 

Site 

• Geophysical survey for Folkestone Racecourse  

3.58 The 1969 Investigations: M.J. Swanton’s interest in the 1946 aerial photograph that showed 

what he considered to be possible Anglo-Saxon halls to the south side of the northern arm of 

the racecourse led to further non-intrusive and intrusive investigation.  The full 1973 report in 

Archaeologia Cantiana 88 (1973) includes the results is appended to this report (Appendix 2). 

The relevant section on the surveys states: 

A resistivity survey of the site carried out in 1969 revealed no 
significant pattern of findings. And two ten-foot-square trail 
trenches, one either side of the boundary-fence, indicated 
uniformly disturbed soil conditions. Beneath the turf-line a 
layer of brown loam lay at an uneven depth of between 10 and 
15 in. over natural clay. Scattered through the brown loam were 
found remains suggesting a long history of human activity, 
including animal bones, fragments of brick and tile of various 
dates, one highly abraded sherd of Samian ware (Form 18/31) 
and a handful of waste and worked flakes of Upper Palaeolithic 
or Mesolithic flint-types.’ 

3.59 No post-holes or beam slots of buildings were found. 
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3.60 The 1998 walkover and measured survey: ASE’s survey (ASE 1988, 11-12, & Fig.5) 

included a number of earthwork features within the SAM (observations A-M) that are not 

discussed in detail here as they would not be affected. The following features of interest lie 

within the current red line boundary (See ASE Fig 5 reproduced here as Fig. 14):  

3.61 Walkover observation N: 

‘Ditch and Bank – the latter 3m wide, 300mm higher in the field 
on the south side. Part of the former field boundary and seen 
on maps from 1839 - variously as field v=boundary and 
trackway. Also visible on aerial photographs. On Tithe Map and 
Award was the boundary between Dog Kennel Field and Middle 
Field…’  

3.62 This track boundary is followed by the red line plan and is within the southern edge of the 

SAM.      

3.63 Walkover observation S: 

‘Ditch along eastern margin of floodplain; may have acted as 
an alternative channel of the river. Probably part of a former 
field boundary (ditched) noted on Tithe Map and 1st and 2nd 
edition maps.’  

3.64 This alignment is continued within the circuit to link with the east/west stream as a former 

ditch/minor stream line.       

3.65 Walkover observation U: 

‘A spread of brick and a small quantity of tile. Brick fabric soft 
and dark red ?crimson. Not noted on aerial photographs…’   

3.66 This relates to a brick scatter in the large arable (14ha) field to the west of the East Stour and 

south of the railway. 

3.67 Walkover observation V: 

‘Shallow linear depression noted across ploughed field. Former 
field boundary and trackway between fields A12 and A13 on the 
Tithe Map. Almost certainly a continuation of R above.’  

3.68 This is a continuation of the track leading north-west from the castle shown on 1871 and 1899 

maps. The former field boundary is also shown by aerial photographs.  
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3.69 Geophysical Survey for Folkestone Racecourse: A wider geophysical survey was 

apparently undertaken within the Site by Alistair Bartlett (Wendy Rogers pers. comm.). 

Unfortunately the results of this survey are not with the Kent Historic Environment Record and 

have not yet been traced. Therefore at this stage is unknown whether archaeological features 

were identified.  

g) 2010 Walkover 

3.70 A site walkover was undertaken by an RPS Associate (Robert Masefield) on 22nd September. 

This supplements and extends the previous walkover survey by ASE but does not repeat the 

findings noted above. The walkover included the Westenhanger Castle property in the 

company of John Forge who kindly provided a tour of the Castle, the outbuildings and 

grounds.  

3.71 To the north-east of the Racecourse are the grand stands, related buildings, paddocks, 

enclosures, driveway and car parking areas. There were no earthworks of archaeological 

character in these areas. The 19th century Westenhanger Station building in the north-east 

corner of the Site and a house that is shown on the First Edition OS of 1871 on the west side 

of Stone Street, were viewed. The latter is supported by bracing on its western side. The 

Grandstands are of early 20th century construction as shown on OS mapping although the 

‘Totalisator’ building, shown within the north-eastern area of the circuit in 1933, has since 

been removed.   

3.72 The eastern boundary of the track is largely screened by trees and vegetation from private 

residences along the west side of Stone Street. This heavily vegetated boundary extends 

along the eastern edge of the arable field to the southern tip of the Site. At the time of the visit 

the triangular field had a crop of beans on it and was therefore not examined. Two further 

arable fields flank the southern side of the track circuit. The bean crop had been harvested 

but these fields had not yet been ploughed (therefore soil visibility was partial at best). The 

archaeologist viewed exposed broken ground along the northern edge of these fields but no 

artefacts were noted. There are five arable fields within the Racecourse circuit, all of which 

had been harvested (beans) but not re-ploughed. The fields flank the central pond which is 

surrounded by a c.3m deep modern ditch. Several streams/ditches feed into the ditch around 

the pond. Those on the east side of the pond are culverted beneath the racecourse and have 

been artificially straightened through the arable area forming borders for three fields. The 

arrangement of the streams/ditches here is consistent with the 1871 OS map indicating that 

they had been straightened before the pond was created in the 20th century. The maps show 

the streams converged at the location of the later pond before continuing a sinuous course 

westward to link the East Stour. The landscape naturally dips down to the slight stream valley 

from the north and the south.  
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3.73 The western two arable fields within the track’s circuit, and to the west of the pond, are 

divided by a ditch and sparsely vegetated hedge. This boundary continues on the south side 

of the racetrack and its cut grass berm, to link with Ashford Road at Rose Cottage. This 

boundary (or possibly a former footpath shown on 19th century OS maps just to the west) 

appears to correspond to the former access route to Westenhanger Castle shown by Hasted 

(1797-1801). The field west of the boundary is approximately 0.5m lower, suggesting that 

ploughing into a former slope had created a slight negative lynchet. The eastern of these two 

fields’ eastern boundary is defined by a ditch which (in 1871) ran south to Ivy Cottage on 

Ashford Road, but no longer continues south of the racetrack.  A single burnt flint of probable 

prehistoric date was noted at the western edge of the western field. The stream divided the 

southern side of this field with a pasture field located within the north-west angle of the track. 

As with the other fields its former extent is much reduced due to being partially overlain by the 

racetrack. The approximately east/west stream course is as shown on the 1871 OS in this 

area although it had been culverted beneath the racetrack.  

3.74 The area within the circuit on the north side of the stream, and to the north-west of the pond 

within the track, is rough pasture (currently for sheep). It is noticeable that the arable land to 

the south of the stream is approximately 0.7m higher than the pasture to the south indicating 

probable soil build up against the stream edge. The 1871 OS map shows two small 

enclosures on the south side of the stream flanking the north side of the arable field to the 

south-west of the pond. The western of the two was rectangular and is now within the rough 

pasture (shown as wooded in 1871 OS and as marsh in 1933), whist the eastern (now 

immediately west of the modern pond) was an irregular sub-oval shape in plan. The latter, 

which was not shown on the 1840 tithe map, may have been a small late post-medieval stock 

enclosure against the stream. The ground along the stream somewhat uneven in this area, 

probably caused by stock erosion over an extended period and there is one deep hollow for 

stock access to the stream to the immediate west of the pond. A small area on the north side 

of the stream has clearly been raised. This made ground is likely to have been associated 

with the creation of the pond or with cleaning of the deep ditches or stream. The pasture to 

the north is also bisected by a north-east/south-west aligned linear depression that may 

represent a former paddock division (not shown on the 1871 OS map or the 1840 tithe map).  

Again the ground is uneven close to this alignment, probably as result of continuous stock 

erosion. These pasture areas may have remained relatively undisturbed by modern ploughing 

but none of the irregular ground appears to represent the characteristic ‘humps and bumps’ 

found at deserted medieval villages. 
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3.75 To the west of the circuit and to the south of the straight, the pasture fields are divided by the 

East Stour, which is culverted beneath the straight on route to Westenhanger Castle. These 

fields show no sign of earthworks. The large 14ha field to the west of the Castle and the north 

of the track (that would incorporate the north-western extension of the realigned track) was 

ploughed arable at the time of the walkover. The field rises up from the south, at the slight 

valley of the East Stour to a ridge approximately central to the field. No artefacts were noted 

along the southern edge of the ploughed field. ASE, however, noted a spread of bricks at the 

eastern edge of the field adjacent to the farm (ASE 1998) whilst a former north-west/south-

east boundary line across the north-eastern area of the modern field was noted as a former 

route to the Castle from Gibbin’s Brook to the north-west (see above).   

3.76 The Westenhanger Castle, house and barn/stable block is largely screened from the 

Racecourse by a vegetated tree line. There is a modern bund on the north side of the track to 

the south-west of the Castle but otherwise the area between the track and the Castle grounds 

is comprised of cut grass and pathways with no humps and bumps that might be of 

archaeological interest.    

3.77 The lightly built modern structures within the SAM (that would be demolished as part of the 

proposed development) were viewed, along with the barn and stable. Re-use of church 

stonework was evident in the construction of the stable range particularly for the doorways.  

The lower grassed area between the East Stour and the stable is flat floodplain with no 

‘humps and bumps’. This is unsurprising as the low-lying area was presumably flooded 

periodically. There are no earthworks on the west, south or east sides of the Castle that might 

allude to former external medieval residences associated with the manors of Ostenhanger or 

Westenhanger.           

h) Historic Landscape Characterisation

3.78 The Kent Landscape Assessment is a landscape character study that draws together existing 

landscape character assessments of the county.  It was conducted for Kent County Council 

by Oxford Archaeology  

3.79 The Landscape Character is described as “Sellindge Plateau Farmlands”. 
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On the Head Brickearths that overlie the often flat plateau of 
Hythe, Sandgate and Folkestone Beds in this area, deep silty 
soils have developed that are dominated by cereals, potatoes 
and other field vegetables. It is a large scale landscape of open 
fields with the small sprawling settlement of Sellindge and 
Folkestone racecourse at the centre. The M20 and the Ashford 
to Folkestone railway bisect the character area from east to 
west affecting the landscape aurally over a wide area and 
causing discontinuities and discordance in the landscape. 
South of the A20, around Westenhangar and Moorstock large 
areas of pasture persist. The land south of the A20 rises up 
above 70 metres AOD towards the Hythe escarpment with 
small marshy pasture edging the small streams. The 
hedgerows are gappy or missing. North of Sellindge the land 
again rises as the brickearths cloak the Folkestone Beds 
below, into a smaller-scale more wooded landscape of 
pastures, old mineral sites, small lanes and bushy hedgerows. 
Views extend from the top of the rise at Hyham Hill back to the 
Downs in the north. Occasional attractive farmsteads of red 
brick and tile add to the varied rural nature of the scene. 

http://extranet7.kent.gov.uk/klis/default.asp

3.80 Detailed Historic Landscape Characterisation is not available on-line with the HLC providing 

little data on the earlier phases on inhabitation and landscape use.  However, the 

archaeological interventions within the Study Area and further afield that have been discussed 

by period above allow some predictions to be made. Given the geology and streamside 

location it is likely that there were some Neolithic clearances for swidden style agriculture in 

this area. In east and south-east Kent by the late Neolithic/early Bronze Age wider areas may 

have been cleared within which barrows were constructed, providing a tangible expression of 

land ownership/territory. Such landscapes may have been still largely dominated by woodland 

with small areas of arable and more extensive open pastures (few ditches of early Bronze 

Age date are found suggesting fairly informal land parcelling at this stage).   
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3.81 By the middle to late Bronze Age (from c.1500BC to 700BC) the more fertile and/or lighter 

soils (including brickearth) were commonly incorporated into co-axial planned field-systems or 

aggregate field-patterns divided by ditches and stock droveways. These landscapes are often 

extensive as shown by the c.50ha fragment middle Bronze Age fields recently recorded at the 

Thanet Earth site in East Kent (CAT 2010). Again there is local evidence for such landscape 

features from within a kilometre of the Site to the south at Link Park, suggesting the possibility 

that the Site may also include co-axial or aggregate field-systems of this date. Iron Age 

landscapes are more difficult to identify due to a general absence of landscape division 

ditches, with an emphasis on ditched enclosures instead. This has led some to suggest that 

wide open pastures may have been dominant at that stage associated with ranching. Another 

possibility is that the landscape divisions established in the later Bronze Age were simply 

maintained as hedges without recutting of the associated ditches. A combination of the two is 

possible. For the Site area there is less information on Iron Age activity and it would be 

unwise to predict its presence/absence or form at this stage.  

3.82 A second period of co-axial landscape division, often on a differing alignment to that of the 

Bronze Age, often occurred in the Late Iron Age and early Roman period. Where new 

alignments are found cutting Bronze Age fields this is seen as negative evidence for earlier 

clearance of Bronze Age alignments. Local factors apply here and at Thanet Earth, for 

example, there were both examples of continuity of landscape alignment and discontinuity. 

There is late Iron Age settlement in the wider area (see above) but the presence of Roman 

landscapes associated with the early Roman road of Stone Street and local Romano-British 

settlements (farmsteads) along its line, are a safer prediction. The right angle of Roman roads 

within which the Stanford and Lympne area is situated is likely to have led to a grid of fields 

within the angle of the two. It is possible to predict that elements of such fields, associated 

with the suspected local farms along Stone Street, will be present within the Site. More 

certainly occasional Roman sherds found within the Site suggest the former presence of 

Roman arable (such a finds thought to derive from the manuring of contemporary fields). The 

landscape may or may not have become reforested in the early Saxon period, but the survival 

of the Roman roads as routes and the presence of early Saxon occupations indictors in the 

vicinity of the Site, suggests the likelihood that some of the landscape remained in agricultural 

use. Whether Roman fields (probably owing their alignments to Stone Street) were 

maintained is unknown but is likely to have been the case.  
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3.83 Finally ‘the Westenhanger Charter of 1035’ (Hasted 1799-1801; Ward 1935) provides detailed 

information on the boundaries of Westenhanger in a previous guise of Berwic or Aet Berwican 

(see Anglo-Saxon section above). The charter appears to confirm that there was an estate 

demarked on its east side by Stone Street, on its south side by the by now present 

Ashford/Hythe road and to the north in part by the River East Stour (but including some land 

to the north). This estate therefore incorporates the Site along with Westenhanger Castle, and 

suggests the probability that it comprised of farmed lands when owned by Canute and 

although it is far from certain where the estate centre lay at that time it is possible that it lay 

within the area later occupied by the castle. The estate in 1035 is very similar to those of 

Westenhanger Manor when it was sold in 1885 (CAT 1999, 1).        

i) Uncertainty

3.84 A degree of uncertainty is attached to the baseline data sources used in any desk based 

assessment.  These include: 

• The HER can be limited because it depends on random opportunities for research, 

fieldwork and discovery.  

• Documentary sources are rare before the medieval period, and many historic documents 

are inherently biased. Older primary sources often fail to accurately locate sites and 

interpretation can be subjective. 
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4 ASSESSMENT OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL 

4.1 The baseline indicates that the Site has the potential for the following: 

Environmental and Palaeo-Environmental Remains 

4.2 The depositional sequences associated with the East Stour north of Westenhanger Castle 

have previously been recorded for the CTRL (e.g. Wessex Archaeology 2002). Further 

sequences of Pleistocene gravels and Holocene silts can potentially be compared with well-

dated sequences elsewhere. Those deposits noted above have been considered to have low 

potential to provide significant data (Ibid). The deposits derive from palaeo-channels and over 

bank flooding. The River East Stour floodplain through the Site is likely to contain former 

courses as in-filled palaeo-channels. These sequences may be of various dates and have 

some potential to contain well preserved organic remains within their silts. Such former 

watercourses have been encountered by the CTRL works near Barrowhill and to the 

immediate north of the Site (RPS 30/58 – incorrectly located by HER within the Site). The 

overbank flooding layers of silty clay encountered ahead of the CTRL on the north of 

Westenhanger Castle have been shown to be of low palaeo-environmental potential (Ibid) and 

analogous deposits will be present to the south-west within the Site. 

4.3 Should archaeological features be present within the Site these (particularly those on the 

valley floor) may contain moderate to well preserved plant macrofossils and pollen. However, 

where features are cut into Brickearth, i.e. where the subsoils are generally acidic, 

preservation of organic material, including pollen and bone, is likely to be poor.   

4.4 It is thought, therefore, that the Site, before truncation, has low-moderate potential to contain 

significant environmental and palaeo-environmental remains. 
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Prehistoric 

4.5 There are indications that the area of the Site was settled from at least the late Neolithic/ early 

Bronze Age in the form of two known barrow sites at and east of Barrowhill plus another ring-

ditch from the former (Ashford) airfield at Lympne to the south. The brickearth is light and well 

drained and, in combination with the water source and nutrient rich pastures associated with 

the flood plain, may have provided easily ploughed arable and productive pasture. In addition 

although ring-ditches of barrows are often seen from the air as crop-marks this is not always 

the case.  For example of 8 Bronze Age barrows recently excavated ahead of the ‘Thanet 

Earth’ greenhouse project, only three were known to exist prior to the work based on 

cropmarks on aerial photographs (CAT 2010). Field evaluations have indicted the presence of 

Bronze Age ditches, presumably of field boundaries and droveways in areas to the south of 

the Site at Lympne airfield and it is possible that the associated areas of clearance were 

extensive. There are, however, to date few indications of Iron Age activity in the close vicinity. 

The potential for prehistoric remains at this site is thought to be moderate (before truncation). 

Roman 

4.6 In addition to the favourable topographical and geological conditions noted above, which 

would also have been attractive to Romano-British farmers, the Roman road on the east side 

of the Site would have provided ease of communication to local agricultural markets and for 

wider trade. This increases the probability of Roman settlement in areas adjacent to the road, 

as already indicated by several archaeological sites along its course, including potential 

settlement areas noted by finds on the HER at Stanford, Hillhurst Farm, Newingreen and 

Lympne. Abraded Roman pottery found within the Site in 1969 suggests that this area is likely 

to have been located within Romano-British farmland. The potential for encountering 

significant Roman archaeology, before truncation, is thought to be moderate. 

Saxon 

4.7 There are no definite traces of Anglo-Saxon archaeology at the Site at present despite a 

brooch find to the south of the Ashford Road which was potentially originally from an early 

Saxon cemetery context. The hypothesis for a series of high status ‘halls’ seen as crop marks 

on aerial photographs on the south side of the northern segment of the racetrack circuit 

seems unlikely at present based on the available evidence. However, the Site and the SAM 

area of Westenhanger Castle fall within a probable Saxon estate of 1035, which if correctly 

identified from the original wording of the charter concerned suggests the likelihood of 

occupation within the area, perhaps most plausibly local to the later estate centre of 

Westenhanger Castle. The Site is likely to have been largely open farmland during the Saxon 
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period.  The possibility of significant Saxon remains being present at the Site, before 

truncation, is thought to be moderate.

Medieval 

4.8 The setting of Westenhanger Castle is perhaps the principal historic environment 

consideration. This issue has and continues to be addressed by Arena Leisure Plc in dialogue 

with English Heritage. Final proposals and the full assessment of their impacts is a matter for 

formal Environmental Impact Assessment in due course. However, the current illustrative site 

layout plan (Fig. 2) reflects the positive consultations with English Heritage. In summary there 

are a number of principles that have been adopted at illustrative design stage to potentially 

mitigate impacts to the setting of the SAM. These include enhancement of the setting via 

removal of the existing grandstands and other racecourse buildings currently located to the 

immediate south-east and east of the scheduled area and removal of modern structures 

within the SAM on the west side of the Castle (the modern buildings do not form part of the 

SAM although the ground beneath them is included). Construction of the new grandstand and 

related facilities would be well to the south on the south side of the new track.  The proposed 

housing is situated beyond the new buffer, further to the east and south-east of the SAM, with 

appropriate use of vegetation to screen views as far as possible. The new track layout will 

itself provide a long term open setting for the Castle on its western and southern sides whilst 

inclusion of a recreation area, possibly including the existing reservoir, is viewed positively by 

English Heritage. The English Heritage Team Leader & Inspector of Ancient Monuments has 

indicated, in correspondence with Shepway District Council (dated 6th May 2010) that the 

revised (current) layout ‘has the potential to enhance the heritage asset in  away that PPS 5 

now advises that major changes should seek to do.’     

4.9 Buried archaeological remains of medieval date, which might include further external (to the 

Castle) settlement zones, are most likely to be located in areas close to the Castle, perhaps 

confined to the SAM area. Further elements of the associated agricultural landscape, such as 

field boundaries, are likely to be present over the wider areas of the Site. There is also 

potential for medieval archaeology along and set back from the route of Stone Street and the 

Ashford Road. The potential for medieval remains to be present within the Site, before 

truncation, therefore is thought to be moderate to high depending on location. 
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Post Medieval and modern 

4.10 The most significant post-medieval remains relate to the Grade 1 Listed barn and stable at 

Westenhanger and the Castle’s house. Other listed buildings of post-medieval date are 

relatively distant, and/or screened by vegetation, from the Site. Again the landscape of the 

Site was located within the post-medieval Westenhanger estate, although post c.1700 the 

house and castle fell into decline. The current landscape of the Site is virtually unchanged 

from that of the 1840 Tithe Map, apart from the superimposition of the racetrack over it. The 

early post-medieval landscape layout is likely to have included some of the later boundary 

features, such as the routes to the Castle and further ditches may be present only as buried 

archaeological features. Military buildings or bunkers are shown on aerial photographs of 

1940 over the northern arm of the racetrack itself. The foundations/ buried chambers of these 

structures are likely to remain as archaeological features, unless they were grubbed out after 

the war. Similarly the billeting of Canadian troops at the Castle during World War 1 provides 

some potential for related practice trenches or other ground cut facilities to be present within 

the Site. The potential for post-medieval and modern remains to be present within the Site, 

before truncation, therefore is thought to be moderate to high.

Truncation 

4.11 Major sources of truncation to potential archaeological remains at the Site may include 

ploughing across various periods, the straightening and culverting of parts of the streams, the 

digging out of the large pond, and construction of the various building foundations and 

associated services. In terms of the Racecourse, the existing stands, racecourse buildings, 

surfacing, roads and other structures within the Racecourse areas will all have had impacts to 

subsoil and /or geology levels and therefore to any archaeology that may have been present 

there. Damage to any archaeology that may have been present is likely to have been less 

severe beneath roads and car parks, although any former upstanding earthworks that may 

originally have been associated with the Castle will have been removed. The Racecourse 

track itself is not terraced into the slope but rather follows the natural contours of the 

landscape, therefore, depending on the level of drainage beneath the grassed track, is 

unlikely to have resulted in significant truncation of any archaeology beneath.   
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4.12 Truncation to buried archaeology over the agricultural areas of the Site is likely to be mainly 

horizontal via ploughing rather than vertical (with the exception of pond digging, drainage etc). 

Ploughing typically truncates the upper levels of features and layers on a horizontal plane, 

with drains etc producing additional vertical impacts, but again deeper ‘negative’ features of 

the Neolithic period onwards, often survive to some degree. This noted the farmland at the 

Racecourse was apparently deep ploughed on several occasions between 1949 and 1952 

which was cited as a possible reason for the disappearance of possible Saxon buildings in all 

aerial photographs after 1946 (Swanton 1973, 203).         

4.13 Other sources of modern truncation over the Site are likely to have been slight, particularly 

given that the areas of kept grass, including the Racecourse, its surrounding buffer and the 

various paddocks and enclosures in the north and north-eastern area of the Site, are unlikely 

to have been ploughed since the turn of the 20th century when the Racecourse was 

established. Exceptions include the 9 structures, probable military structures, observed on the 

1940 RAF aerial photographs, most of which were set into the track itself. 

4.14 At the Site overlap with the Westenhanger Castle SAM, the foundations of the modern 

outbuildings on the west side of the Castle (that would be demolished for this scheme) are 

likely to have truncated medieval archaeology, perhaps related to settlement, to some extent 

although there remains potential for survival of deposits and features between and perhaps 

beneath the presumably relatively insubstantial footings for these relatively light structures.  

4.15 Overall truncation across the Site is likely to be similar to that of most rural locations in 

southern England, with occupation layers and all but the deepest layers, such as alluvium and 

colluvium, usually absent, but with cut features such as ditches, gullies, pits and post-holes 

often surviving to some degree.     
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5 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

5.1 The scheme (Fig. 2) comprises a reorientation of the racecourse circuit to align north-

west/south-east, extending the course to the north-west, whilst retaining the existing straight. 

The southern area of the new Racecourse area would be constructed on a new alignment 

partially within the existing Racecourse area, whilst the northern loop of the kidney shaped 

circuit would be constructed over the large arable field west of the castle.  The new housing is 

divided into Character Areas 1 to 4 in the current illustrative site layout. Character Areas 2 

and 3 would occupy the area currently encompassing the eastern area of the circuit. 

Character Area 1 in the north-east area is situated south of Westenhanger Station (which 

would be afforded new parking facilities) whilst the southern extend of the proposed housing, 

Character Area 4, is currently farmland.  

5.2 The Site overlaps a small area of the southern area of the Westenhanger House or Castle 

SAM coincident with modern buildings that would be demolished as part of the scheme at the 

southern edge of the part project. Demolition within the SAM and the setting issues 

associated with the development of the Site adjacent to the SAM are issues requiring 

agreement with English Heritage and would require Scheduled Monument Consent in 

accordance with the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended). 

5.3 The racetrack would be moved further away from Westenhanger Castle providing a wider 

landscape buffer of open space and planting on its southern side, whilst its setting would be 

further enhanced by the removal of the Racecourse stands and other Racecourse structures 

to the east and south-east. A new access approach to the Castle from the east could be 

provided and the area to the east of the Castle would become ’a village green landscape 

buffer and open space edge to the Castle utilizing former parade ring and green spaces to 

provided setting for development’ (Fig. 2). A new grandstand and turnstiles along with 

Racecourse parking facilities would be constructed at the southern end of the Racecourse. 

The pond within the centre of the Site would be retained as part of the landscape buffer 

between the Racecourse and the new housing.   
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6 ARCHAEOLOGICAL STRATEGY  

6.1 An application based on the Site proposals shown on the masterplan is likely to require an 

Environmental Impact Assessment. The heritage assets present (as defined by PPS 5) likely 

to be present within the Site would be subject to more a detailed impact assessment in order 

to determine the likely level of impact upon them by the development.   

6.2 Subject to discussion with the Kent County Archaeological Officer it is considered that this 

Site is likely to have sufficient archaeological potential to warrant further archaeological 

evaluation ahead of development. It is yet to be determined whether field evaluation would be 

required as part of the EIA process or as a condition of development. Archaeological field 

evaluation would be undertaken to determine the degree of survival, character, extent, date 

and importance of any archaeology within impact areas of the Site. Detailed discussion and 

agreement of the extent and nature of such archaeological requirements would be required 

through the planning process. 

6.3 Dependant on the results of the evaluation further archaeological mitigation may be required 

via condition to mitigate the impact of development impacts on any known archaeological 

assets.   
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7 CONCLUSIONS  

7.1 This assessment has confirmed that there is moderate potential for survival of archaeological 

and palaeo-environmental remains from a range of other periods at the Site. In particular 

three local barrow sites suggest occupation of the landscape in some form from at least the 

early Bronze Age, whilst the favourable topographical and geological would also have been 

attractive to Romano-British farmers, especially given the proximity to a Roman road (Stone 

Street). Potential Romano-British settlement areas have been noted at Stanford, Hillhurst 

Farm, Newingreen and Lympne. Within the Site these periods are currently only represented 

by artefacts within the ploughsoil including worked and burnt flint and a single sherd of Roman 

pottery. However, a general lack of archaeological fieldwork precludes any firm conclusions 

on the presence/absence of related buried archaeological remains of these periods.  

7.2 There are currently no definite traces of Anglo-Saxon archaeology at the Site although a 

brooch find to the south of the Ashford Road was potentially originally from an early Saxon 

cemetery context in the vicinity. A hypothesis that identified a series of lines of apparent pits 

on an aerial photograph as possible high status ‘halls’ on the south side of the northern 

segment of the racetrack circuit, seems unlikely at present based on the available evidence. 

Westenhanger Castle’s estate does however, seem to fall within a probable Saxon estate of 

1035, based on charter of that date, suggesting the likelihood of Saxon occupation within its 

bounds, is perhaps most plausibly local to the later estate centre of Westenhanger Castle. 

The Site is likely to have been largely open farmland during the Saxon period.   

7.3 The setting of Westenhanger Castle is currently the principal historic environment 

consideration. There are a number of principles that can be adopted in design to mitigate 

impacts to the setting of the SAM that would require further elucidation at EIA stage and have 

been outlined in this report. Buried archaeological remains of medieval date, which might 

include further external (to the Castle) settlement zones, are most likely to be located in areas 

close to the Castle, perhaps confined to the SAM area. Further elements of the associated 

agricultural landscape, such as field boundaries, are likely to be present over the wider areas 

of the Site. There is also potential for medieval archaeology along and set back from the route 

of Stone Street and the Ashford Road. 
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7.4 The most significant post-medieval remains relate to the Grade 1 Listed barn and stable at 

Westenhanger and the Castle’s house. Other listed buildings of post-medieval date are 

relatively distant, and/or screened by vegetation, from the Site. The landscape of the Site was 

set within the post-medieval Westenhanger estate with the superimposition of the racetrack 

and its buildings the only significant change to its form in the modern era. Further 

archaeological versions of post-medieval boundaries plus the former infilled versions of the 

re-aligned streams are likely to be present as archaeological features. Military buildings or 

bunkers are shown on aerial photographs of 1940 over the northern arm of the racetrack 

itself. The foundations/ buried chambers of these structures are likely to remain as 

archaeological features, unless they were grubbed out after the war. Similarly the billeting of 

Canadian troops at the Castle during World War 1 provides some potential for related practice 

trenches or other ground cut facilities to be present within the Site.   

7.5 In accordance with PPS 5 it is considered that this Site is likely to have sufficient 

archaeological potential to warrant further archaeological evaluation ahead of development. It 

is yet to be determined whether field evaluation would be required as part of the EIA process 

or as a condition of development. Dependant on the results of the evaluation further 

archaeological mitigation may be required via condition to mitigate the impact of development 

impacts on any known archaeological assets.   
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APPENDIX 1 – EXTRACT FROM ENGLISH HERITAGE'S 
RECORD OF SCHEDULED MONUMENTS 

MONUMENT: Westenhanger Castle 
PARISH: STANFORD 
DISTRICT: SHEPWAY 
COUNTY: KENT 
NATIONAL MONUMENT NO: 22777 
NATIONAL GRID REFERENCE(S): TR12303723 
DESCRIPTION OF THE MONUMENT 
 

The monument includes Westenhanger Castle, a medieval and later fortified manor house 
situated on the southern edge of the floodplain of the River East Stour. The inner court of the 
castle, and its outer court adjacent to the west, are built on the site of two earlier manors, 
Westenhanger and Ostenhanger, into which the parish of Le Hangre had been divided at the 
end of the 12th century. A medieval church and cemetery also occupied the site, going out of 
use in the 16th century when the parish was merged with that of Stanford. Also in the 16th 
century the two manors were reunited, subsequently passing to the crown and being greatly 
enhanced for royal use. At this time the outer court was established, formal gardens were 
laid out and a deer park was created. From the late 16th century the castle was again in 
private hands, and in 1701 the property was sold and most of the buildings were 
subsequently taken down. The present house on the site, Westenhanger Manor, was 
constructed in the 18th century from the remains of a 16th century cross-wing of the main 
hall; it is a Grade I Listed building in residential use.  
 
During the 14th and 15th centuries the manors of Westenhanger and Ostenhanger were 
held by the de Criol and Poynings families. In 1343 John de Criol was granted licence to 
crenellate, and to this period is attributed the construction around an earlier moated site of 
curtain walls, which also served as internal retaining walls for the moat. Until this date the 
principal buildings of the moated enclosure are believed to have been a hall and gatehouse. 
With the construction of the curtain walls the gatehouse on the west side of the enclosure 
was rebuilt, and seven further mural towers were added: four corner towers (ovoid in plan on 
the north west and south west, round on the north east and rectangular on the south east), 
and an interval tower in each of the other three walls (all rectangular). The principal building 
was the hall, which stood on a north-south alignment against the eastern interval tower. 
Standing and buried remains of all of these features survive, standing to the greatest height 
on the north side of the enclosure where the wall and towers have been restored. The buried 
remains of the hall are located adjacent to the south of the present house. 
 
The walled enclosure is trapezoidal in plan, occupying an area of approximately 60m square 
and surrounded by a moat which varies in width between 10m and 14m. The moat is still 
partly water-filled on the south and south west sides, but has been infilled on the north west; 
the northern and eastern arms are now generally dry. On the northern, downhill, side the 
moat is retained externally by a substantial earthen bank, at the eastern end of which are the 
remains of an inlet leat which entered the moat from the north east. At the western end of 
the bank is the site of a watermill, referred to in documentary sources of the 16th century but 
possibly earlier in origin. No remains of the watermill are now evident above ground. 
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Significant alterations to the fortified manor were begun in the early 16th century by Edward 
Poynings, who unified the two manors; at the south end of the medieval hall he added a 
cross-wing which contained a first floor chapel. This building was taken down in the early 
19th century, but buried remains will survive. Further works were carried out after Poynings' 
death in 1552-53, when the property passed to the Crown. To this period is attributed the 
construction of the present dovecote in the high upper storey of the north east corner tower, 
which contains over 400 nesting boxes of brick; beneath it was a bakehouse. The conical 
tiled roof of the tower, at the centre of which is a louvred flight-hole, is a modern 
reconstruction overlying an earlier timber roof; the whole of the tower which, with the Manor 
is a Listed Building Grade I, is included in the scheduling. Other alterations of the 16th 
century included the rebuilding of the kitchens, which formerly stood adjacent to the west of 
the tower, and the construction of a west range, which partly survives in the form of standing 
ruins. To the north end of the medieval hall was added another cross-wing, out of which the 
present house was later constructed. 
 
Adaptation of the fortified manor for royal use included the enhancement of the private 
apartments which stood to the south of the main hall, and the layout of associated gardens 
to the south and west. Adjacent to the buried remains of the south range is a linear terrace, 
extending alongside and within the line of the moat; opposite it is another linear terrace, 
raised above the south side of the moat and separated from it by a retaining wall. Adjacent 
to the south western arm of the moat a rectangular walled garden or orchard was 
established, also above a retaining wall; this enclosure was visible until the 20th century and 
is now believed to survive as buried remains beneath the modern stabling block. Along the 
south side of this garden, also surviving as a buried feature, a leat connected the moat to a 
pond adjacent to the west, which still survives. The gardens, orchards and ponds at the 
manor are documented in a survey of 1559. 
 
The walled garden and pond lie within the area of the castle's outer court, which was also 
established in the 16th century. To the north of the garden stood the medieval parish church, 
referred to in documentary sources, which went out of use in 1542 as the outer court was 
being laid out. The church building may have remained standing as late as the 18th century. 
Buried remains of the church and its associated cemetery, within which human remains have 
been identified, were overlain in the 20th century by timber stabling.  
 
The principal buildings of the outer court still survive as complete standing structures. At the 
north western end of the outer court are a stable range and barn dated to the early and late 
16th century respectively. Both buildings are Listed Grade I and are also included in the 
scheduling. The barn is approximately 34.5m long and 9.5m wide, aligned north-south, 
extending at its north end over the River East Stour where it incorporates a barrel-vaulted 
culvert. It is divided into three three-bay crop storage areas by two pairs of projecting wagon 
porches. Walls of coursed ragstone support an intact hammer-beam roof of late 16th or early 
17th century date. The stable building is a two-storeyed range approximately 42.5m long and 
up to 7.25m-7.75m wide, aligned east-west, constructed of roughly dressed and coursed 
ragstone with a single buttress in the west gable wall. The roof was substantially rebuilt in 
the 19th and 20th centuries, but fragments of the 16th century roof structure survive at the 
eastern end. In its original layout there were three internal rooms of equal size, divided by 
timber partitions; the present layout dates to the 18th century, when a small central room 
was created around the principal doorway. Most of the building's original openings are in the 
south wall, indicating its symbolic importance as a high status structure situated on the 
approach to the inner court. 
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Architectural details in the south wall of the stable building demonstrate that it was built 
against the north wall of a pre-existing structure, shown on a 17th century plan extending 
north-south and measuring approximately 20m x 5.5m. An inventory of 1635 suggests that 
this range contained domestic accommodation (the `little hall' or `maids hall') and as such it 
may represent the reuse for service accommodation of an earlier domestic building, possibly 
the hall of the second medieval manor at Westenhanger. The remains of this hall are now 
partly overlain by modern structures. The presence of other buildings in the outer court is 
indicated by the same 17th century inventory, which lists a brewhouse, faulkeners hall, lime 
house, workshops, coal house and milk house. The remains of these features are believed 
to lie beneath modern stable buildings which are largely constructed on raised platforms 
overlying earlier deposits. 
 
To the west and north of the outer court are the remains of the castle's water-control system, 
possibly the `waters' referred to in the 1559 survey. Here the natural floodplain of the River 
East Stour was employed to create an expanse of shallow water around the site, forming an 
impressive symbolic defence around the castle's principal western approach which was in 
keeping with its role as a high status residence. Separately from the inlet leat to the moat, 
which runs south eastwards from the eastern end of the monument, the river is channelled 
through the floodplain to the site of the watermill and then passes through the culvert at the 
north end of the 16th century barn. In the western part of the monument a series of channels 
drain the floodplain to the west of the outer court; two transverse channels with adjacent 
banks and trackways may indicate the points at which the floodplain was crossed in dry 
periods. 
 
On the higher ground in the northern part of the monument is a series of linear ditches and 
banks which partly delineate platforms and enclosures; these may include features such as 
paddocks and animal shelters associated with the castle. This area lay within the deer park, 
laid out in 1542, which also had a symbolic value as viewed from the castle. The deer park is 
described in 1559 as being about 400 acres (approximately 162ha) in extent. The best 
surviving remains of the park pale are situated to the north east of the moated site, where a 
substantial earthen bank is constructed along the north side of the moat's inlet leat. 
 
Westenhanger Manor, all modern buildings, fences and surfaces are excluded from the 
scheduling, although the ground beneath them is included. 
 
ASSESSMENT OF IMPORTANCE 
Fortified houses were residences belonging to some of the richest and most powerful 
members of society. Their design reflects a combination of domestic and military elements. 
In some instances, the fortifications may be cosmetic additions to an otherwise conventional 
high status dwelling, giving a military aspect while remaining practically indefensible. They 
are associated with individuals or families of high status and their ostentatious architecture 
often reflects a high level of expenditure. The nature of the fortification varies, but can 
include moats, curtain walls, a gatehouse and other towers, gunports and crenellated 
parapets. 
 
Their buildings normally included a hall used as communal space for domestic and 
administrative purposes, kitchens, service and storage areas. In later houses the owners 
had separate private living apartments, these often receiving particular architectural 
emphasis. In common with castles, some fortified houses had outer courts beyond the main 
defences in which stables, brew houses, granaries and barns were located. 
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Fortified houses were constructed in the medieval period, primarily between the 15th and 
16th centuries, although evidence from earlier periods, such as the increase in the number 
of licences to crenellate in the reigns of Edward I and Edward II, indicates that the origins of 
the class can be traced further back. They are found primarily in several areas of lowland 
England: in upland areas they are outnumbered by structures such as bastles and tower 
houses which fulfilled many of the same functions. As a rare monument type, with fewer than 
200 identified examples, all examples exhibiting significant surviving archaeological remains 
are considered of national importance. 
 
Westenhanger Castle survives well in the form of both standing and buried remains. In 
addition to the substantial earthwork and structural remains of the moated inner court, the 
survival of a complete 16th century barn and stable of the outer court is particularly rare. 
Buried remains of other features in the area of the outer court, including the church, 
cemetery, medieval hall and walled garden, have been overlain rather than cut into by later 
structures, and archaeological deposits will therefore survive largely intact. As a result of 
extensive archaeological work and historical research, these remains are quite well 
understood. The association of the fortified house with contemporary features, including a 
deer park and water-control system, provide evidence for the way in which these features 
functioned as high status components of the medieval and later landscape. 
 
SCHEDULING HISTORY 
Monument included in the Schedule on 8th October 1952 as: 
COUNTY/NUMBER: Kent 120 
NAME: Westenhanger House (or Castle) 
 
The reference of this monument is now: 
NATIONAL MONUMENT NUMBER: 22777 
NAME: Westenhanger Castle 
 
SCHEDULING REVISED ON 02nd September 2002 
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