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6.0 CULTURAL HERITAGE AND ARCHAEOLOGY 

6.1 Introduction 

6.1.1 This Chapter provides a preliminary assessment of the effects of the Scheme 

upon archaeological and cultural heritage assets. This includes direct effects 

resulting from the construction of Scheme and effects upon the setting of 

heritage assets which may arise during the construction and operation of the 

East Park Energy Scheme. The Scheme is described in PEIR Volume 1 

Chapter 2.  

6.1.2 This chapter is supported by the following Appendices in PEIR Volume 2: 

• Appendix 6-1: Gazetteer of Heritage Assets and Events; 

• Appendix 6-2: Desk-Based Assessment; 

• Appendix 6-3: Photographic Record; 

• Appendix 6-4: Settings Impact Assessment; 

• Appendix 6-5: Archaeological Geophysical Survey Report; and 

• Appendix 6-6: Archaeological Targeted Trial Trench Evaluation Interim 

Report. 

6.1.3 This chapter is supported by the following Figures in PEIR Volume 3: 

• Figure 6-1: Non-Designated Assets within 1km of Site A; 

• Figure 6-2: Non-Designated Assets within 1km of Site B; 

• Figure 6-3: Non-Designated Assets within 1km of Sites C and D; 

• Figure 6-4: Non-Designated Assets within 1km of the northern part of the 

Grid Connection; 

• Figure 6-5: Non-Designated Assets within 1km of the southern part of the 

Grid Connection; 

• Figure 6-6: Previous Schemes of Investigation (Events) within 1km of the 

Scheme Boundary; 

• Figure 6-7: Designated Heritage Assets within 3km of the Scheme 

Boundary with the screened ZTVs; 
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• Figure 6-8: Designated and selected Non-Designated Heritage Assets to 

north of Sites A and B with the screened ZTVs; 

• Figure 6-9: Designated and selected Non-Designated Heritage Assets to 

south-west of Sites A and B with the screened ZTVs; 

• Figure 6-10: Designated and selected Non-Designated Heritage Assets to 

north of Sites B, C and D with the screened ZTVs; 

• Figure 6-11: Designated and selected Non-Designated Heritage Assets to 

south of Sites B, C and D with the screened ZTVs; 

• Figure 6-12: Designated and selected Non-Designated Heritage Assets 

within 3km of northern part of Grid Connection with the screened ZTVs; 

• Figure 6-13: Designated and selected Non-Designated Heritage Assets 

within 3km of southern part of Grid Connection with the screened ZTVs; 

• Figure 6-14: Extract from a map by Saxton, 1583; 

• Figure 6-15: Extract from a map of Bedfordshire by Blaeu, 1662; 

• Figure 6-16: Extract from a map of Huntingdonshire by Blaeu, 1662; 

• Figure 6-17: Extract from a map of Bedford Hyett, 1815; 

• Figure 6-18: Extract from a map of Wellingborough by Hyett, 1817; 

• Figure 6-19: Extract from a map of the Parish of Keysoe, 1840; 

• Figure 6-20: Site A overlain on extracts from OS maps dating 1883 to 

1887; 

• Figure 6-21: Site B overlain on extracts from OS maps dating 1883 to 

1887; 

• Figure 6-22: Site C overlain on extracts from OS maps dating 1883 to 

1887;  

• Figure 6-23: Site D overlain on extracts from OS maps dating 1883 to 

1887; 

• Figure 6-24: Northern part of Grid Connection overlain on extracts from 

OS maps dating 1883 to 1887; 

• Figure 6-25: Southern part of Grid Connection overlain on extracts from 

OS maps dating 1883 to 1887; 



 
 

 

 
 
PEIR Chapter 6: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology            6-4 
September 2024  
Version 01 
 

• Figure 6-26: Site A overlain on extracts from OS maps dating 1958 to 

1970; 

• Figure 6-27: Site B overlain on extracts from OS maps dating 1958 to 

1970; 

• Figure 6-28: Site C overlain on extracts from OS maps dating 1958 to 

1970; 

• Figure 6-29: Site D overlain on extracts from OS maps dating 1958 to 

1970; 

• Figure 6-30: Northern part of Grid Connection overlain on extracts from 

OS maps dating 1958 to 1970; 

• Figure 6-31: Southern part of Grid Connection overlain on extracts from 

OS maps dating 1958 to 1970; 

• Figure 6-32: Sites A and B overlain on processed LiDAR imagery 

(Visualisation for Archaeological Topography); 

• Figure 6-33: Sites C and D overlain on processed LiDAR imagery 

(Visualisation for Archaeological Topography); 

• Figure 6-34: Grid Connection overlain on processed LiDAR imagery 

(Visualisation for Archaeological Topography); 

• Figure 6-35: Field IDs within Sites A and B; and 

• Figure 6-36: Field IDs within Sites C and D. 

Statement of Competence 

6.1.4 AOC Archaeology Group is a Registered Organisation of the Chartered 

Institute for Archaeologists (CIfA). This status ensures that there is regular 

monitoring and approval by external peers of our internal systems, standards, 

and skills development. 

This assessment has been undertaken and overseen by competent experts 

with extensive experience of undertaking archaeological EIAs for a wide 

variety of proposals including energy, residential, industrial (including 

extractive), commercial and recreational proposals.  
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6.1.5 AOC Archaeology Group conforms to the standards of professional conduct 

outlined in the CIfA Code of Conduct1, the CIfA Standard and Guidance for 

Historic Environment Desk Based Assessment2 and the CIfA Standard and 

Guidance for Commissioning Work or Providing Consultancy Advice on the 

Historic Environment3 and all other relevant CIfA standards and guidance. 

6.1.6 AOC is ISO 9001:2015 accredited, in recognition of the Company’s Quality 

Management System. 
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6.2 Legislation, Policy and Guidance 

Legislation 

6.2.1 Statutory protection for Listed Buildings is provided by the Planning (Listed 

Building and Conservation Areas) Act 19904, and for Scheduled Monuments 

by the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 19795. Legislation 

relating to Battlefields and Registered Parks and Gardens is also provided by 

the Historic Buildings and Ancient Monuments Act 19536. The Levelling Up 

and Regeneration Act 20237, included further provision for designated 

heritage assets including Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and 

Registered Parks and Gardens. 

Policy 

National Policy 

6.2.2 National-level planning policy for NSIPs is set out in a series of National Policy 

Statements (NPSs). The 2023 revised NPSs (EN-1 to EN-5) came into force 

on 17 January 2024. Those of relevance to the Scheme are: 

• Overarching NPS for Energy EN-1 (NPS EN-18);  

• NPS for Renewable Energy Infrastructure (NPS EN-39); and 

• NPS for Electricity Networks Infrastructure (NPS EN-510). 

6.2.3 The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF11), and the accompanying 

online Planning Practice Guidance (PPG12) are also important and relevant 

considerations but are not the key policy documents against which the 

application will be determined. 

6.2.4 Relevant policies from the above documents are summarised in Table 6.1. 

Table 6.1: Summary of National Planning Policy 

Document Policy Summary of Policy 

NPS EN-1  Section 4.7  Gives an overview of ‘good design’ for energy 
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Document Policy Summary of Policy 

Paragraph 5.9.1 Notes that ‘The construction, operation and 

decommissioning of energy infrastructure has 

the potential to result in adverse impacts on the 

historic environment above, at 

and below the surface of the ground’ 

Paragraph 5.9.2 Defines the historic environment as ‘all aspects of 

the environment resulting from 

the interaction between people and places 

through time, including all surviving 

physical remains of past human activity, whether 

visible, buried or submerged, 

landscaped and planted or managed flora’ 

Paragraph 5.9.3 Defines heritage assets as ‘Those elements of 

the historic environment that hold value to this 

and future generations because of their historic, 

archaeological, architectural or artistic 

Interest’. 

 

Defines a heritage asset’s significance as being 

‘sum of the heritage interests that a heritage 

asset holds’, and notes that ‘Significance derives 

not only from a heritage asset’s physical 

presence, but also from its setting’. 

Paragraph 5.9.3 

Footnote 231  

Defines the setting of a heritage asset as ‘the 

surroundings in which it 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 and may affect the ability 

to appreciate that significance or may be neutral’. 

Paragraph 5.9.4 Lists the heritage asset types which have a level 

of significance that has resulted in their 

designation. 

Paragraph 5.9.6 Notes that ‘Non-designated heritage assets of 

archaeological interest that are demonstrably 

of equivalent significance to Scheduled 

Monuments or Protected Wreck Sites should be 

considered subject to the policies for designated 

heritage assets’ 

Paragraph 5.9.6 

Footnote 234 

Defines a heritage asset having archaeological 

interest if ‘it holds, or may potentially hold, 

evidence of past human activity worthy of expert 

investigation at some point’. 

Paragraph 5.9.7 Notes that impacts upon non-designated assets 

should also be considered in determining 

applications and that a balanced judgement is 

needed in relation to non-designated heritage 

assets, made on the basis of ‘clear evidence that 
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Document Policy Summary of Policy 

such heritage assets have a significance that 

merits consideration…’  

Paragraphs 5.9.8 

to 5.9.12 and 

5.9.14 

Outlines the requirements for the assessment of 

any likely significant heritage impacts within the 

EIA and sets out what should be included within 

the assessment.  

Paragraph 5.9.13 

and 5.9.15 

Encourages opportunities for enhancement from 

sensitive design to wider public benefit. 

Paragraph 5.9.16 With regard to mitigation it is noted that ‘A 

documentary record of our past is not as valuable 

as retaining the heritage asset, and therefore the 

ability to record evidence of the asset should not 

be a factor in deciding whether such loss should 

be permitted, and whether or not consent should 

be given’. 

Paragraph 5.9.17 Notes that ‘Where the loss of the whole or part of 

a heritage asset’s significance is justified’ it will 

be required to ‘to record and advance 

understanding of the significance of the heritage 

asset before it is lost (wholly or in part)’ and ‘to 

publish this evidence and to deposit copies of the 

reports with the relevant 

Historic Environmental Record. They should also 

be required to deposit the archive generated in a 

local museum or other public repository…’. 

Paragraph 5.9.21 Notes that ‘Where there is a high probability 

(based on an adequate assessment) that a 

development site may include, as yet 

undiscovered heritage assets with archaeological 

interest’ there will be a consideration of 

requirements to ‘ensure appropriate procedures 

are in place for the identification and treatment of 

such assets discovered during construction’. 

Paragraph 5.9.28 When considering potential impacts it is noted 

that ‘considerable importance and weight to the 

desirability of preserving all heritage assets’ 

should be given and that ‘Any harm or loss of 

significance of a designated asset (from its 

alteration or destruction, or from development 

within its setting) should require clear and 

convincing justification. 

Paragraph 5.9.29 It is noted that ‘Substantial harm to or loss of 

significance of a grade II Listed Building or a 

grade 

II Registered Park or Garden should be 

exceptional’ 
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Document Policy Summary of Policy 

Paragraph 5.9.30 It is noted that ‘Substantial harm to or loss of 

significance of assets of the highest significance, 

including Scheduled Monuments; Protected 

Wreck Sites; Registered Battlefields; grade I and 

II* Listed Buildings; grade I and II* Registered 

Parks and Gardens; and World Heritage Sites, 

should be wholly exceptional’. 

Paragraph 5.9.31 It is noted that where a ‘proposed development 

will lead to substantial harm to (or total loss of 

significance of) a designated heritage asset’ 

consent should be refused unless it can be 

demonstrated that ‘the substantial harm to, or 

loss of, significance is necessary to achieve 

substantial public benefits that outweigh that 

harm or loss’ or that:  

• ‘the nature of the heritage asset 

prevents all reasonable uses of the site, 

• no viable use of the heritage asset itself 

can be found in the medium term 

through appropriate marketing that will 

enable its conservation,  

• conservation by grant-funding or some 

form of not for profit, charitable or public 

ownership is demonstrably not possible, 

the harm or loss is outweighed by the benefit of 

bringing the site back into use’. 

Paragraph 5.9.32 It is noted that ‘Where the proposed development 

will lead to less than substantial harm to the 

• significance of the designated heritage 

asset, this harm should be weighed 

against the public benefits of the 

proposal, including, where appropriate 

securing its optimum viable use’. 

Paragraph 5.9.33 Noted that ‘In weighing applications that directly 

or indirectly affect non-designated heritage 

assets, a balanced judgement will be required 

having regard to the scale of any harm or loss 

and the significance of the heritage asset’. 

Section 5.9 Notes that the construction, operation and 

decommission of renewable energy projects has 

the potential to have an adverse impact on the 

Historic Environment. 

 

Sets out what should be included in an 

assessment of the Historic Environment. 

 

Encourages opportunities for enhancement from 

sensitive design to wider public benefits. 
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Document Policy Summary of Policy 

Paragraphs 

2.10.107 to 

2.10.119 

Notes that Cultural Heritage impacts of solar PV 

developments will require expert assessment. 

 

It is stated that solar PV developments have the 

potential to have an adverse or beneficial impact 

on Cultural Heritage remains. 

 

Requires a suitable assessment for the Cultural 

Heritage potential to be undertaken. The 

assessment may include non-invasive and 

invasive fieldwork. 

 

Sets out that applicants should consider the 

settings impact of the solar PV development on 

heritage assets, with careful consideration given 

to large-scale schemes. 

 

Notes that visualisations may be needed to 

support Cultural Heritage assessments. 

NPS EN-3 Paragraph 

2.10.108 

Notes that ‘Above ground impacts may include 

the effects on the setting of Listed Buildings and 

other designated heritage assets as well as on 

Historic Landscape Character’. 

Paragraph 

2.10.109 

Notes that ‘Below ground impacts, although 

generally limited, may include direct impacts on 

archaeological deposits through ground 

disturbance associated with trenching, cabling, 

foundations, 

fencing, temporary haul routes etc’. 

Paragraph 

2.10.110 

Notes that Solar PV development can have a 

positive effect on cultural heritage (e.g. 

‘archaeological assets may be protected by a 

solar PV farm as the site is removed from regular 

ploughing and shoes or low-level piling is 

stipulated’). 

 Paragraph 

2.10.110 

Footnote 94 

States that ‘The results of pre-determination 

archaeological evaluation inform the design of the 

scheme and related archaeological planning 

conditions’. 

Paragraph 

2.10.112 

States that assessments ‘should be informed by 

information from Historic Environment Records 

(HERs) or the local authority’. 

Paragraph 

2.10.113 

States that where a development ‘includes, or 

has 

the potential to include, heritage assets with 

archaeological interest’ that an appropriate desk-

based assessment should be submitted and, 

where necessary, field evaluation undertaken by 
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Document Policy Summary of Policy 

qualified personnel. It also states that these 

works should be carried out ‘in consultation with 

the local planning authority and should identify 

archaeological study areas and propose 

appropriate schemes of investigation, and design 

measures, to ensure the protection of relevant 

heritage assets’. 

Paragraph 

2.10.114 

It is noted that in some instances it will be 

necessary to undertake ‘investigative work 

(and may include trial trenching beyond the 

boundary of the proposed site) to assess the 

impacts of any ground disturbance’ upon 

archaeological assets. 

Paragraph 

2.10.115 

States that ‘The ‘extent of investigative work 

should be proportionate to the sensitivity of, and 

extent of, proposed ground disturbance in the 

associated study area’. 

Paragraph 

2.10.116 

States that ‘Applicants should take account of the 

results of historic environment assessments in 

their design proposal’ . 

 

2.10.119 Applicants may need to include 

visualisations to demonstrate 

the effects of a proposed solar farm on the setting 

of heritage 

assets. 

Paragraph 

2.10.117 

States that ‘Applicants should consider what 

steps can be taken to ensure heritage assets are 

conserved in a manner appropriate to their 

significance, including the impact of proposals on 

views important to their setting’. 

Paragraph 

2.10.118 

Notes that significance of a heritage asset is not 

only derived from its physical remains but also 

from its setting and states that ‘careful 

consideration should be given to the impact of 

large-scale solar farms which depending on their 

scale, design, and prominence, may cause 

substantial harm to the significance of the asset’. 

Paragraph 

2.10.119 

Notes that ‘Applicants may need to include 

visualisations to demonstrate the effects of a 

proposed solar farm on the setting of heritage 

assets’. 

NPS EN-5 n/a No specific requirements in relation to the 

assessment of cultural heritage.  

NPPF Para 195 Defines what is meant by “heritage assets” and 

notes that heritage assets are an “irreplaceable 

resource” which “should be preserved in a 
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Document Policy Summary of Policy 

manner appropriate to their significance so that 

they can be enjoyed for their contribution to the 

quality of life of existing and future generations”. 

Para 206 States that “any harm to or loss of significance of 

a designated heritage asset should require clear 

and convincing justification”. 

Para 207 Notes that where substantial harm is anticipated 

the local planning authority should refuse consent 

unless outweighed by public benefit. 

Para 208 Notes that where less than substantial harm is 

anticipated, the harm should be weighed against 

public benefit and where appropriate should 

secure the asset’s optimum viable use. 

Para 209 States that non-designated heritage assets 

should be taken into account in determining 

applications.  

 

A balanced judgement is needed in relation to 

non-designated heritage assets and any 

anticipated harm. 

Para 211 States that where any significance of a heritage 

assets is to be “lost (wholly or in part)” that the 

asset should be recorded “in a manner 

proportionate to their importance and the impact” 

of development. 

PPG Historic 

Environment 

Section 

Expands on the policies within the NPPF in 

regard to the Historic Environment. 

 

Local Planning Policy 

6.2.5 Local planning policy relevant to Cultural Heritage and Archaeology is set out 

in the following documents: 

• Huntingdonshire Local Plan to 203613; and 

• Bedford Borough Local Plan 203014 

6.2.6 Relevant policies from the above documents are summarised in Table 6.2: 
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Table 6.2: Summary of Local Planning Policy 

Document Policy Summary of Policy 

Huntingdonshire 

Local Plan to 2036 

Policy LP34  Sets the policy for heritage assets and their settings. 

 

Requires that where heritage assets are to be 

impacted that an assessment will be required. 

 

Outlines what is required in the assessment. 

Bedford Borough 

Local Plan 2030 

Policy 28S Expects development to contribute to good place 

making by taking a proactive approach to sustaining 

and enhancing the historic environment 

Policy 41S Requires development, where it impacts heritage 

assets, to provide sufficient information about the 

heritage assets and the anticipated impact. 

 

Notes that non-invasive and invasive fieldwork may 

be required to provided sufficient information to 

understand the heritage baseline. 

 

Requires any mitigation to take cognisance of 

the heritage assets’ significance and the predicted 

level of impact. 

 

6.2.7 Bedford Borough Council are currently working on a new Local Plan 204015, 

which has now reached the examination stage. Draft policy DM10: Non-

designated heritage assets will be relevant if adopted. 

Guidance 

6.2.8 AOC Archaeology Group conforms to the standards of professional conduct 

outlined in the Chartered Institute for Archaeologists’ (CIfA) Code of 

Conduct16, Regulations of Professional Conduct17; and the CIfA Standards 

and Guidance for Historic Environment Desk Based Assessments18, 

Standard and guidance for commissioning work or providing consultancy 

advice on archaeology and the historic environment19, Historic England’s (HE) 

Good Practice Advice Note 3: The Setting of Heritage Assets20, International 

Council on Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS) Burra Charter Article One21, 

Xi’an Declaration22, the Department for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport 

(DDCMS) Principles for Selection of Listed Buildings23 and Scheduled 
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Monuments Policy Statements24, and Institute of Environmental Management 

& Assessment (IEMA) Guidelines for Environmental Impact Assessment25. 

Planning Considerations 

6.2.9 The Scheme extends across two administrative areas; Bedford Borough 

Council, and Huntingdonshire District Council. A Planning Performance 

Agreement (PPA) is in the process of being agreed with the local authorities, 

and Historic England are being consulted as one of the Statutory 

Environmental Bodies (SEBs). 

6.2.10 Any requirement for archaeological work either preceding or during 

development will be determined by consultation with the Cambridgeshire 

Historic Environment Team (CHET) and Bedford Borough Council Historic 

Environment Team (BBHET), on behalf of their respective Local Authorities. 
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6.3 Assessment Methodology 

Study Area 

6.3.1 In order to assess the potential for significant effects on archaeological and 

cultural heritage assets resulting from the Scheme, the following Study Areas 

have been used: 

i) A core Study Area which includes all land within the Scheme Boundary 

which will be subject to assessment for potential direct effects. This Study 

Area was subject to a walkover survey and geophysical survey (accepting 

the limitations noted above) which will be used to identify known and 

potential archaeological and cultural heritage assets which may be directly 

affected by the Scheme. 

ii) A 1 km Study Area for the identification of all known heritage assets and 

known previous archaeological interventions (Events) in order to help 

predict whether any similar hitherto unknown archaeological remains are 

likely to survive within the site and thus be affected by the Scheme. 

iii) A 3 km Study Area for the assessment of potential effects on the settings 

of all designated heritage assets including Scheduled Monuments, Listed 

Buildings, and Conservation Areas. It is noted that there are no Registered 

Parks and Gardens, Registered Battlefields or World Heritage Sites within 

3km of the Scheme Boundary. 

 

Data Sources 

6.3.2 The following data sources were consulted during preparation of this Chapter 

and the desk-based assessment presented in PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-

2: 

• National Heritage List for England (NHLE) data obtained February 2024; 

• Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Record (HER) data originally 

obtained July 2022, updated search in February 2024; 
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• Bedford Borough Historic Environment Record (HER) data originally 

obtained July 2022, updated search in February 2024; 

• Huntingdonshire Council and Bedford Borough Council, for information 

relating to Conservation Areas within Huntingdonshire and Bedford 

Borough; 

• Aerial Photographs and aerial photographic resources held by Historic 

England; 

• Historic Maps held online and at Bedfordshire Archives; 

• Bedfordshire Archives; 

• 0.25-2m LiDAR data and imagery from the Environment Agency and 

processed by AOC Archaeology Group; 

• A geophysical survey report for the Scheme produced by AOC in February 

2024; 

• Other online sources; 

• A walkover survey undertaken between the 16th of July and 26th July 

2022 and during the geophysical survey undertaken between November 

2022 and December 2023; and 

• Site visits to designated heritage assets and identified non-designated 

heritage buildings to assess the potential effects of the Scheme on their 

settings, undertaken in July 2022. 

6.3.3 This data has been used to succinctly describe the baseline historic 

environment conditions (with a more detailed historic baseline presented in 

the desk-based assessment which forms PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-2) and 

enable the potential for direct effects upon known heritage assets within the 

Scheme Boundary to be assessed. It is also used to establish the potential 

for hitherto unknown buried remains to survive within the Scheme Boundary, 

and thus potentially be affected. 

6.3.4 This Chapter has been supported by a detailed zone of theoretical visibility 

(ZTV), which has been used to identify assets intervisible with the Scheme 

and/or where the Scheme would appear in key views to and from assets. 
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Assessment of Significance / Assessment Criteria 

6.3.5 This sub-section sets out the methodology for assessing effects upon heritage 

assets both direct physical and setting impacts. It takes account of NPS EN-

126 & NPS EN-327, NPPF28, PPG29 , Historic England’s (HE) Good Practice 

Advice Note 3: The Setting of Heritage Assets30, ICOMOS Burra Charter 

Article One31 and Xi’an Declaration32, DDCMS Principles for Selection of 

Listed Buildings33 and Scheduled Monuments Policy Statements34, and IEMA 

Guidelines for Environmental Impact Assessment35. The assessment has 

been produced in line with the CIfA Code of Conduct36, Regulations of 

Professional Conduct37; and the CIfA Standards and Guidance for Historic 

Environment Desk Based Assessments38, Standard and guidance for 

commissioning work or providing consultancy advice on archaeology and the 

historic environment39. 

6.3.6 The assessment distinguishes between the following terms: ‘impact’ and 

‘effect’. An impact is defined as a physical change to a heritage asset or its 

setting, whereas an effect refers to the significance of this impact, as defined 

by the interaction between the magnitude of impact and sensitivity of receptor 

(see sections below and Table 6.6). The first stage of the assessment involves 

establishing the importance of the heritage asset and assessing the sensitivity 

of the asset to change (impact). Using the illustrative proposed design for the 

Scheme and taking into account the Rochdale Envelope parameters set out 

in PEIR Volume 1 Chapter 2, an assessment of the impact magnitude is 

made and a judgement regarding the level and significance of effect is 

reached. 

Criteria for assessing Importance and Relative Sensitivity 

6.3.7 The definition of cultural significance is readily accepted by heritage 

professionals both in the UK and internationally and was first fully outlined in 

the Burra Charter, Article One of which identifies that ‘cultural significance’ or 

‘cultural heritage value’ means aesthetic, historic, scientific, social or spiritual 

value for past, present or future generations40. This definition has since been 
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adopted by heritage organisations around the world, including HE. NPS EN-

1 defines the historic environment as including: 

“all aspects of the environment resulting from the interaction 

between people and places through time, including all surviving 

physical remains of past human activity, whether visible, buried or 

submerged, landscaped and planted or managed flora”  

“Those elements of the historic environment that hold value to this 

and future generations because of their historic, archaeological, 

architectural or artistic interest are called ‘heritage assets’. Heritage 

assets may be buildings, monuments, sites, places, areas or 

landscapes, or any combination of these. The sum of the heritage 

interests that a heritage asset holds is referred to as its significance. 

Significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical 

presence, but also from its setting” 41 

6.3.8 All heritage assets have some significance; however, some assets are judged 

to be more important than others. The level of that importance is, from a 

cultural resource management perspective, determined by establishing the 

asset’s capacity to inform present or future generations about the past. In the 

case of many heritage assets their importance has already been established 

through the designation (i.e. scheduling, listing and register) processes 

applied by HE. 

6.3.9 The rating of importance of heritage assets is first and foremost made in 

reference to their designation and to NPS EN-142, NPS EN-343 and the 

NPPF44. For non-designated assets, importance will be assigned based on 

professional judgement and guided by the criteria presented in Table 6.3 

below; which itself relates to the criteria for designations as drawn from the 

Department for Digital, Culture, Media and Sport (DDCMS) publication, 

Principles for Selection of Listed Buildings45 and the Scheduled Monuments 

Policy Statements published by the same body46, which outline the criteria for 
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designating heritage assets, and the HE guidance written to expand upon the 

guidance by DDCMS. 

Table 6.3: Criteria for Establishing Importance of Heritage Assets 

Importance Criteria 

Very High World Heritage Sites; 

Other designated or non-designated assets with demonstrable 

Outstanding Universal Value. 

High Scheduled Monuments (Actual and Potential)47; 

Grade I and II* Listed Buildings48; 

 

Grade I and II* Registered Parks and Gardens49; 

 

Registered Battlefields50; 

 

Outstanding examples of some period, style or type; 

 

Non-designated assets considered to meet the criteria for the 

designation as per the types and grades of designation noted 

above (as stated in NPS EN-151, NPS EN-352, NPPF53 and 

PPG54). 

Medium Grade II Listed Buildings; 

 

Grade II Registered Parks and Gardens; 

 

Conservation Areas55; 

 

Major or representative examples of some period, style or type; or 

 

Non-designated assets considered to meet the criteria for the 

designations as set out above (as stated in NPS EN-156, NPS EN-

357, NPPF58 and PPG59) 

Low Locally Listed Assets; 

 

Examples of any period, style or type which contribute to our 

understanding of the historic environment at the local level; 

 

Non-designated heritage assets identified by local historic 

environment records protected by NPS EN-160, NPS EN-361, 

NPPF62 and PPG63 

Negligible Relatively numerous types of remains; 

Findspots or artefacts that have no definite archaeological remains 

known in their context; 

 

Non-designated heritage assets of lesser heritage significance (as 

stated in NPS EN-164, NPS EN-365, NPPF66 and PPG67) 

Unknown E.g. for geophysical anomalies, cropmarks and other features that 

have an uncertain provenance (i.e. that may be archaeological). 
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Importance Criteria 

 

For potential heritage assets within a Site (i.e. where potential 

assets are anticipated but it is unclear from information available 

how important those remains would be if encountered) 

 

 

6.3.10 While determining the relative cultural significance of a heritage asset is 

essential for establishing its importance, it is widely recognised68 that the 

importance of an asset is not the same as its sensitivity to changes to its 

setting. Thus, in determining effects upon the setting of assets by the Scheme, 

both importance and sensitivity to changes to setting need to be considered. 

6.3.11 The Xi’an Declaration69 set out the first internationally accepted definition of 

setting with regard to heritage assets and features, indicating that setting is 

important where it forms part of or contributes to the significance of a heritage 

asset. EN-1 notes that ‘The setting of a heritage asset is the surroundings in 

which it 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 and may affect the ability 

to appreciate that significance or may be neutral’70 

6.3.12 The HE guidance on the setting of heritage assets notes that the importance 

of setting ‘lies in what it contributes to the significance of the heritage asset or 

to the ability to appreciate that significance’71. 

6.3.13 Setting, therefore, is a key issue in the case of some, but by no means all 

assets. An asset of Very High or High importance does not necessarily have 

high sensitivity to changes to its setting (e.g. does not necessarily have a high 

relative sensitivity). An asset’s relative sensitivity to alterations to its setting 

refers to its capacity to retain its ability to contribute to our understanding and 

appreciation of the past in the face of changes to its setting. The ability of an 

asset’s setting to contribute to an understanding, appreciation and experience 

of it and its significance also has a bearing on the sensitivity of that asset to 

changes to its setting. Assets with high sensitivity may be vulnerable to 



 
 

 

 
 
PEIR Chapter 6: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology            6-21 
September 2024  
Version 01 
 

changes that affect their settings, and even slight changes may reduce their 

significance or the ability of setting to contribute to the understanding, 

appreciation, and experience of the asset. Less sensitive assets will be able 

to accommodate greater changes to their settings without a reduction in their 

significance and, in spite of such changes, the relationship between the asset 

and its setting will still be legible. In establishing the relative sensitivity of an 

asset to changes to its setting, the setting must first be identified. This 

assessment outlines a range of factors, through qualitative written narrative, 

which will be considered when establishing the setting of an asset and 

therefore determining its sensitivity. The factors will be assessed from known 

records and in the field. In defining these criteria, emphasis has been placed 

on establishing the current setting of each asset, how this contributes to the 

significance of the asset and how the Scheme would affect it. 

6.3.14 The criteria for establishing an asset’s relative sensitivity are outlined in Table 

6.4. This table has been developed based on  professional judgement and 

previous experience in assessing setting effects.  It has been developed with 

reference to the policy and guidance noted above including NPS EN-172, NPS 

EN-373, NPPF74, PPG75, the Xi’an Declaration76 and HE's guidance on the 

setting of heritage assets77. 

Table 6.4: Criteria for Establishing Relative Sensitivity of a Heritage Asset to Changes to its 

Setting 

Relative Sensitivity to 
Changes to Setting 

Criteria 

Very High An asset, the setting of which, is critical to an understanding, 

appreciation and experience of it should be thought of as having 

Very High Sensitivity to changes to its setting.  This is particularly 

relevant for assets whose settings, or elements thereof, make an 

essential direct contribution to their cultural significance. 

High An asset, the setting, of which, makes a major contribution to an 

understanding, appreciation and experience of it should be 

thought of as having High Sensitivity to changes to its setting. This 

is particularly relevant for assets whose settings, or elements 

thereof, contribute directly to their cultural significance. 

Medium An asset, the setting of which, makes a moderate contribution to 

an understanding, appreciation and experience of it should be 

thought of as having Medium Sensitivity to changes to its setting. 
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Relative Sensitivity to 
Changes to Setting 

Criteria 

This could be an asset for which setting makes a contribution to 

significance but whereby its value is derived mainly from its other 

characteristics. 

Low An asset, the setting of which, makes some contribution to an 

understanding, appreciation and experience of it should generally 

be thought of as having Low Sensitivity to changes to its setting.  

This may be an asset whose value is predominantly derived from 

its other characteristics. 

Negligible An asset whose setting makes minimal contribution to an 

understanding, appreciation and experience of it should generally 

be thought of as having Negligible Sensitivity to changes to its 

setting.   

 
 

Criteria for assessing Magnitude of Impact 

6.3.15 Potential impacts, that is the physical change to known heritage assets, and 

unknown buried archaeological remains, or changes to their settings, in the 

case of the Scheme largely relate to the possibility of disturbing, removing or 

destroying in situ remains and artefacts during the construction phase or the 

placement of new features within their setting during the construction and 

operational phases. 

6.3.16 The magnitude of the impacts upon heritage assets caused by the Scheme is 

rated using the classifications and criteria outlined in Table 6.5. 

Table 6.5: Criteria for Classifying Magnitude of Impact 

Magnitude of Impact Criteria 

High Substantial loss of information content resulting from total or large-

scale removal of deposits from an asset;  

 

Major alteration of an asset’s baseline setting, which materially 

compromises the ability to understand, appreciate and experience 

the contribution that setting makes to the significance of the asset 

and erodes the key characteristics of the setting. 

Medium Loss of information content resulting from material alteration of the 

baseline conditions by removal of part of an asset; 

 

Alteration of an asset’s baseline setting that effects the ability to 

understand, appreciate and experience the contribution that 

setting makes to the significance of the asset to a degree but 



 
 

 

 
 
PEIR Chapter 6: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology            6-23 
September 2024  
Version 01 
 

Magnitude of Impact Criteria 

whereby the cultural significance of the monument in its current 

setting remains legible.  

Low Detectable impacts leading to minor loss of information content. 

 

Alterations to the asset’s baseline setting, which do not affect the 

ability to understand, appreciate or experience the contribution 

that setting makes to the asset’s overall significance. The key 

characteristics of the setting are not eroded. 

Negligible Loss of a small percentage of the area of an asset’s peripheral 

deposits; 

 

A reversible alteration to the fabric of the asset; 

 

A marginal alteration to the asset’s baseline setting. 

None No impact predicted. 

 

 

Criteria for assessing Significance of Effect 

6.3.17 The predicted level of effect on each heritage asset is then determined by 

considering the asset’s importance or relative sensitivity in conjunction with 

the predicted magnitude of the impact. The method of deriving the level of 

effect is provided in Table 6.6. 

Table 6.6: Level of Effect based on Inter-Relationship between the Importance and/or Relative 

Sensitivity of a Heritage Asset and/or its setting and the Magnitude of Impact 

Magnitude 
of Impact 

Importance/ Sensitivity 

Negligible Low Medium High Very High 

High Minor Moderate Moderate Major Major 

Medium Negligible/Neutral Minor Moderate Moderate Major 

Low Negligible/Neutral Negligible/Neutral Minor Minor Moderate 

Negligible Negligible/Neutral Negligible/Neutral Negligible/Neutral Minor Minor 

The levels of effect recorded in grey highlighted cells are ‘significant’ 

 

6.3.18 The level of effect is judged to be the interaction of the asset’s importance 

and / or relative sensitivity (Tables 6.3 and 6.4) and the magnitude of the 

impact (Table 6.5). In order to provide a level of consistency, the assessment 

of importance and relative sensitivity, the prediction of magnitude of impact 

and the assessment of level of effect is guided by pre-defined criteria. 
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However, a qualitative descriptive narrative is also provided for each asset to 

summarise and explain each of the professional value judgements that have 

been made in establishing sensitivity and magnitude of impact for each 

individual asset.  

6.3.19 Professional judgement will be used to establish those effects which are 

deemed to be significant in EIA terms. However, with reference to the 

Guidelines for Environmental Impact Assessment78, the level of effect 

determined from Table 6.6 will help guide the assessor in their judgement. 

Effects determined to be moderate and greater (bold in Table 6.4), are most 

likely to be significant in EIA terms, while minor and lesser effects are likely to 

be considered not significant in EIA terms. 

Harm 

6.3.20 NPS EN-179 and NPS EN-380 require an assessment as to the level of harm 

that may be caused to designated assets as a result of development 

proposals. Whether that harm is considered to be ‘substantial’ or ‘less than 

substantial’ determines the policy test to be met81. 

6.3.21 The PPG82 notes that ‘substantial’ harm is a ‘high test’ and that as such it is 

unlikely to result in many cases. What matters in establishing whether harm 

is ‘substantial’ or not, relates to whether a change would seriously adversely 

affect those attributes or elements of a designated asset that contribute to, or 

give it, its significance. 

6.3.22 In terms of effects upon the setting of designated heritage assets, it is 

considered that only those effects identified as ‘significant’ in this assessment 

have the potential to cause ‘substantial’ harm. Where no significant effect is 

found, the harm is considered to be ‘less than substantial’, or potentially not 

harmful at all. This is because, as set out earlier in this methodology, effects 

only reach the significance threshold if their relative sensitivity to changes in 

setting is at the higher end of scale, or if the magnitude of change is at the 

higher end of the scale.  
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6.3.23 For many designated assets, setting may not contribute to their significance 

or its contribution to significance may be limited. For these assets, even High 

magnitude changes to setting are unlikely to have adverse effects on the 

overall significance of the designated asset. As stated above lower ratings of 

magnitude of change tend to relate to notable or perceptible changes to 

setting but where these changes do not necessarily obscure or damage 

elements of setting or relationships which directly contribute to the 

significance of assets.  As such, effects that are not significant will result in 

‘less than substantial’ harm or where there are no effects or effects are 

deemed to be Neutral there will be no harm. 

6.3.24 Where significant effects are found, a detailed assessment of the level of harm 

will be made. Whilst non-significant effects will cause ‘less than substantial’ 

or no harm, the reverse is not always true. That is, the assessment of an effect 

as being ‘significant’ does not necessarily mean that the harm to the asset is 

‘substantial’. The assessment of level of harm, where required, will be a 

qualitative one, and will largely depend upon whether the effects predicted 

would result in a major impediment to the ability to understand or appreciate 

the heritage asset in question by reducing or removing its information content 

and therefore reducing its cultural significance. 

Cumulative Effects 

6.3.25 The assessment of cumulative effects will be undertaken in a similar manner 

to that of the potential effects but will take into consideration other 

developments as set out within PEIR Volume 1 Chapter 17 and agreed with 

the local planning authorities, including those which are operational, under 

construction, consented or proposed. Cumulative effects relating to cultural 

heritage are for the most part limited to effects upon the settings of heritage 

assets. 

6.3.26 The cumulative assessment will have regard to the guidance on cumulative 

impacts upon heritage assets as set out in Environmental Impact Assessment 

Handbook V583, and will utilise the criteria for assessing setting effects as set 
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out above. The assessment of cumulative effects will consider whether there 

would be an increased impact, either additive or synergistic, upon the setting 

of heritage assets as a result of adding the Scheme to the cumulative 

development as agreed with consultees. In line with HE setting guidance 

consideration will be given to whether the additional change, which would 

result from the Scheme will further harm the significance of the asset84. 
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6.4 Assumptions and Limitations 

6.4.1 This assessment is based upon data obtained from publicly accessible 

archives, as described in Section 6.3.2, a walkover survey, and an 

archaeological geophysical survey.  

6.4.2 Historic Environment Record (HER) Data was originally received from the 

Bedford Borough and Cambridgeshire HERs in 2022 (to inform initial desk-

based research and a Scoping Chapter) and up-to-date HER data was 

ordered and received in February 2024. Designated asset data was 

downloaded from HE website in February 2024. 

6.4.3 A walkover survey and setting assessment was conducted between the 16th 

and 26th of July 2022 with fields that now form Sites A, B and C visited along 

with designated heritage assets and identified non-designated heritage 

buildings to assess the potential effects of the Scheme on their settings. The 

strategy for assessing heritage assets on private property involved 

establishing a viewpoint from the closest public footpath or road. It should be 

noted that the site walkover and the setting assessment site visits were 

undertaken in July where many of the fields were still in crop and thus ground 

visibility and access was in part limited.  

6.4.4 Site D was added to the Scheme after the completion of the walkover survey 

but has been visited as part of the archaeological geophysical survey that was 

undertaken between November 2022 and October 2023. 

6.4.5 The Grid Connection has not yet been subject to survey and no intrusive trial 

trench evaluation has been undertaken. It is intended to undertake the 

archaeological geophysical survey prior to submission of the application and 

the results would inform the ES Chapter in due course.  

6.4.6 Liaison with the CHET and BBHET to establish the scope of any intrusive trial 

trench evaluation has been undertaken and a Written Scheme of Investigation 

(WSI) for evaluation within Sites A, B, C and D has been approved. Trial 

trenching has commenced but the results will not be available to inform this 
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PEIR; they will inform the ES Chapter in due course. Trial trenching for the 

Grid Connection will be subject to further consultation with CHET and BBHET 

in due course.  

6.4.7 A robust consideration of the potential effects upon archaeology and cultural 

heritage receptors is set out herein, based on the work undertaken to date 

and the results of further archaeological geophysical survey and trial 

trenching will inform the ES in due course. 
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6.5 Stakeholder Engagement 

6.5.1 Table 6.7 provides details of consultations undertaken with relevant 

regulatory bodies, together with action undertaken by the Applicant in 

response to consultation feedback and the EIA Scoping Opinion. 

Table 6.7: Consultation Responses 

Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

PINS – EIA 

Scoping Opinion 

(December 2023) 

“The Applicant proposes to 

scope this matter out [direct 

effects during operational phase] 

on the basis that direct impacts 

of the Proposed Development on 

heritage assets would be limited 

to the construction phase.  

 

The Inspectorate agrees that 

additional significant effects 

during operation and 

decommissioning are unlikely to 

occur and this matter can 

therefore be scoped out of 

further assessment” 

Direct impacts during operation and 

decommissioning scoped out. 

 

Relevant best practice or mitigation 

measures proposed to protect heritage 

assets during decommissioning are 

described in the Outline 

Decommissioning Environmental 

Management Plan (oDEMP – PEIR 

Volume 3 Appendix 2-5) 

PINS – EIA 

Scoping Opinion 

(December 2023) 

“The Scoping Report states that 

impacts to the setting of 

designated heritage assets 

during construction would be 

temporary in nature and limited 

to localised areas of working. As 

a result the Applicant considers 

that any temporary effects during 

construction would not exceed 

the impacts on setting during the 

operational phase and proposes 

to scope this matter out of further 

assessment. 

 

The Inspectorate considers that 

there is potential for significant 

effects to occur to the setting of 

designated heritage assets 

during construction of the 

Proposed Development and 

does not agree to scope this 

matter out of further assessment. 

Accordingly, the ES should 

include an assessment of this 

matter or provide information 

demonstrating agreement with 

The potential for significant effects on 

heritage assets during the construction 

phase is considered in PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-4 and Sections 6.8.28 to 

6.8.34 of this Chapter.  
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Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

the relevant consultation bodies 

and the absence of LSE.” 

PINS – EIA 

Scoping Opinion 

(December 2023) 

“The Applicant proposes to 

scope this matter [setting effects 

during operational phase] out on 

the basis that non-designated 

assets are typically less sensitive 

to changes in their settings and 

unlikely to be subject to 

significant setting effects.  

 

However, the Scoping Report 

states that the ES will provide an 

assessment of setting impacts 

on non-designated heritage 

assets that are considered to be 

of national importance.  

 

The Inspectorate is content to 

scope out further assessment of 

setting impacts to non-

designated heritage assets 

provided the ES includes an 

assessment of the setting 

impacts on nationally important 

non-designated heritage assets 

during all phases of the 

Proposed Development.  

 

The ES should fully justify the 

choice of heritage assets 

included in the assessment and 

their locations should be 

depicted on a supporting plan. 

 

The Applicant should also seek 

to agree the non-designated 

assets included within the 

assessment of setting with the 

relevant consultation bodies, 

including Historic England and 

Local Planning Authorities.” 

A shortlist of non-designated heritage 

assets of potentially national importance 

has been drawn up by AOC. These 

include:  

 

• earthwork mounds (both suspected 

prehistoric mounds and windmill 

mounds; the latter have been 

included as they may have been 

constructed atop earlier features),  

• suspected deserted medieval 

village earthworks (building 

platforms etc.), 

• potential remnants of moated sites, 

and 

• the earthwork remnants of former 

designed landscapes/gardens. 

 

Further consultation with BBHET and 

CHET was undertaken to agree a list of 

non-designated assets to be included in 

settings assessment (March 2024). 

 

These assets include: 

• Earthworks, Pertenhall Green End 

(Asset 417, MBD8438); 

• Hovel, in Quern Croft Close (Asset 

355,  MBD8418); 

• Settlement Earthworks; SE of 

Swineshead (Asset 315, 

MBD5081); 

• Church End Medieval Settlement 

(Asset 756, MBD17036); 

• Landscaped Grounds, Pertenhall 

Manor (Asset 318, MBD7038); 

• Staughton House Park, Great 

Staughton (Asset 648, MCB14225); 

• Moat Lodge Farm (Asset 378, 

MBD9264); 

• Moat, East of Middle Lodge 

Buildings, Keysoe (Asset 311, 

MBD4474); 

• Possible moated site, Hail Weston 

(Asset 407, MCB624); 

• Earthworks of possible moated site, 

Rushey Farm (Asset 643, 

MCB609); 
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Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

• Moat at Cherry Orchard Farm, 

Great Staughton (Asset 640, 

MCB595); 

• Bassmead Manor, Easton (Asset 

633, MCB14193); 

• Undated mound, Hail Weston 

(Asset 553, MCB30050) 

• Windmill Mound and Buildings (site 

of) (Asset 328, MBD7674)_ 

• Low mound, Great Staughton 

(Asset 572, MCB613);  

• Earthwork remains of Ridge and 

furrow, Great Staughton (Asset 

986, HER 00424); and 

• Blocks of medieval and/or post-

medieval ridge and furrow 

cultivation (Asset 299, MBD1807). 

 

Assessment of effects upon the setting 

of these non-designated heritage assets 

is provided in PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-4 and sections 6.8.35 to 

6.8.43 of this chapter. 

PINS – EIA 

Scoping Opinion 

(December 2023) 

“The Scoping Report states that 

designated assets beyond 3km 

from the DCO boundary are too 

distant to have their settings 

significantly affected by the 

Proposed Development. 

However, no evidence has been 

provided to explain why the use 

of a 3km Study Area is 

appropriate. 

 

In the absence of agreement 

with relevant consultation bodies, 

or robust justification to support 

the final Study Area, the 

Inspectorate considers that there 

is potential for the Proposed 

Development to lead to 

significant effects on the setting 

of designated heritage assets 

beyond 3km and are not in a 

position to agree to scope this 

matter out.  

 

The ES should provide an 

assessment of the potential 

setting impacts to designated 

heritage assets located beyond 

3km or provide information 

Review of zone of theoretical visibility 

indicates very limited, if no, potential for 

intervisibility beyond 3km (see PEIR 

Volume 3 Figures 6-7 to 6-13). 

 

PEIR Volume 3 Figures 5-3a, 5-3b, 5-

3d and 5-3e 

 

Further consultation with CHET and 

BBHET agreed  list of designated 

heritage assets that would need to be 

included within assessment  beyond the 

3km area (March 2024). 

 

These include the: 

• Grade I Listed Church of St 

Leonard (List Number 1130254); 

• Grade II * Listed Warren House(List 

Number 1211750); 

• Grade II Listed Priory Cottage(List 

Number 1290536) 

 

Assessment of effects upon the setting 

of these heritage assets is provided in 

PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-4 and 

sections 6.8.35 to 6.8.43 of this chapter. 
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Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

demonstrating agreement with 

the relevant consultation bodies 

and the absence of LSE”. 

PINS – EIA 

Scoping Opinion 

(December 2023) 

“The Applicant should ensure 

that the information used to 

inform the assessment is robust 

and allows for suitable 

identification of below ground 

assets likely to be impacted by 

the Proposed Development.  

 

The Applicant should make effort 

to agree the need for intrusive 

investigations (paragraph 11.5.7 

of the Scoping Report indicates 

that trial trenching/ evaluation 

and excavation may be carried 

out) with relevant consultation 

bodies.  

 

Intrusive investigations should be 

completed prior to submission of 

the DCO application and 

reported in the ES, unless 

otherwise agreed with the 

relevant consultation bodies”. 

Consultation with CHET and BBHET to 

determine extent of required intrusive 

evaluation followed issue of the draft 

geophysics report. A brief for the pre-

determination trenching strategy has 

been issued by BBHET and CHET for 

the investigations within Sites A, B, C 

and D (with some limited trenching 

already undertaken in the northern part 

of Site C – June 2024). 

Brief for intrusive investigation within 

grid connection route and access 

corridors between the Sites yet to be 

determined (June 2024). 

 

Outline mitigation strategy forms section 

6.9 of this chapter. 

PINS – EIA 

Scoping Opinion 

(December 2023) 

“The Scoping Report states that 

the setting of designated 

heritage assets may be changed 

during the decommissioning 

phase of the Proposed 

Development. However, a 

description of potential effects 

during decommissioning is not 

set out in the Scoping Report.  

 

The Applicant should ensure that 

the ES provides an explanation 

of how decommissioning would 

impact the setting of designated 

heritage sites where significant 

effects are likely to occur. A 

description of any relevant 

restoration measures should also 

be provided in the ES”. 

The potential for significant effects on 

heritage assets during the 

decommissioning phase is considered 

in section 6.8 of this Chapter. 

PINS – EIA 

Scoping Opinion 

(December 2023) 

“The ES should identify and 

assess any potential indirect 

effects on the historic 

environment, for example, 

changes in drainage patterns or 

compression of the ground from 

The potential for indirect physical 

impacts is considered in sections 6.8.25 

to 6.8.27 of the chapter. 

 

Liaison with the Hydrology team 

indicates that as there are no significant 
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Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

infrastructure which could affect 

below ground heritage assets or 

lead to subsidence of above 

ground buildings and 

monuments.” 

excavations or underground 

obstructions that could affect 

groundwater movement, it is not 

anticipated that there would be any 

significant impacts on groundwater. The 

drainage strategy would mitigate against 

any potential increase in run-off and so 

it is also not anticipated that there would 

be any increase in scour that could 

affect archaeology. On this basis no 

significant indirect physical effects are 

anticipated. 

 

The full hydrology assessment for the 

Scheme is outlined in PEIR Volume 1 

Chapter 8. 

 

 

 

 

Bedford Borough 

Council – EIA 

Scoping Opinion 

(December 2023) 

“Providing information on, and 

the assessment of the potential 

impacts on historic landscape 

character from physical change, 

should also be produced to 

inform the forthcoming ES 

chapter.  

 

At present, whilst it is proposed 

to obtain HLC data from Historic 

Environment Records where it 

exists, there is no methodology 

given for assessing potential 

impacts.  

 

The Bedford Borough Historic 

Environment Team (BBHET) 

would be happy to discuss a 

detailed methodology with the 

developer’s historic environment 

consultants.” 

Neither the BBHER or CHER were able 

to provide HLC data as Bedford 

Borough confirmed that they do not hold 

the data and Cambridgeshire note that 

the data is fundamentally flawed so not 

provided. 

 

Further discussion with BBHET has 

confirmed that the potential for impact 

on the historic landscape can be 

undertaken as part of the settings 

impact assessments of the designated 

assets as considered within their 

landscapes, and by a map regression  

assessment (which forms part of PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 6-2).  

Bedford Borough 

Council – EIA 

Scoping Opinion 

(December 2023) 

“As a whole, the Scoping Report 

doesn’t appear to commit to 

considering the 

positive/beneficial effects that the 

proposed development could 

bring to the historic environment. 

EN-3 sets out example 

opportunities within paragraphs 

2.10.110, and 5.9.13 of EN-1 

provides similar, and could 

Opportunities for enhancement 

discussed in section 6.7 of the chapter.  
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Consultee Consultation Response Applicant Action 

include cross-theme 

opportunities such as new green 

infrastructure – new paths/cycle 

routes, public green spaces etc. 

also acting as wayfinders to 

heritage sites and opening up 

some of the latter with improved 

presentation and interpretation.  

 

Other opportunities could be the 

retention and enhancement of 

existing historic hedgerows and 

field patterns through new 

planting and maintenance which 

also act as GI. Section 3.3.31 

refers to how the layout and 

design of green infrastructure will 

be advanced prior to the 

preparation of the ES, so these 

opportunities will need to be 

considered at an early stage”. 

Cambridgeshire 

County Council – 

EIA Scoping 

Opinion (December 

2023) 

“It is standard practice in 

Cambridgeshire and regionally to 

intrusively evaluate solar 

developments predetermination 

to identify areas that might 

require preservation in situ, by 

nature of the significance of the 

archaeology or potential 

impractical expense to the 

developer of archaeological 

mitigation excavation. Large 

areas of significant or dense 

archaeology can in theory make 

a solar development unviable, as 

common ‘no dig’ solutions for 

panels and cabling can be 

considered inappropriate, 

depending on the depth, 

significance and fragility of the 

archaeology”. 

Consultation with CHET and BBHET to 

determine extent of required intrusive 

evaluation followed issue of the draft 

geophysics report. A brief for the pre-

determination trenching strategy has 

been issued by BBHET and CHET for 

the investigations within Sites A, B, C 

and D (with some limited trenching 

already undertaken in the northern part 

of Site C – June 2024). 

 

Brief for intrusive investigation within 

grid connection route and access 

corridors between the Sites yet to be 

determined (June 2024). 

 

Outline mitigation strategy forms 

sections 6.9 of this chapter. 

Historic England – 

EIA Scoping 

Opinion (December 

2023) 

“It is stated in Section 9.4.5 that 

online mapping indicated that no 

peat is present at the Site. An 

assessment of the BGS 

Geoindex resource indicates that 

large areas of the proposed 

scheme have not been 

investigated, and so there is still 

the potential that peat may be 

Geological baseline outlined in section 

4.1 of DBA in PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-2. 

 

The potential for indirect physical 

impacts is considered in sections 6.8.25 

to 6.8.27 of the chapter. 

 

Liaison with the Hydrology team 

indicates that as there are no significant 
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present in some parts of the 

site”. 

excavations or underground 

obstructions that could affect 

groundwater movement, it is not 

anticipated that there would be any 

significant impacts on groundwater. The 

drainage strategy would mitigate against 

any potential increase in run-off and so 

it is also not anticipated that there would 

be any increase in scour that could 

affect archaeology. 

 

The full hydrology assessment for the 

Scheme is outlined in PEIR Volume 1 

Chapter 8. 

 

  

Historic England – 

EIA Scoping 

Opinion (December 

2023) 

“It is stated that several 

tributaries drain the site (Section 

9.4.1); the potential impact of the 

proposed Scheme on local 

groundwater levels should be 

considered. If waterlogged 

organic archaeological and 

palaeoenvironmental remains 

are present on the site, any 

changes to the groundwater 

levels may alter the local 

preservation conditions, which in 

turn may lead to the degradation 

and/or loss of any vulnerable 

remains.  

 

The potential for waterlogged 

organic archaeological and 

palaeoenvironmental remains 

within these sorts of features 

would need to be established so 

that the impact of the proposed 

scheme can be determined and 

mitigated”. 

Geological baseline outlined in section 

4.1 of DBA in PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-2. 

 

The potential for indirect physical 

impacts is considered in sections 6.8.25 

to 6.8.27 of the chapter. 

 

Liaison with the Hydrology team 

indicates that are as there are no 

significant excavations or underground 

obstructions that could affect 

groundwater movement, it is not 

anticipated that there would be any 

significant impacts on groundwater. The 

drainage strategy would mitigate against 

any potential increase in run-off and so 

it is also not anticipated that there would 

be any increase in scour that could 

affect archaeology. 

 

The full hydrology assessment of the for 

the Scheme is outlined in PEIR Volume 

1 Chapter 8. 

 

Historic England – 

EIA Scoping 

Opinion (December 

2023) 

“It is stated that the increase in 

impermeable area of the site 

caused by changes in the use 

may increase overland flow of 

water, which in turn has the 

potential to increase scour in the 

watercourses (Section 9.5.6).  

 

The potential for archaeological 

and palaeoenvironmental 

Geological baseline outlined in section 

4.1 of DBA in PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-2. 

 

The potential for indirect physical 

impacts is considered in sections 6.8.25 

to 6.8.27 of the chapter. 

 

Liaison with the Hydrology team 

indicates that as there are no significant 
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remains to be present in these 

areas will need to be determined 

so that the potential impact of 

scour can be understood and 

managed”. 

excavations or underground 

obstructions that could affect 

groundwater movement, it is not 

anticipated that there would be any 

significant impacts on groundwater. The 

drainage strategy would mitigate against 

any potential increase in run-off and so 

it is also not anticipated that there would 

be any increase in scour that could 

affect archaeology. 

 

The full hydrology assessment for the 

Scheme is outlined in PEIR Volume 1 

Chapter 8. 

 

 

Historic England – 

EIA Scoping 

Opinion (December 

2023) 

“Historic England supports the 

proposal to create a buffer 

around the monument but 

proposed 20m is not sufficient.  

 

We would normally expect 50m 

buffer as a minimum. The 

applicant should assess the 

impact of the development on 

the significance of the 

designated heritage asset, 

including impacts on the setting. 

The mitigation should be tailored 

specifically to avoid and 

minimise this impact”. 

Buffer zone around Scheduled 

Monument increased to 50m. 

 

Potential for direct impacts upon 

heritage assets outlined in sections 

6.8.1 to 6.8.24 of the Chapter. 

 

Potential impacts upon the setting of 

designated assets outlined in sections 

6.8.28 to 6.8.43 of the Chapter. 

 

Mitigation proposals are outlined in 

Section 6.9 of the chapter. 

Historic England – 

EIA Scoping 

Opinion (December 

2023) 

“Paragraphs 11.5.4 & 11.5.5 

mention the possibility that the 

proposed development site 

contains additional, unknown so 

far, buried remains associated 

with the scheduled monuments 

(Two bowl barrows and Roman 

Villa complex).  

 

If these associated remains are 

present, they would be of 

demonstrably equal significance 

to designated heritage assets 

and should be considered under 

the same policies. Therefore, 

these remains would also need 

to be considered for exclusion 

from the scheme with 

appropriate buffer” 

Consultation with HE and CHET to 

discuss and determine extent of area to 

be considered for scheduling.  

Limited trial trench investigation 

undertaken has been undertaken within 

this extent. 

 

Application to schedule area submitted 

to HE in May 2024.Area was scheduled 

in August 2024 (see sections 6.6.28 and 

6.7.14 to 6.7.16). 
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Huntingdonshire 

District Council – 

EIA Scoping 

Opinion (December 

2023) 

“Data - The Heritage Assets 

likely to be impacted include 

listed buildings, conservation 

areas, scheduled monuments 

and non-designated heritage 

assets. The applicant has 

provided a Gazetteer of Heritage 

Assets (Appendix 11-1) 

alongside plans of those heritage 

assets. Within the timeframe 

available a full assessment of the 

data submitted by the applicant 

is not possible.  

 

However, a basic overlay of 

submitted plans of heritage 

assets (Figures 11-4b – 11- 4d) 

does not correlate with LPA 

mapping of listed buildings; both 

the Gazetteer and associated 

plans have notable omissions 

and inaccuracies. The base map 

and 3km line used is also noted 

to be inaccurate, for example 

excludes Kimbolton Castle (a 

Grade I listed building) however 

LPA mapping, based on OS 

data, would appear to include 

this site within the Study Area. 

Any assessment of impact to 

heritage assets must start with a 

full and clearly presented data 

set” 

Updated NHLE data, downloaded in 

February 2024 utilised in order to locate 

designated heritage assets (including 

Listed Buildings) within 3km of the Site. 

 

As noted in the baseline and settings 

assessment (Appendices 6-2 and 6-4), 

Grade II Listed Buildings within 

Conservation Areas have not generally 

been assigned individual asset numbers 

and are instead, where relevant, 

referred to by their Listing Number and 

assessed as part of groups with their 

related Conservation Area. 

 

All heritage asset locations, excepting 

Grade II Listed Buildings within 

Conservation Areas as noted above, are 

illustrated on PEIR Volume 3 Figures 

6-1 to 6-13. 

Huntingdonshire 

District Council – 

EIA Scoping 

Opinion (December 

2023) 

Non-Designated Heritage Assets 

- The applicant has identified 

non-designated heritage assets 

within the site and in a 1km 

Study Area beyond the site 

boundary.  

 

The Report suggests that the 

settings of non-designated 

heritage assets are unlikely to be 

impacted and should therefore 

be Scoped Out.  

 

It is not accepted that non-

designated heritage assets 

should be arbitrarily excluded 

from the ES. It is agreed that non 

designated heritage assets of 

subterranean archaeological 

A shortlist of non-designated heritage 

assets of potentially national importance 

has been drawn up by AOC. These 

include:  

 

• earthwork mounds (both suspected 

prehistoric mounds and windmill 

mounds; the latter have been 

included as they may have been 

constructed atop earlier features),  

• suspected deserted medieval 

village earthworks (building 

platforms etc.), 

• potential remnants of moated sites, 

and 

• the earthwork remnants of former 

designed landscapes/gardens. 
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interest are unlikely to have a 

setting but earthworks such as 

medieval ridge and furrow or 

windmill mounds certainly do 

have a setting in which they can 

be experienced. 

 

One important example is the 

extant medieval ridge and furrow 

located to the south of Great 

Staughton, adjacent to Site C of 

the proposed scheme. Any ES 

should include heritage assets 

that are earthworks; use of 

LiDAR data and imagery should 

form the basis of this 

assessment. Again, further 

refinement/justification is needed 

on this point”. 

Further consultation with BBHET and 

CHET agreed list of non-designated 

assets to be included in settings 

assessment (March 2024). 

 

These assets include: 

• Earthworks, Pertenhall Green End 

(Asset 417, MBD8438); 

• Hovel, in Quern Croft Close (Asset 

355,  MBD8418); 

• Settlement Earthworks; SE of 

Swineshead (Asset 315, 

MBD5081); 

• Church End Medieval Settlement 

(Asset 756, MBD17036); 

• Landscaped Grounds, Pertenhall 

Manor (Asset 318, MBD7038); 

• Staughton House Park, Great 

Staughton (Asset 648, MCB14225); 

• Moat Lodge Farm (Asset 378, 

MBD9264); 

• Moat, East of Middle Lodge 

Buildings, Keysoe (Asset 311, 

MBD4474); 

• Possible moated site, Hail Weston 

(Asset 407, MCB624); 

• Earthworks of possible moated site, 

Rushey Farm (Asset 643, 

MCB609); 

• Moat at Cherry Orchard Farm, 

Great Staughton (Asset 640, 

MCB595); 

• Bassmead Manor, Easton (Asset 

633, MCB14193); 

• Undated mound, Hail Weston 

(Asset 553, MCB30050); 

• Windmill Mound and Buildings (site 

of) (Asset 328, MBD7674);_ 

• Low mound, Great Staughton 

(Asset 572, MCB613);  

• Earthwork remains of Ridge and 

furrow, Great Staughton (Asset 

986, HER 00424); and 

• Blocks of medieval and/or post-

medieval ridge and furrow 

cultivation (Asset 299, MBD1807) 

 

Assessment of effects upon the setting 

of these non-designated heritage assets 

is provided in PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-4 and sections 6.8.28 to 

6.8.43 of this chapter 
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6.6 Baseline Conditions 

Baseline for Potential Direct Impacts 

6.6.1 The Heritage Baseline Conditions identified within the Scheme Boundary and 

1 km Study Area are discussed in detail within a Cultural Heritage and 

Archaeology ‘Desk Based Assessment’ which is included as PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-2. The Desk Based Assessment includes a period-by-period 

review of all the available NHLE and HER data within the 1 km Study Area 

and sections outlining relevant previous archaeological investigations as well 

as cartographic, aerial photography and LiDAR assessments. 

6.6.2 AOC Archaeology also undertook an archaeological geophysical survey 

between November 2022 and October 2023, the technical report for which is 

also included as PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5. 

6.6.3 The following sections include a summary of the identified heritage assets 

and geophysical survey anomalies within the Scheme Boundary along with 

an assessment of the potential for further as yet unidentified remains within 

the Scheme Boundary that will be used to form the baseline for the 

assessment of direct impacts during the construction phase of the Scheme.    

Site A 

6.6.4 The identified heritage assets within Site A include cropmarks of prehistoric 

hut circles (Asset 210); the extent of a medieval deer park (centred Asset 515 

and also recorded by the HER as Asset 514); and post-medieval remains 

typical of a rural, agrarian landscape including historically recorded buildings 

(Assets 178, 188, 321, 736 and 737), a fishpond (Asset 438), rabbit warren 

(Asset 335), extraction pits (Asset 173) and a field name ‘Brick Pastures’ 

thought to be associated with a former brick works (centred Asset 333). 

6.6.5 National Mapping Project data provided by the Bedford Borough HER also 

records areas of levelled medieval ridge and furrow (centred Assets 814 and 

816) and post-medieval steam ploughed cultivation remains within Site A 
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(centred Assets 815) which are thought to be remnants of the former land 

enclosure within the parishes of Keysoe (Asset 862) and Pertenhall (Asset 

864), as depicted on late 18th century enclosure maps.  

6.6.6 The Bedford Borough HER also records one of the historic routes (as 

recorded on post-medieval mapping) within the parish of Pertenhall running 

in to the north-eastern most field of Site A (Asset 860), as a no longer extant 

continuation of Green End, Pertenhall.  

6.6.7 The only previous archaeological investigation recorded near to Site A was a 

large trial trench evaluation in 2013 (centred Events 527 and 555) that is 

located within a field that is surrounded by, but not included within, the extent 

of Site A. This evaluation identified areas of Iron Age, early Roman, medieval, 

and post-medieval activity85. 

6.6.8 The geophysical survey undertaken by AOC identified numerous anomalies 

(Anomalies 34a, 36a, 38a, 39a, 41a) within Site A which appear to form six 

main foci of archaeological activity. These include anomalies thought to be 

related to the HER documented prehistoric hut circles (Anomaly 41a; Asset 

210) as well as further linear enclosure features (Anomalies 34a and 38a) and 

further likely settlement enclosures including ring ditches (Anomalies 36a, 39a 

and 41a). The survey also identified a positive anomaly (Anomaly 37a) that 

could relate to spread out material from a former building (Asset 176), linear 

positive anomalies that correlate to field boundaries on historic mapping 

(PEIR Volume 3 Figure 6-20) and two areas of highly magnetic dipolar 

anomalies (Anomalies 41b and 41c) that appear to relate to the location of a 

former gravel pit (Asset 173) and the former site of Beavers Park Farm 

(Assets 178 and 321). Modern and historic agricultural practices have also 

been recorded in the form of historic ridge and furrows regimes, modern 

ploughing, and drains. Further possible archaeological anomalies (Anomalies 

34b, 34c, 34d, 35a; 36b, 38b and 39b) are recorded within Site A in forms that 

could not be more confidently interpreted due to being inconsistent or slightly 

ephemeral. These anomalies are fully described (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 
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6-5, Pages 9 to 10) and illustrated (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5, Figures 

6.1 to 6.15) within the geophysical survey report. 

6.6.9 Given the known assets within Site A and the results of the geophysical 

survey, it is assessed that there is a High potential for buried remains dating 

from the Iron Age to Roman periods (concentrated in the areas of probable 

settlement cropmarks and geophysical anomalies); a High potential for 

remains dating from the medieval and post-medieval periods (most likely 

relating to agricultural activities in the form of recorded areas of ridge and 

furrow and former field boundaries, as well as potential buried remains of 

post-medieval structures, access routes and former quarry pits) and a Low 

potential for remains of any other date. The geophysical survey covered a 

large area, amounting to a sample size of c. 629 ha to date, and successfully 

confirmed the presence of previously recorded cropmark features along with 

ridge and furrow remains and former post-medieval field boundaries. It is, 

therefore, considered that there is a Low potential for archaeological remains 

of any date in the areas without recorded anomalies, though the potential for 

remains cannot be entirely discounted. Further investigation, in the form of 

archaeological trial trenching will be undertaken, as per a WSI produced in 

line with the brief provided by BBHET and CHET in May 2024, which will 

further revise this assessment of potential and be reported in the ES. 

Site B 

6.6.10 The heritage assets identified within Site B include cropmarks interpreted as 

the remains of a Bronze Age and/or Iron Age ring ditch (Asset 279); as well 

as undated and Iron Age and/or Romano-British enclosures and settlements 

(Assets 218, 219, 237, 273, 274 & 275).  

6.6.11 Three buildings, all of which likely date from at least the post-medieval period 

(Assets 186, 322 & 738) and several extraction pits (centred Assets 338 and 

346) have also been recorded within Site B.  
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6.6.12 A number of findspots (Assets 740-749) including an Anglo-Saxon coin, as 

well as medieval and post-medieval metal items (largely coins) have been 

reportedly recovered during metal detecting activities within Site B.  

6.6.13 The Bedford Borough HER also records one of the historic routes within the 

parish of Keysoe (Asset 858) running on the alignment of the B660 in the 

western part of Site B along with the recorded location of a former milestone 

(Asset 455). It also records a no longer extant route that ran through the parish 

of Little Staughton (Asset 861), running on a curving west to east alignment 

between Keysoe and Green End, which appears to survive as the line of some 

of the field boundaries in the southern part of Site B. These recorded post-

medieval routes in the parish of Little Staughton that run through Site B also 

include the extant routes of Little Staughton Road and Staughton Road.  

6.6.14 National Mapping Project data also records areas of ridge and furrow (Assets 

817, 818, 826 and 829) and former boundary banks (centred Assets 819, 821 

to 825 and 827 to 828). The site visit confirmed that most of these features 

appear to have been levelled with the exception of a low rise identified along 

a field boundary within the centre northern area of Site B which may correlate 

to Asset 822 and extant earthwork remains of an area of ridge and furrow in 

the south-eastern corner of Site B (centred Asset 829).  

6.6.15 The geophysical survey undertaken by AOC identified numerous 

archaeological anomalies within Site B (Anomalies) which appear to form 

eight focussed areas of activity which most likely represent well-structured 

settlement systems with double ditch trackways (Anomalies 18a and 27a), 

enclosure systems (Anomalies 7a; 10a; 11a; 11b; 12a; 20a; 21a; 21c; 26a; 

28b and 31a) and possible funerary activity in the form of barrows (Anomaly 

28a). Some of the anomalies thought to be indicative of prehistoric settlement 

(Anomalies 18a and 20a) correlate with HER recorded cropmarks (Assets 219 

and 275) in the southern part of Site B. The survey also identified a circular 

area of relatively magnetically quiet response (Anomaly 30a) which could be 

natural or could relate to the location of a former gravel pit (Asset 340); along 
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with a spread of dipolar anomalies that are considered likely to relate to 

extraction activities in the northern part of Site B. Linear positive anomalies 

that correlate to field boundaries on historic mapping (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 

6-21) were identified across Site B and modern and historic agricultural 

practices have also been recorded in form of historic ridge and furrows 

regimes, modern ploughing, and drains. Further possible archaeological 

anomalies (Anomalies 8a; 8c; 11c; 18c; 18d; 20c; 21b; 21d; 26b and 33a) are 

recorded within Site B in forms that could not be more confidently interpreted 

due to being inconsistent or slightly ephemeral. The anomaly recorded as 21b 

appears to be in the vicinity of D-shaped enclosure cropmarks recorded in the 

HER (centred Asset 217). These anomalies are fully described (PEIR Volume 

2 Appendix 6-5, Pages 10 to 13) and illustrated (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 

6-5, Figures 6.16 to 6.47) within the geophysical survey report. 

6.6.16 Within Site B it is assessed that there is a High potential for Bronze Age 

funerary activity (centred on anomaly 28a); a High potential for buried remains 

dating from the Iron Age to Roman periods (concentrated in the areas of 

probable settlement cropmarks and geophysical anomalies); a High potential 

for remains dating from the medieval and post-medieval periods (most likely 

relating to agricultural activities in the form of recorded areas of ridge and 

furrow and former field boundaries, as well as potential buried remains of 

post-medieval structures, access routes and former quarry pits) and a Low 

potential for remains of any other date. Given the geophysical survey results 

and its sample size it is, therefore, considered that there is a Low potential for 

archaeological remains of any date in the areas without recorded anomalies, 

though the potential for remains cannot be entirely discounted. Further 

investigation, in the form of archaeological trial trenching will be undertaken, 

as per a WSI produced in line the brief provided by BBHET and CHET in May 

2024, which will further revise this assessment of potential and be reported in 

the ES. 
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Cable Corridor - Site B to Site C 

6.6.17 Between Sites B and C, levelled ridge and furrow cultivation has been 

recorded from historic aerial photography (centred Asset 678). These remains 

as well as other parcels of reported ridge and furrow are thought to be 

associated with the historic and deserted settlement known as Garden Farm 

(centred Asset 593, within the westernmost part of Site C). LiDAR data (PEIR 

Volume 3 Figure 6-33) appears to indicate an area of earthwork remains to 

the south-east of the Site B to Site C Cable Corridor, but these appear to be 

an extant modern pond and woodland rather than features of heritage 

significance. An Iron Age ditch was recorded (Asset 652) during an evaluation 

at the Orchard, Garden Farm in 2018 (Event 735) in an area just to the north 

of the Site B to Site C Cable Corridor. 

6.6.18 Along the Site B to Site C Cable Corridor it is assessed that there is a High 

potential for remains dating from the medieval and post-medieval periods 

(most likely relating to agricultural activities in the form of recorded areas of 

ridge and furrow and former field boundaries), a Medium potential for remains 

of Iron Age to Roman date (due to nearby recorded features) and a Low 

potential for remains of any other date. The geophysical survey is yet to cover 

this area, so this assessment of potential has been assessed via the HER 

data along with cartographic, aerial photographic and LiDAR assessment 

which are outlined in PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-2. Further investigation, 

initially in the form of geophysical survey, will further revise this assessment 

of potential and be reported in the ES. 

Site C  

6.6.19 There is a Scheduled Monument located just beyond the southern boundary 

of Site C; Two bowl barrows 900 m and 1 km east of Old Manor Farm (centred 

Asset 13) which are considered likely to be Late Neolithic to Bronze Age in 

date.  
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6.6.20 The only broadly contemporary activity identified takes the form of a findspot 

of a polished stone axe (Asset 676) which is also documented within Site C. 

6.6.21 The non-designated heritage assets identified within Site C are largely 

grouped in its northern half, which occupies relatively flat ground to the south 

of the River Kym. Remains in this area have been reported to include undated 

mounds associated with flints (Asset 584); square and rectilinear enclosures 

(Assets 629, 690, 707 & 710), which were considered likely to be indicative of 

Roman settlement by the Cambridgeshire HER; a possible Roman Road 

aligned roughly north-east, south-west (centred Asset 691); an area of 

quarrying and possible structure (Asset 592), which may also be Roman in 

date and four findspots (Assets 585, 589, & 591 and 839) which are Roman 

in date. These non-designated heritage assets are located within the extent 

of the newly Scheduled Roman small town south of Great Staughton (Asset 

991, Scheduled in September 2024), whose extent was identified via 

geophysical survey (see section 6.6.25) and limited trial trenching (see 

section 6.6.9). 

6.6.22 The Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Record (‘CHER’) also records the 

centre point for a former settlement, Garden Farm, Great Staughton (Asset 

593) within the westernmost fields of Site C. This heritage asset marks the 

centre of a linear arrangement of enclosures, formerly visible as cropmarks, 

that are thought to be associated with the adjacent areas of ridge and furrow 

earthworks and banks to the west (Asset 678) and east (Assets 987 to 990) 

that  were recorded in the National Mapping Project data and appear to be 

visible in the processed LiDAR data produced for this assessment (PEIR 

Volume 3 Figure 6-33).  

6.6.23 Further activity is also identified within Site C in the form of the extent of a 

medieval deer park (Asset 668) and areas of medieval ridge and furrow 

cultivation (Assets 678, 680, 690, 830, 937, 943 and 944).  
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6.6.24 Three post-medieval buildings including two possible farms or ancillary 

agricultural structures (Assets 184 & 185) and one mill (Asset 190), have also 

been recorded from historic mapping within Site C.  

6.6.25 The geophysical survey undertaken by AOC identified an extensive area of 

archaeological activity within the northern part of Site C spreading across 

approximately 31ha which appears to reflect a well organised and advanced 

settlement (relating to the recorded cropmark Assets 629, 690, 707 & 710) of 

probable Romano-British date with a network of roads (including Asset 691), 

internal divisions, and possible central main square. It is also considered likely 

that the area was used for production activity. The recorded anomalies within 

this 31ha settlement include, but are not limited to, a central empty and 

magnetically quiet rectilinear area, possibly a main square, (Anomaly 44c) 

from which at least three sets of linear anomalies, likely roads, converge 

(Anomalies 46a; 42b; 47a). The density of anomalies in the geophysical 

survey is considered likely to be representative of multiple phases of 

occupation in what is being interpreted as a small Roman town with evidence 

for possible production activities, such as pottery or metal working along its 

margins (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5, Pages 12 to 13 and Figures 4.9, 

4.10, 6.48, 6.49, 6.50, 6.51, 6.52 and 6.53).  

6.6.26 Additionally, the geophysical survey also identified a separate focus of 

archaeological activity in the southern part of Site C in the form of semi-

rectilinear and rectilinear shapes (Anomaly 43a) that do not appear to be as 

dense as the settlement to the north but could still prove to be contemporary 

(PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5, Page 13 and Figure 6.55).  

6.6.27 Linear positive anomalies that correlate to field boundaries on historic 

mapping (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 6-22) were also identified across Site C and 

modern and historic agricultural practices have also been recorded in the form 

of historic ridge and furrow regimes, modern ploughing, and drains. Further 

possible archaeological anomalies (Anomalies 43b; 43c; 46b; 47c; and 47d) 

are recorded within Site C in forms that could not be more confidently 
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interpreted due to being inconsistent or slightly ephemeral. Anomalies of 

unclear origin (Anomalies 42c; 44b and 43d), which do not exhibit any 

characteristic shapes or signals, were also identified within Site C which may 

be of natural or modern origin but could also prove to be archaeological in 

nature. These anomalies are fully described (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5, 

Pages 13 to 16) and illustrated (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5, Figures 6.47 

to 6.58) within the geophysical survey report. 

6.6.28 Preliminary analysis of the geophysical survey within Fields 65 and 66 (the 

westernmost of the fields within Site C) has identified a concentred cluster of 

positive linear, curvilinear and circular anomalies within the centre of Field 66 

which are suggestive of possible prehistoric settlement structures or an 

enclosure system. Anomalies of similar morphology extend further south, 

close to the border with Area 66 and possibly beyond; however, a mapped 

historic field boundary is overlapping with the cluster of probable archaeology 

and continues further south crossing via entire Area 65; therefore, some of 

those anomalies are connected to the field boundary itself. Possible 

archaeological anomalies have also been recorded within the southern part 

of Area 66, in the form of discrete linear, curvilinear and circular anomalies 

(Anomaly 66b) and in the eastern part of Area 65 (Anomaly 65a), both of 

which may be archaeological in nature but are too ephemeral or obscured by 

evidence for post-medieval and modern agricultural activities. Anomalies of 

unclear origin (Anomaly 65b) and linear anomalies that appear to be 

representative of historic field boundaries were also identified within Fields 65 

and 66. These anomalies are fully described (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5, 

Pages 13 to 16) and illustrated (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5, Figures 6.67 

to 6.69) within the geophysical survey report.  

6.6.29 An application to schedule the possible Roman settlement (centred on Asset 

991) within the northern part of Site C was submitted to HE in May 2024 and 

in support of this a limited trial trench evaluation was undertaken in May 2024. 

This evaluation was comprised of four trenches, each measuring 20m x 3.6m. 

These trenches were designed to target different geophysical anomalies and 
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characterise the archaeological remains. Archaeological remains were 

present in all four trenches. These features included two pits and four ditches 

within Trench 1; two roads or yard surfaces, two ditches, two pits and one 

posthole within Trench 2; a robbed out wall, three ditches, two pits and one 

posthole within Trench 3; and six ditches and two postholes within Trench 4. 

The provisional results indicate that the majority of the features recorded date 

to the Roman period and most of the remains were noted to be fairly well 

preserved with the upper levels of Roman occupation lying directly beneath 

the modern ploughsoil which was up to 0.3m deep. There was also some 

limited evidence for earlier activity within Trench 4 but this could not be 

confirmed within the confines of the investigation. It was also noted that the 

archaeological features recorded were largely in keeping with the anomalies 

recorded through geophysical survey, indicating a high confidence rating in 

the geophysical survey results (see PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-6). The 

Roman Settlement (centred on Asset 991) was Scheduled in September 

2024. 

6.6.30 Given the known assets recorded within Site C and the results of the 

geophysical survey, it is assessed that there is a High potential for Late 

Neolithic to Bronze Age funerary activity (centred on the Scheduled 

Monument, Asset 13); a High potential for buried remains dating from the Iron 

Age to Roman periods (including the Scheduled Roman town with associated 

roads and a separate smaller area of settlement to the south); a High potential 

for remains dating from the medieval and post-medieval periods (most likely 

relating to agricultural activities in the form of recorded areas of ridge and 

furrow and former field boundaries, as well as potential buried remains of 

post-medieval structures) and a Low potential for remains of any other date. 

Given the geophysical survey results and its sample size it is, therefore, 

considered that there is a Low potential for archaeological remains of any date 

in the areas without recorded anomalies, though the potential for remains 

cannot be entirely discounted. Further investigation, in the form of 

archaeological trial trenching will be undertaken, as per a WSI produced in 
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line the brief provided by BBHET and CHET in May 2024, which will further 

revise this assessment of potential and be reported in the ES. 

Cable Corridor - Site C to Site D 

6.6.31 An area of mapped ridge and furrow (Asset 679) is recorded as extending into 

the Site C to Site D Cable Corridor.  

6.6.32 Along the Site C to Site D Cable Corridor it is assessed that there is a High 

potential for remains dating from the medieval and post-medieval periods 

(most likely relating to agricultural activities in the form of areas of ridge and 

furrow and former field boundaries), a Medium potential for remains of Iron 

Age to Roman date (due to nearby recorded features) and a Low potential for 

remains of any other date. The geophysical survey is yet to cover this area, 

so this assessment of potential has been assessed via the HER data along 

with cartographic, aerial photographic and LiDAR assessment which are 

outlined in PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-2. Further investigation, initially in the 

form of geophysical survey, will further revise this assessment of potential and 

be reported in the ES. 

Site D 

6.6.33 The heritage assets identified within Site D include cropmarks of ditches 

thought likely to form an enclosure of Iron Age to Roman date (Asset 644); a 

possible medieval moated site (Asset 407); and the eastern extent of a post-

medieval quarry (centred Asset 674).  

6.6.34 An aerial investigation and mapping project recorded an undated bank, wall 

or path (Asset 938) in the north-western part of Site D and a medieval 

boundary bank and earthwork remains of medieval ridge and furrow (centred 

Asset 773) as extending into the eastern area of Site D.  

6.6.35 The geophysical survey undertaken by AOC identified scattered 

archaeological anomalies within Site D in the form of settlement/ enclosure 

systems and possible trackways (Anomalies 48a; 49a; and 49b) which could 
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relate to the area of ditched enclosure cropmarks noted in the HER data 

(Asset 644). Linear positive anomalies that correlate to field boundaries on 

historic mapping (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 6-23) were identified across Site D 

and modern and historic agricultural practices have also been recorded in 

form of historic ridge and furrows regimes, modern ploughing, and drains. 

Further possible archaeological anomalies are recorded within Site D in forms 

that could not be more confidently interpreted due to being inconsistent or 

slightly ephemeral and an anomaly of unclear origin (Anomaly 48d) was also 

identified which may be related to the post-medieval quarry (centred Asset 

674) but could also be natural in origin. These anomalies are fully described 

(PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5, Pages 16 to 17) and illustrated (PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 6-5, Figures 6.59 to 6.66) within the geophysical survey 

report. 

6.6.36 Given the known heritage assets within Site D and the results of the 

geophysical survey,  it is assessed that there is a High potential for buried 

remains dating from the Iron Age to Roman periods (concentrated in the areas 

of probable settlement cropmarks and geophysical anomalies); a High 

potential for remains dating from the medieval and post-medieval periods 

(most likely relating to agricultural activities in the form of recorded areas of 

ridge and furrow and former field boundaries, a moated site and potential 

buried remains of a post-medieval quarry pit) and a Low potential for remains 

of any other date. Given the geophysical survey results and its sample size it 

is, therefore, considered that there is a Low potential for archaeological 

remains of any date in the areas without recorded anomalies, though the 

potential for remains cannot be entirely discounted. Further investigation, in 

the form of archaeological trial trenching will be undertaken, as per a WSI 

produced in line the brief provided by BBHET and CHET in May 2024, which 

will further revise this assessment of potential and be reported in the ES. 
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Grid Connection 

6.6.37 The heritage assets recorded along the route of the Grid Connection include 

the presumed route of a Roman road between Cambridge and Bolnhurst 

(centred Asset 408/706). This road is thought to have been used in later 

periods and was known as Green Lane (Asset 418). A review of aerial 

photography also identified a subcircular enclosure of possible later 

prehistoric date and a circular ditched enclosure of Iron Age or Roman date 

(Assets 244 to 247) within the southernmost extent of the Grid Connection as 

well as further cropmarks interpreted as Iron Age settlement remains (Asset 

835) within the southern half of the Grid Connection.  

6.6.38 Three areas of ridge and furrow cultivation (centred Assets 777, 778 & 785) 

are recorded at the northern end of the Grid Connection. Further areas of 

levelled ridge and furrow, with associated banks and ditches, have been 

identified by aerial photographic and LiDAR analysis (Assets 832 to 834 and 

836 to 841) in the central and southern portions of the Grid Connection, some 

of which are considered likely to be related to areas of enclosure (centred on 

Asset 865) depicted on a late 18th century map of Eaton Socon Parish86. A 

further area of ridge and furrow (Asset 842) is recorded as extending to the 

edge of the proposed Access route from the B645 to the Grid Connection. 

6.6.39 Along the Grid Connection it is assessed that there is a High potential for 

remains dating from the Iron Age to Roman period (possible settlement 

remains – Assets 244 to 247 and 835 as well as a documented Roman Road 

– Asset 408 / 706); a High potential for remains dating from the medieval and 

post-medieval periods (most likely relating to agricultural activities in the form 

areas of ridge and furrow and former field boundaries); and a Low potential 

for remains of any other date. The geophysical survey has not covered this 

part of the Scheme, so this assessment of potential has been assessed via 

the HER data along with cartographic, aerial photographic and LiDAR 

assessment which are outlined in PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-2. Further 
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investigation, initially in the form of geophysical survey, will further revise this 

assessment of potential and be reported in the ES. 

Baseline for Potential Setting Impacts 

6.6.40 A 3 km Study Area has been utilised for the assessment of potential impacts 

on the setting of designated heritage assets including World Heritage Sites, 

Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings, Registered Parks and Gardens, 

Registered Battlefields, and Conservation Areas. The ZTVs produced for the 

Scheme (PEIR Volume 3 Figures 5-3a, 5-3b, 5-3d and 5-3e) indicate that 

there is very low potential for any visibility beyond 3 km. All of the heritage 

assets considered for the potential setting impacts are outlined in PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 6-4 and detailed within PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-1. 

6.6.41 The NHLE records one Scheduled Monument located just to the south of the 

southern boundary of Site C; Two bowl barrows 900 m and 1 km east of Old 

Manor Farm (centred Asset 13). The newly Scheduled Roman town (Asset 

991), as identified by the geophysical survey, is located within the northern 

part of Site C. 

6.6.42 There are an additional 17 Scheduled Monuments recorded within 3 km of 

the Scheme Boundary. These include a prehistoric defensive and domestic 

monument (Asset 5); a Roman settlement (Asset 2); an early historic or Saxon 

settlement and defensive site (Asset 90); medieval moated sites (Assets 3, 4, 

6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 91 and 95); medieval defensive and ecclesiastical monuments 

(Assets 1, 11, 12, & 89) and a post-medieval maltings (Asset 16). 

6.6.43 The following Conservation Areas have been identified within the 3km Study 

Area: 

• Swineshead (centred Asset 169) c. 820 m west of Site A. There is one 

Grade I Listed Building, the Church of St Nicholas (Asset 755) and 16 

Grade II Listed Buildings within the Conservation Area.  
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• Upper Dean (centred Asset 170) c. 2.7 km north-west of Site A. There is 

one Grade I Listed Building, Church of All Saints (Asset 804) and eleven 

Grade II Listed Buildings within the Conservation Area. 

• Riseley (centred Asset 171) c. 1.17 km south-west of Site A. Riseley 

Conservation Area is composed of three separate areas within the modern 

extent of the village. There is one Grade I Listed Building, Church of All 

Saints (Asset 332); and 52 Grade II Listed Buildings within the 

Conservation Area. 

• Stonely (centred Asset 166) c. 2.36 km north of Site B. There are 18 Grade 

II Listed Buildings within the Conservation Area. 

• Kimbolton (centred Asset 168) c. 2.76 km north of Site B. There are three 

Grade I Listed Buildings; Church of St Andrew (Asset 799); Gatehouse to 

Kimbolton School (Asset 796); and Kimbolton School/ Kimbolton castle 

(Asset 795) as well as six Grade II* Listed Buildings (Assets 797, 798 and 

800 to 803) and 75 Grade II Listed Buildings within the Conservation Area. 

• Great Staughton (centred Asset 164) c. 200m north of Site C. There is one 

Grade I Listed Building; the Church of St Andrew (Asset 534); one Grade 

II* Listed Building (Asset 805); and 16 Grade II Listed Buildings within the 

Conservation Area.  

• Staughton Highway (centred Asset 165) c. 270 m north of Site C. There 

are 12 Grade II Listed Buildings within the Conservation Area. 

• St Neots (centred Asset 167) c. 400 m east of the Grid Connection. This 

Conservation Area encompasses 150 Listed Buildings largely grouped in 

the western and centre eastern area of the Conservation Area which 

include the Grade I Listed Church of St Mary (Asset 807) and six Grade 

II* Listed Buildings (Assets 808 to 813). 

6.6.44 Within the 3 km Study Area, not within Conservation Areas, there are an 

additional four Grade I Listed Buildings: 

• Church of St Mary the Virgin (Asset 19) c. 660 m south-west of Site B at 

Keysoe; 
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• Church of All Saints (Asset 38), c. 510 m south-east of Site B at Little 

Staughton; 

• Church of St Peter (Asset 48), c. 355 m north-east of Site A at Pertenhall; 

and 

• Bushmead Priory (Asset 80), c. 2.55 km south of Site C, located within the 

Scheduled extent of Bushmead Priory (centred Asset 11) 

6.6.45 Within the 3 km Study Area, not within Conservation Areas, there are an 

additional seven Grade II* Listed Buildings: 

• The Old Rectory (Asset 49), c. 200 m north of Site A; 

• The Parish Church of St Denys (Asset 99), c. 2 km south-east of the Grid 

Connection; 

• Gaynes Halls (Asset 117), c. 2.53 km north of Site D; 

• Bassmead Manor Farmhouse (Asset 159), c.1.37 km south of Site D; 

• The Parish Church of St James (Asset 205), c. 3km north-east of the Grid 

Connection; 

• Litte Paxton Hall (Asset 256), c. 3km north-east of the Grid Connection; 

and 

• The Parish Church of St Nicholas (Asset 806), c. 750m north-east of the 

Grid Connection. 

6.6.46 This assessment has also identified 168 Grade II Listed Buildings (Assets 14, 

15, 17, 18, 20, 21 to 37, 39 to 47, 50 to 79, 81 to 88, 92 to 94, 96 to 98, 100 

to 116, 118 to 163, 199 to 202, 204, 206, 207, 224, 238, 248, 255, 258 to 260, 

263, 265, 266, 277, 278, 283 to 285, 293, 296, 306 to 308, 313, 317 and 526) 

within 3 km of the Scheme Boundary which are located outside the 

Conservation Areas discussed above (see PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-1). 

These Listed Buildings can largely be characterised as late medieval and 

post-medieval and comprise rural farmhouses, cottages, and village 

residential dwellings typical of a dispersed post-medieval agricultural 

landscape. 
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6.6.47 The Grade II Listed Buildings that are located within Conservation Areas have 

not been assigned unique Asset Numbers as the potential impacts upon their 

settings will be considered as part of the assessment of the Conservation 

Areas. All of the designated heritage assets identified within 3 km of the Site 

(with the exception of Grade II Listed Buildings within Conservation Areas) 

are depicted on PEIR Volume 3 Figures 6-7 to 6-13. 

6.6.48 No World Heritage Sites, Registered Parks and Gardens or Registered 

Battlefields have been identified within the 3 km Study Area. 

6.6.49 The non-designated heritage assets that have also been included within the 

assessment of potential impact upon setting include assets of potentially 

national importance and assets agreed by consultation with the BBHET and 

CHET (as noted in the consultation table). These are comprised of:  

• extant earthwork mounds (Assets 328, 553, and 572); 

• suspected deserted medieval village earthworks (Assets 315, 355, 417 

and 756); 

• potential remnants of moated sites (Assets 311, 378, 407, 610, 633, 640 

and 643);  

• the earthwork remnants of former designed landscapes/gardens (Assets 

318 and 648);  

• the earthwork remains of ridge and furrow near to Great Staughton (Asset 

986) and Little Staughton (Asset 299); and the 

• Last Straw Cottage (Asset 192), a building of local interest. 

Impacts Scoped Out of Assessment 

6.6.50 The ZTVs produced for the Scheme; including for the Solar Array and 

Transformers (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 5-3a and 5-3b), the East Park BESS 

& Substation Option 1 (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 5-3c) and the East Park BESS 

& Substation Option 2 (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 5-3d), indicate that there is 

very low potential for any visibility beyond 3 km. Consultation with Historic 

England, BBHET and CHET agreed the scoping in of three additional 
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designated heritage assets (the Grade I Listed Church of St Leonard - Asset 

985; the Grade II* Listed Warren House - Asset 984; and the Grade II Listed 

Priory Cottage - Asset 983) beyond the 3 km Study Area, with all other 

heritage assets beyond this distance being scoped out (as per Table 6.7). 

6.6.51 A review of designated heritage assets within the 3 km Study Area (PEIR 

Volume 3 Figures 6-7 to 6-13) located beyond the ZTVs was undertaken to 

identify any assets which may be seen backdropped by the Scheme in key 

views toward them that could impact upon their settings. These assets include 

those considered to have a High relative sensitivity to changes in their 

landscape setting and, as such, have been scoped in to the assessment (all 

other assets outside the ZTVs have been scoped out but are still shown on 

PEIR Volume 3 Figures 6-7 to 6-13 for completeness). These assets outside 

the ZTV but scoped in include the: 

• Kimbolton Conservation Area (Asset 168) including the Grade I and Grade 

II* Listed elements of Kimbolton School (Assets 795 to 798) and the Grade 

I Listed Church of St Nicholas (Asset 799); 

• Riseley Conservation Area (Asset 171) including the Grade I Listed 

Church of All Saints (Asset 332);  

• Upper Dean Conservation Area (Asset 170) including the Grade I Listed 

Church of All Saints (Asset 804); 

• Grade II* Listed Church of St Nicholas in Hail Weston (Asset 806);  

• Grade I Listed Church of St Leonard in Southoe (Asset 985); 

• Grade II* Listed Bassmead Manor Farmhouse (Asset 159); and 

• Scheduled Monuments including motte castles (Asset 12), a village cross 

(Asset 1), moated sites (Assets 3, 7, 8 and 10), priory’s (Assets 11 and 

80) and a univallate hillfort and moated site (Asset 5). 

6.6.52 This assessment has also scoped in three Grade II Listed Buildings within 

Duloe (Assets 14, 15 and 157), which are outside the ZTVs and therefore not 

considered to have any Operational Phase Effects but are located within 
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500m of the proposed grid connection route so have been included for 

consideration of Construction Phase Effects. 

6.6.53 A review of the relative sensitivity of all non-designated heritage assets within 

the defined Study Areas has also been undertaken. Non-designated heritage 

assets of potentially national importance, with others agreed by consultation 

with the BBHET and CHET, have been scoped in to the assessment of 

potential impacts upon setting (as per Table 6.7 and Para 6.6.48). Impacts 

upon the settings of all other non-designated assets have been scoped out of 

this assessment.  

Future Baseline 

6.6.54 In the absence of the Scheme, it is anticipated that the only alteration to the 

cultural heritage baseline as presented in this chapter would be within newly 

Scheduled Roman Small Town south of Great Staughton (Asset 991, 

Scheduled in September 2024) where the land use would likely change from 

arable to pastoral use which may necessitate the area being surrounded by 

stock fencing. It is assumed that in the absence of the Scheme the wider area 

would continue in arable use and that, consequently, there would be 

continued and sustained direct impacts upon buried archaeological remains 

(with the exception of the Scheduled Area noted above) as a result of 

ploughing and other agricultural related ground breaking activities (land drain 

maintenance and installation etc.). 
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6.7 Design, Embedded Mitigation and Enhancement Measures 

Design 

Illustrative Environmental Masterplan 

6.7.1 The Illustrative Environmental Masterplan accompanying this PEIR is 

provided on PEIR Volume 3 Figure 2-2 and illustrates the likely Scheme 

masterplan along with environmental constraints and illustrative landscape 

proposals.  

6.7.2 The Illustrative Environmental Masterplan on PEIR Volume 3 Figure 2-2 is 

annotated to set out the purpose of the proposals to meet the design 

objectives and mitigate for the impacts of the Scheme, these include: 

• Proposed hedgerows with trees for landscape integration, visual 

screening and habitat connectivity. In parts of the Site these have been 

provided to restore historic field boundaries; and 

• Creation of species-diverse grassland meadow in Site C to remove 

Roman small town to south of Great Staughton Scheduled Monument 

(Asset 991) from agricultural cultivation.   

6.7.3 The proposed layout of the Scheme has been designed to respect existing 

field boundaries (many of which are surviving remnants of post-medieval field 

systems) and includes elements of proposed landscaping between the areas 

of panels and, in places, to create wider buffers from the areas of solar panels 

to the Scheme boundary. Details regarding all new proposed landscape 

elements are included within PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 2-2: Outline 

Landscape and Ecological Management Plan, and the proposals include new 

Native Species Woodland or Woodland Belt; new Native Species Hedgerow; 

new Native Species Individual Trees; new Grazing Pasture or Neutral 

Grassland; new Species-Diverse Grassland; and Proposed Permissive Paths 

(PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 2-2, Section 4.3). 
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6.7.4 These wider buffer areas are located in the western, southern and north-

eastern parts of Site A; the south-western and south-eastern parts of Site B 

and the northern part (covering the extent of the newly Scheduled Roman 

small town south of Great Staughton - Asset 991) and the southern edge of 

Site C. These areas of green infrastructure would provide a wider boundary 

between the nearby built heritage in Pertenhall (north-eastern part of Site A), 

Keysoe (southern part of Site A and south-western part of Site B), Little 

Staughton (south-eastern part of Site B) and Great Staughton (northern part 

of Site C) as well as providing a wider buffer to two of the identified Scheduled 

Monuments to the south of Site C (the wider buffer along the southern edge 

of Site C). Where green infrastructure is proposed it is anticipated there would 

be limited impacts upon buried archaeological remains and it is also noted 

that, in some cases, the additional areas of green infrastructure would reduce 

the potential effects upon the settings of heritage assets. This is factored in to 

the Assessment of Likely Impacts and Effects (Section 6.8), and the 

supporting appendices to this Chapter. 

Embedded Mitigation 

Site Selection 

6.7.5 A consideration of alternative sites was undertaken from the outset of the 

project through the site selection process which is considered part of the 

embedded mitigation as a first step in avoiding significant effects on cultural 

heritage. The site selection process followed two broad stages: 

• The first stage, set out in the Site Identification Report in PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 3-1 identified a ‘Search Zone’ for the most appropriate location 

for a large-scale solar NSIP capable of utilising the available grid capacity 

within the Eaton Socon Substation.  

• The second stage, set out in the Land Identification Report (LIR) in PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 3-2 follows on from the first stage and comprised a 

high-level review of the land offered to the Applicant to establish 

constraints to development of the Scheme and refine the overall 
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landholding to be taken forward. This second stage considered the design 

principles set out above as key design guidelines used to determine the 

Site location. 

6.7.6 The Site location benefits from detailed work to avoid or reduce as far as 

possible the most significant effects on cultural heritage, and this embedded 

mitigation is the first stage in following the mitigation hierarchy.  

Construction Phase 

6.7.7 The Outline Construction Environmental Management Plan (oCEMP – PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 2-3) includes commitments in relation to working around 

archaeological remains. These include specific measure in relation to the 

Roman small town to the south of Great Staughton Scheduled Monument 

(Asset 991), see subsection below, and other more general measures 

regarding identified archaeological remains. 

6.7.8 These general measures include mitigation of direct effects set out within 

approved Written Scheme of Investigations (WSI) for the pre-construction 

archaeological investigation (including the trial trench investigations of Sites 

A, B, C and D which have already commenced), with the outlined works being 

overseen by a suitably qualified Archaeological Clerk of Works (ACoW). This 

will allow for Areas of Archaeological Constraint (AAC) to be identified prior to 

construction and for these AACs to be preserved in situ by using non-intrusive 

construction techniques, such as those illustrated by the example on PEIR 

Volume 3 Figure 2-3a (and see PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 2-3, Table 5.2). 

6.7.9 With regard to indirect effects the oCEMP notes that a Surface Water 

Management Plan will be followed (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 8-2) in order 

to prevent any surface water scouring and that as there are no significant 

excavations or underground obstructions that could affect groundwater 

movement, it is not anticipated that there would be any significant impacts on 

groundwater that could result in significant effects upon organic 

archaeological and palaeoenvironmental remains (ibid.). 
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6.7.10 With regard to temporary effects upon the setting of heritage assets within the 

Construction Phase the oCEMP notes that best practice measures will be 

implemented to control noise, light, vibration, and vehicle movements (ibid.).  

The Roman small town south of Great Staughton Scheduled Monument 

6.7.11 As noted in the discussion of the baseline above, the geophysical survey 

undertaken by AOC identified an extensive area of archaeological activity 

within northern part of Site C spreading across approximately 31ha which 

appears to reflect a well organised and advanced settlement (relating to the 

recorded cropmark Assets 629, 690, 707 & 710) of probable Romano-British 

date with a network of roads (including Asset 691), internal divisions, and 

possible central main square.  

6.7.12 Early consultation with HE and CHET with regard to these findings was 

undertaken and the decision was taken, by the Applicant, to request the 

scheduling of the extent of the area. This scheduling request was submitted 

to HE in May 2024 and the asset was Scheduled in September 2024 as the 

Roman small town south of Great Staughton (Asset 991). 

6.7.13 The oCEMP (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 2-3) notes that the Scheduled 

Monument (Roman Small Town at Great Staughton) within Site C will be 

demarcated on Site and protected during construction, except in so far as the 

temporary access track that crosses it, and cabling works that will be 

horizontal directionally drilled beneath the archaeology (ibid.).  

6.7.14 These cabling works will be at a depth suitable to avoid impact to the 

archaeology and the installation of the temporary access track will be 

undertaken with oversight from an ACoW to ensure suitable installation 

methods that avoid damage to the archaeology. There will be no excavation 

within areas identified as Scheduled Monuments. Direct impacts upon the 

remains with the Scheduled area would, therefore, be avoided by design 

(ibid.). 
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Operational Phase 

6.7.15 The Outline Operational Environmental Management Plan (oOEMP – PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 2-4) includes measures relating to maintenance and 

servicing, replacement and renewal of any components that fail, monitoring, 

and vegetation and landscape management. For the latter this would be in 

line with the oLEMP (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 2-2) which includes measure 

to mitigate the impacts and effects of the Scheme upon the landscape, 

inclusive of the setting of heritage assets outside of the Scheme (PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 2-4, Table 5.2). The measures relating to vegetation & 

landscape management that would be followed include making provision for 

new planting, where required, throughout the Operational Phase. These 

maintenance requirements would be determined via the implementation of 

regular surveys and recorded measures, to be determined within the 

Landscape and Ecology Management Plan (LEMP) (ibid.). 

6.7.16 The oOEMP also notes that best practice measures will be implemented to 

control noise, light, vibration, and vehicle movements during the Operational 

Phase (ibid.), and that these measures will be monitored as per the details 

set out within the oDEMP (ibid.). 

Decommissioning Phase   

6.7.17 The oDEMP (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 2-5) includes measures in relation 

to decommissioning works around archaeological remains.  

6.7.18 The oDEMP notes that the Scheduled Monument adjacent to the southern 

boundary of Site C and the Roman small town at Great Staughton Scheduled 

Monument (Asset 991) within Site C will be demarcated and protected during 

decommissioning and that there will be no excavation within areas identified 

as Scheduled Monuments (PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 2-5, Table 5.2).  

6.7.19 With regard to potential direct effects, it goes on to state that it not expected 

that the Decommissioning Phase would have any impact beyond the impacts 

from the Construction Phase of the Scheme and that no previously 
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undisturbed land would be disturbed during decommissioning. Where AACs 

have been identified the archaeology will continue to be preserved in-situ 

through careful removal of the components of the Scheme (ibid.). 

6.7.20 With regard to potential indirect effects it notes that a Decommissioning 

Surface Water Management Plan will be followed (see PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 8-2) in order to prevent any surface water scouring and as there 

are no significant excavations or underground obstructions that could affect 

groundwater movement, it is not anticipated that there would be any 

significant impacts on groundwater that could result in significant effects upon 

organic archaeological and palaeoenvironmental remains (ibid.). 

6.7.21 With regard to temporary effects upon the setting of heritage assets during 

the Decommissioning Phase the oDEMP notes that best practice measures 

will be implemented to control noise, light, vibration, and vehicle movements 

(ibid.).  

6.7.22 All of the outlined works during the Construction Phase will have been 

monitored and reviewed  by an ACoW. Any further monitoring requirements 

and measures during the Decommissioning Phase will be outlined in the 

Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan (DEMP) (ibid.) 

Enhancement Measures 

6.7.23 Potential future enhancement measures could include community 

engagement activities of the following types (note these have not been 

considered as part of the assessment in Section 6.8): 

• Educational: site visits, in-school workshops, career and professional 

development (CPD) opportunities for teaching staff, work experience, 

career guidance to provide for an increased understanding and awareness 

of historic environment, contributions to STEM learning and revealing 

pathways to archaeology/heritage as a career;  
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• Training: volunteer engagement/recruitment, field-based training 

workshops including geophysics, field walking, test-pitting, excavation, 

building recording, volunteer training manuals use of BAJR skills passport, 

work experience and field schools to enable a wider range of people to be 

involved in heritage, increases in well-being, opportunities for new skills to 

be learned and an increased understanding of the historic environment; 

• Knowledge Sharing/Lifelong Learning: Locally based and online 

workshops covering a wide range of topics including but not limited to desk 

based research with documents, aerial photographs, landscape study, 

LiDAR and other remote sensing data; post-excavation and interpretation 

to provide for increases in knowledge, understanding and awareness of 

historic environment and well-being; 

• Events: Open days; site tours; guided walks, heritage trails, living history, 

archaeology/heritage events to provide for an increased understanding 

and awareness of historic environment and increased well-being; 

• Interpretation: Physical and digital interpretation materials, exhibitions 

(pop up/temporary/permanent), finds displays, model and or 

reconstruction, physical, digital, 3D scan, photogrammetry, mobile apps, 

geo-enabled websites and interpretation to provide for the sharing of 

knowledge, increased understanding and awareness, positive promotion 

of site/community/region to a wider audience, improvements to a sense of 

place and to provide a visitor experience. 

• Sharing Knowledge/Dissemination: Website design and set up; social 

media; project launch and close presentations, talks and lectures, local 

and online conferences; online seminars promotional materials, 

community newsletters, press articles, and videos and film to provide for 

a sharing of knowledge; positive promotion of site/community/region to a 

wider audience, and increased awareness and understanding of the 

historic environment. 

• Learning Materials: Artefact kits, story- telling (digital and real), teaching 

packs, lesson plans, activity worksheets to provide for a sharing of 
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knowledge and increased understanding and awareness of the historic 

environment. 
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6.8 Assessment of Likely Significant Effects  

Construction Phase 

6.8.1 The Scheme includes the establishment of the ground mounted solar 

photovoltaic generating station across Sites A to D; the East Park BESS and 

East Park Substation within Site C (Option 1) or Site D (Option 2) and a 400 

kV electrical cable connection to National Grid’s Eaton Socon Substation. The 

Scheme would also include the works to lay internal cabling and build ancillary 

infrastructure, to create temporary construction and decommissioning 

compounds and laydown areas and to facilitate access to the completed 

scheme. The work packages for the Scheme are detailed in PEIR Volume 1 

Chapter 2 and it is considered that these construction works have the 

potential to directly impact upon both buried cultural heritage remains (both 

known and unknown).  

6.8.2 The Scheme also includes works associated with the retention of existing 

green infrastructure and creation of new green infrastructure across the 

Scheme. This will include the enhancement of existing green infrastructure 

across the Scheme, the establishment of new hedgerows with trees and 

woodland belts along existing (or historic) field boundaries edges across the 

Scheme (and to provide screening for the public rights of way that run through 

Sites A and B) and areas of diverse grassland meadows in the southwestern 

and southern parts of Site A; throughout Site B with larger areas proposed in 

the southwest, north (near Kangaroo Inn) and southeast; in the northern 

(covering the extent of the Roman small town south of Great Staughton 

Scheduled Monument – Asset 991) and southern parts of Site C and along 

the northern and southern edges of Site D (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 2-2).  

6.8.3 It is not considered that any works associated with the enhancement of 

existing green infrastructure (hedgerows and areas of woodland), or the 

establishment of diverse grassland meadows would directly impact upon 

cultural heritage remains (both known and unknown).  
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6.8.4 The development of new hedgerows with associated tree planting and areas 

of woodland that are along existing (or historic) field boundaries is considered 

to have a very low potential for impacts upon cultural heritage remains (both 

known and unknown), and given the arable land use across the Site, any such 

impacts are considered unlikely to exceed the effects of regular ploughing. 

The potential impacts of new planting have been considered in the impact 

assessment. 

6.8.5  It is not considered that any works associated with the retention or creation 

of green infrastructure within the Scheme would result in enough of a visual 

change to impact upon the settings (either adverse or beneficial) of any 

designated heritage assets. 

Direct Effects 

6.8.6 The significance of likely direct effects upon buried archaeological remains 

within the Scheme is outlined in the following sections and tables which 

separate the discussion by relevant East Park Site area. 

Site A 

6.8.7 The proposed construction works within Site A would establish 13 separate 

areas of ground mounted solar photovoltaic generating station with 

associated inverters and transformers, security fences and access tracks 

whose construction would be facilitated by the establishment of three 

temporary construction compounds. The design also includes landscaping 

and habitat creation within the western, south-eastern and central parts of the 

scheme, and between the areas of solar panels (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 2-1, 

Figure 2-2 and Figure 2-6). 
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Table 6.8: Likely Direct Effects within Site A  

Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

HER recorded 

Prehistoric 

hut circles 

(Asset 210) 

and 

associated 

geophysical 

anomalies 

41a 

(Appendix 6-

5) 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station.  

 

Direct 

impacts 

arising from 

the planting 

of hedgerows 

and 

woodland to 

subdivide 

solar parcels 

and provide 

screening 

within 

southern part 

of Site C 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

High 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

Moderate 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

 

 

 

Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

remains of the 

extent of a 

medieval deer 

park (centred 

Asset 515 

and also 

recorded by 

the HER as 

Asset 514). 

No 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

anticipated 

as asset 

located 

within area of 

proposed 

new green 

infrastructure

. 

Low None None Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

remains of 

post-medieval 

farm building 

(Asset 178)  

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

Low Medium Minor Not Significant 

in EIA terms 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

HER recorded 

remains of 

post-medieval 

farm building 

(Asset 188) 

No 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

anticipated 

as asset 

located 

within area of 

proposed 

new green 

infrastructure

. 

Low None None Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

remains of 

post-medieval 

farm building 

(Asset 321) 

and 

geophysical 

anomaly 

(Anomaly 

41c, Appendix 

6-5) 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

remains of 

post-medieval 

farm building 

(Asset 736) 

No 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

anticipated 

as asset is 

an extant 

building 

located just 

beyond the 

boundary of 

scheme. 

Low None None Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

remains of 

post-medieval 

farm building 

(Asset 737). 

No 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

anticipated 

as asset is 

an extant 

building 

Low None None Not Significant 

in EIA terms 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

asset located 

just beyond 

the boundary 

of Scheme 

HER recorded 

remains of a 

post-medieval 

fishpond 

(Asset 438) 

No 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

anticipated 

as asset 

located 

within area of 

proposed 

new green 

infrastructure

. 

Negligible None None Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

remains of 

post-medieval 

rabbit warren 

(Asset 335) 

No 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

anticipated 

as asset 

located 

within area of 

proposed 

new green 

infrastructure

. 

Negligible None None Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

remains of 

post-medieval 

extraction pits  

(Asset 173) 

and 

geophysical 

anomaly 

(Anomaly 

41b, 

Appendix 6-5)  

No 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

anticipated 

as asset 

located 

within area of 

proposed 

new green 

infrastructure

. 

Negligible None None Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

field name 

‘Brick 

Pastures’ 

(Asset 333) 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of solar 

photovoltaic 

Negligible 

(Place name 

record) 

Medium Negligible Not Significant 

in EIA terms 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

generating 

station. 

HER and 

historic 

cartography 

recorded 

post-medieval 

route (Asset 

860) 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Negligible Medium Negligible Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Project data 

recorded area 

of levelled 

medieval 

ridge and 

furrow (Asset 

814) 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Project data 

recorded area 

of levelled 

post-medieval 

ridge and 

furrow (Asset 

815) 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low High Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Project data 

recorded area 

of levelled 

medieval 

ridge and 

furrow (Asset 

816) 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low High Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

Cartographic 

record of a 

former post-

medieval farm 

building 

(Asset 176) 

and 

associated 

geophysical 

anomaly 

(Anomaly 

37a,  

Appendix 6-5) 

No 

Construction 

related 

impacts 

anticipated 

as asset 

located 

within area of 

proposed 

new green 

infrastructure

. 

Negligible None None Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

Geophysical 

linear 

enclosure 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 

34a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Direct 

impacts 

arising from 

the planting 

of a 

proposed 

hedgerows 

that runs 

along the line 

of a historic 

field 

boundary in 

the northern 

part of Site 

A.  

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric or 

Roman) 

 

 

 

Medium 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

Moderate 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

 

 

 

Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

linear 

enclosure 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 38a 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric or 

Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Geophysical 

settlement 

enclosure 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 36a 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric or 

Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

settlement 

enclosure 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 39a 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric or 

Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeologica

l (Anomaly 

34b, 

Appendix 6-

5). 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Direct 

impacts 

arising from 

the planting 

of woodland 

and 

hedgerows 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

that form part 

of the 

screening for 

the public 

footpath. 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeologica

l (Anomaly 

34c, Appendix 

6-5). 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeologica

l (Anomaly 

34d, 

Appendix 6-

5). 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Direct 

impacts 

arising from 

the planting 

of woodland 

and 

hedgerows 

that form part 

of the 

screening for 

the public 

footpath. 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeologica

l (Anomaly 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

 



 
 

 

 
 
PEIR Chapter 6: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology            6-75 
September 2024  
Version 01 
 

Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

35a, 

Appendix 6-

5). 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeologica

l (Anomaly 

36b, 

Appendix 6-

5). 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeologica

l (Anomaly 

38b, 

Appendix 6-

5). 

No 

Construction 

impacts 

anticipated 

as asset 

located 

within area of 

proposed 

new green 

infrastructure

. 

Unknown None None Unknown 

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeologica

l (Anomaly 

39b, 

Appendix 6-

5). 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Direct 

impacts 

arising from 

the planting 

of a 

woodland 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

belt along the 

eastern edge 

of the 

Development 

area for 

screening 

purposes.  

Geophysical 

Linear 

positive 

anomalies 

that correlate 

to field 

boundaries on 

historic 

mapping 

(Figure 6-20). 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

areas of 

solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station within 

western part 

of Site A 

(other 

historic 

boundaries, 

still extant 

and 

respected by 

layout). 

Low Medium Minor Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

related to 

historic ridge 

and furrows 

regimes, 

modern 

ploughing, 

and drains. 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

areas of 

solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not Significant 

in EIA terms 

 

Previously 

unrecorded 

Heritage 

Assets 

discovered 

during works 

programme. 

Construction 

impacts 

related to 

being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound 

and / or solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description 
of Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance in 
EIA terms 

Direct 

impacts 

arising from 

the planting 

of new 

woodland 

and 

hedgerows 

within Site A. 

Unknown Negligible 

 
 

 

Unknown Unknown 

 

 

6.8.8 Most of the predicted direct effects within Site A are not significant in EIA 

terms or are unknown, pending further investigative work.  

6.8.9 The predicted direct effects upon the HER recorded Prehistoric hut circles 

(Asset 210) and associated geophysical anomalies 41a (PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-5); the HER and National Mapping Project data recorded areas 

of levelled post-medieval ridge and furrow (Assets 815 and 816) and the 

geophysical linear enclosure anomalies (Anomalies 34a and 38a, PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 6-5) and settlement enclosure anomalies (Anomaly 36a 

and 39a, PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5) are significant in EIA terms. 

6.8.10 A WSI has been agreed with the BBHET regarding a trial trench evaluation 

programme within Site A and it is anticipated that the table of predicted direct 

impacts within Site A will be revised (including a revision of the assessment 

of the geophysical anomalies that are currently of ‘unknown’ importance) on 

completion of any trial trench evaluation works and for inclusion in the 

forthcoming ES.  

6.8.11 The additional mitigation recommended in relation to identified levels of effect 

is outlined in Section 6.9 below. 

Site B 

6.8.12 The proposed construction works within Site B would establish 31 separate 

areas of ground mounted solar photovoltaic generating station with 
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associated inverters and transformers, security fences and access tracks 

whose construction would be facilitated by the establishment of five temporary 

construction compounds. The design also includes landscaping and habitat 

creation within the south-western part of the Scheme, and between the areas 

of solar panels (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 2-1, Figure 2-2 and Figure 2-6). 

Table 6.9: Likely Direct Effects within Site B  

Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

cropmarks of a 

Bronze Age 

and/or Iron Age 

ring ditch 

(Asset 279) 

No Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

proposed new 

green 

infrastructure. 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

None None Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER recorded 

cropmarks of 

potential Iron 

Age and/or 

Romano-British 

enclosures / 

settlement 

(Asset 218) 

and 

geophysical 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 18a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

 

Direct impacts 

arising from the 

planting of an 

intermittent 

woodland belt 

along the 

southern edges 

of Site B for 

screening 

purposes. 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

 

Medium 

 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

Moderate 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

 

 

Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

HER recorded 

cropmarks of 

potential Iron 

Age and/or 

Romano-British 

enclosures / 

settlements 

(Asset 219) 

and 

geophysical 

anomalies 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

 

Medium 

 

Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

(Anomaly 20a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

HER recorded 

cropmarks of 

potential Iron 

Age and/or 

Romano-British 

enclosures / 

settlements 

(Asset 237) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

 

Medium 

 

Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER recorded 

cropmarks of 

potential Iron 

Age and/or 

Romano-British 

enclosures / 

settlements 

(Asset 273) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

 

Medium 

 

Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER recorded 

cropmarks of 

potential Iron 

Age and/or 

Romano-British 

enclosures / 

settlements 

(Asset 274) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

 

Medium 

 

Moderate  Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER recorded 

cropmarks of 

potential Iron 

Age and/or 

Romano-British 

enclosures / 

settlements 

(Asset 275)  

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

 

Medium 

 

Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER record of 

a former gravel 

pit (Asset 340) 

and 

geophysical 

anomaly 

(Anomaly 30a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Negligible Medium Minor Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER and 

cartographic 

record of 

historic route 

between of 

Keysoe and 

Green End 

(Asset 861) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of ridge and 

furrow (Asset 

817) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of ridge and 

furrow (Asset 

818) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary works 

compound and 

solar photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low High Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of former field 

boundary bank 

/ furlong (Asset 

819) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of former field 

boundary bank 

/ furlong (Asset 

821) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of former field 

boundary bank 

/ furlong (Asset 

822) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary works 

compound and 

solar photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low High Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of former field 

boundary bank 

/ furlong (Asset 

823) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary works 

compound and 

solar photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low High Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of former field 

boundary bank 

/ furlong (Asset 

824) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary works 

compound and 

solar photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low High Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of ridge and 

furrow (Asset 

826) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of former field 

boundary bank 

/ furlong (Asset 

825) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of former field 

boundary bank 

/ furlong (Asset 

827) 

Construction 

related impacts 

related to being 

within areas of 

solar photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Low 

 

(Most of 

asset 

outside the 

redline 

boundary of 

the 

Scheme) 

Negligible Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of former field 

boundary bank 

/ furlong (Asset 

828) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium 

 

(Most of 

asset 

outside the 

redline 

boundary of 

the 

Scheme) 

Negligible Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

record of area 

of ridge and 

furrow (Asset 

829) 

No Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

proposed new 

green 

infrastructure. 

Low None None Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

cartographic 

record of 

historic route 

(Asset 858, 

along B660) 

and former 

milestone 

(Asset 455) 

Extant route and 

former location of 

milestone within 

Scheme 

boundary but 

outside 

development 

areas (route is 

the B660 which is 

not being 

impacted) 

Low None None Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER recorded 

findspots within 

Site B (Assets 

740-749) 

Findspots are 

records of 

recovered 

surface finds that 

cannot be 

impacted 

N/A None 

(findspots 

no longer 

present) 

None Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

Geophysical 

settlement 

system 

anomalies with 

double ditch 

trackways 

(Anomaly 27a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

 

Direct impacts 

arising from the 

planting of 

woodland belt to 

provide 

screening on the 

eastern side of 

the Kangaroo 

Inn. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

 

 

Medium 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

Moderate 

 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

 

 

 

 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

 

 

Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 7a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Direct impacts 

arising from the 

planting of a 

woodland belt 

along the eastern 

edge of the road 

for screening 

purposes. 

 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

 

Medium 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

Moderate 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

 

Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 10a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 11a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 11b, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 12a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 21a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 21c, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 26a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 28b, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 28a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Medium Moderate Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

enclosure 

system 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 31a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Direct impacts 

arising from the 

planting of a 

woodland belt 

along the eastern 

edge of the road 

for screening 

purposes. 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

 

Medium 

Medium 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

Moderate 

 

 

 

 

Negligible 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

 

Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 8a, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 8c, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 11c, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 18c, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 18d, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 20c, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station.  

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 21b, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station.  

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 21d, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 26a, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

thought to 

potentially be 

archaeological 

(Anomaly 33d, 

Appendix 6-5). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium Unknown Unknown 

Geophysical 

Linear positive 

anomalies that 

correlate to 

field 

boundaries on 

historic 

mapping 

(Figure 6-21). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station across 

Site B (though 

many historic 

boundaries, still 

extant and 

respected by 

layout). 

Low Medium Minor Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

related to 

historic ridge 

and furrows 

regimes, 

modern 

ploughing, and 

drains. 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station across 

Site B. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Previously 

unrecorded 

Heritage 

Assets 

discovered 

during works 

programme. 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary works 

compound and / 

or solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 
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Heritage Asset 
/ Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

Direct impacts 

arising from the 

planting of new 

woodland and 

hedgerows within 

Site B. 

 

6.8.13 Most of the predicted direct effects within Site B are not significant in EIA 

terms or are unknown, pending further investigative work.  

6.8.14 The predicted direct effects upon the HER recorded cropmarks of potential 

Iron Age and/or Romano-British enclosures / settlements (Assets 218 and 

219) with associated geophysical anomalies (Anomalies 18a and 20a, PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 6-5), the HER recorded cropmarks of potential Iron Age 

and/or Romano-British enclosures / settlements (Assets 237, 273, 274, and 

275) , the HER and National Mapping Programme recorded area of ridge and 

furrow (Asset 818), the HER and National Mapping Programme recorded 

former field boundary banks / furlongs (Asset 822, 823 and 824), the 

geophysical settlement system anomalies with double ditch trackways 

(Anomaly 27a, PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5) and the geophysical enclosure 

system anomalies (Anomalies 7a, 10a, 11a, 11b, 12a, 21a, 21c, 26a, 28a, 

28b and 31a, PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5) are significant in EIA terms. 

6.8.15 A WSI has been agreed with the BBHET regarding a trial trench evaluation 

programme within Site B and it is anticipated that the table of predicted direct 

impacts within Site B (including a revision of the assessment of the 

geophysical anomalies that are currently of ‘unknown’ importance) will be 

revised on completion of any trial trench evaluation works and for inclusion 

with the forthcoming ES. 

6.8.16 The additional mitigation recommended in relation to identified levels of effect 

is outlined in Section 6.9 below. 
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Cable Corridor - Site B to Site C 

6.8.17 The proposed construction works between Sites B and C will involve the 

establishment of a temporary construction access corridor utilising Heavy 

Duty Construction Matting and an existing access track (PEIR Volume 3 

Figure 2-6). 

Table 6.10: Likely Direct Effects within Site B to Site C Cable Corridor 

Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

area of 

levelled ridge 

and furrow 

cultivation 

(centred Asset 

678). 

Construction 

impacts related to 

any groundworks 

required for 

establishment of 

temporary access 

corridor and 

connecting 

cabling. 

Low 

 

 

 

 

Low Negligible Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

Previously 

unrecorded 

Heritage 

Assets 

discovered 

during works 

programme. 

Construction 

related impacts 

related to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment of 

temporary access 

corridor and 

connecting 

cabling. 

Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown 

 

6.8.18 All of the predicted direct effects within the Site B to Site C corridor are not 

significant in EIA terms or are unknown, pending further investigative work.  

6.8.19 Ongoing geophysical survey work is being undertaken within this area and is 

anticipated to be completed prior to submission of the application. The table 

of predicted direct impacts within the Site B to Site C Cable Corridor will be 

revised on completion of these additional works and included in the ES. 

6.8.20 The additional mitigation recommended in relation to identified levels of effect 

is outlined in Section 6.9 below. 
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Site C 

6.8.21 The proposed construction works within Site C would establish four separate 

areas of ground mounted solar photovoltaic generating station with 

associated inverters and transformers, security fences and access tracks 

whose construction would be facilitated by the establishment of a single 

temporary construction compound. The design also includes landscaping and 

habitat creation within the north-eastern area, and between the areas of solar 

panels. Under Option 1 the East Park BESS and East Park substation would 

be constructed within the centre of Site C along with an associated drainage 

basin on its eastern side (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 2-1, Figure 2-2 and Figure 

2-6). 

Table 6.11: Likely Direct Effects within Site C  

Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

The newly 

Scheduled 

Roman small 

town to south 

of Great 

Staughton 

(Asset 991). 

 

The 

scheduled 

area includes 

an area of 

HER 

recorded 

cropmarks of 

square and 

rectilinear 

enclosures in 

northern part 

of Site C 

(Assets 584, 

629, 690, 707 

& 710), a 

roman road 

(Asset 691) 

and a 

possible 

roman quarry 

Early liaison 

with HE and 

CHER 

identified 

potential of this 

area. Area has 

been submitted 

for scheduling 

and is included 

within Scheme 

as an area of 

green 

infrastructure. 

 

 For  both 

Option 1, the 

400 kV Grid 

Connection, 

and Option 2 

there would be 

buried cabling 

running 

between Site C 

and Site D. 

Both would be 

installed via the 

use of 

Horizontal 

High Option 1:  

Low 

(Impacts of 

establishment 

of 

construction 

access road 

would have 

localised 

impacts on 

small section 

of overall 

Scheduled 

area. Buried 

cabling 

established 

by HDD not 

anticipated to 

have any 

impacts). 

 

Option 2: 

None 

(No impacts 

anticipated by 

utilising of 

Heavy Bog 

Matting for 

Option 1: Minor 

 

Option 2: None 

Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

(both 

Options) 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

(Asset 592) 

and 

geophysical 

survey 

anomalies h 

(Anomalies 

42b, 42c, 

44b, 44c, 

46a, 47b, 

46c, 47a, 47c 

and 47d, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Directional 

Drilling under 

the known 

buried 

archaeology in 

the eastern 

part of Site C 

(as established 

by evaluation 

of the 

archaeology). 

 

A temporary 

access corridor 

will run across 

the eastern 

part of this area 

to facilitate the 

installation of 

the buried 

cable. For 

Option 1 this 

would involve 

the 

establishment 

of a temporary 

access road 

whilst for 

Option 2 it 

would be a 

temporary 

construction 

access corridor 

utilising Heavy 

Duty Bog 

Matting.  

temporary 

construction 

access.  

Buried 

cabling 

established 

by HDD not 

anticipated to 

have any 

impacts). 

HER 

recorded 

former 

remains of 

medieval to 

post-medieval 

farm complex 

at Garden 

Farm (Asset 

593), Possibly 

associated 

with 

geophysical 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 65a 

and 65b). 

HER 

recorded 

extent of a 

medieval deer 

park (Asset 

668) 

No 

Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

proposed new 

green 

infrastructure. 

Low None None Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

987) 

Possibly 

associated 

with 

geophysical 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 

65b). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

988) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

989) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

990) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

680) 

No 

Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

proposed new 

green 

infrastructure. 

Low None None Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

690) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

830) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

937) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

943) 

No 

Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

proposed new 

green 

infrastructure. 

Low None None Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded 

former extent 

of ridge and 

furrow or 

associated 

banks (Asset 

944) 

No 

Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

proposed new 

green 

infrastructure. 

Low None None Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER and 

cartographic 

record of a 

post-medieval 

farm building 

(Asset 184) 

No 

Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

proposed new 

green 

infrastructure. 

Low None None Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

cartographic 

record of a 

post-medieval 

farm building 

(Asset 185) 

No 

Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

proposed new 

green 

infrastructure. 

Low None None Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER and 

cartographic 

record of a 

post-medieval 

mill (Asset 

190) 

No 

Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

proposed new 

green 

infrastructure. 

Low None None Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

HER 

recorded 

findspots 

within Site C 

(585, 589, 

591, 676 & 

839) 

Findspots are 

records of 

recovered 

surface finds 

that cannot be 

impacted 

N/A None 

(findspots no 

longer 

present) 

None Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

settlement 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 

43a, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Option 1: 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound and 

Option 1 BESS 

and substation 

area. 

 

or 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

Option 1: 

High 

 

Or 

 

Option 2: 

Medium 

Option 1: 

Moderate 

 

Or 

 

Option 2: 

Moderate 

Significant in 

EIA terms 

(both 

Options) 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

 

Option 2: 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound and 

solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Geophysical 

possible 

linear 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 

43b, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound and 

solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Medium 

(likely a 

prehistoric / 

Roman 

Road) 

Medium 

 

 

 

Moderate 

 

 

Significant in 

EIA terms  

 

Geophysical 

possible 

enclosure 

anomaly 

(Anomaly 

43c, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound and 

solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric / 

Roman) 

Medium 

 

 

 

Moderate 

 

 

Significant in 

EIA terms  

 

Geophysical 

uncertain 

anomaly 

(Anomaly 

43d, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound and 

solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

Unknown Medium 

 

Unknown Unknown 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

settlement 

anomaly 

(Anomalies 

66a and 66b, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric / 

Roman) 

Medium 

 

 

 

Moderate 

 

 

Significant in 

EIA terms  

 

Geophysical 

Linear 

positive 

anomalies 

that correlate 

to field 

boundaries 

on historic 

mapping 

(Figure 6-22). 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station across 

Site C (though 

many historic 

boundaries, still 

extant and 

respected by 

layout). 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

related to 

historic ridge 

and furrows 

regimes, 

modern 

ploughing, 

and drains. 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station across 

Site C. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Previously 

unrecorded 

Heritage 

Assets 

discovered 

during works 

programme. 

Construction 

impacts related 

to being within 

area of 

temporary 

works 

compound and 

/ or solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

station as well 

as possible 

impacts of 

Option 1 BESS 

and substation 

 

Direct impacts 

arising from the 

planting of new 

woodland and 

hedgerows 

within the 

western part of 

Site C (for 

screening 

purposes) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

 

6.8.22 Most of the predicted direct effects within Site C are not significant in EIA 

terms or are unknown, pending further investigative work.  

6.8.23 The predicted direct effects upon the geophysical settlement anomalies 

(Anomaly 43a, 66a and 66b, PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5), geophysical 

linear anomalies (Anomaly 43b, PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-5) and 

geophysical possible enclosure anomaly (Anomaly 43c, PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-5) are significant in EIA terms. 

6.8.24 A WSI has been agreed with CHET regarding a trial trench evaluation 

programme within Site C and it is anticipated that the table of predicted direct 

impacts within Site C (including a revision of the assessment of the 

geophysical anomalies that are currently of ‘unknown’ importance) will be 

revised on completion of any trial trench evaluation works and be presented 

in the ES. 

6.8.25 The additional mitigation recommended in relation to identified levels of effect 

is outlined in Section 6.9 below. 
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Site C to Site D – Cable Corridor 

6.8.26 The proposed construction works between Sites C and D would involve the 

establishment of either a temporary access road for Option 1 (which would be 

temporary surface road) or a temporary construction access corridor utilising 

Heavy Duty Construction Matting for Option 2. For both Options cabling would 

be present and lain within trenching excavated along the length of the Site C 

to Site D corridor (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 2-6).  

Table 6.12: Likely Direct Effects within Site C to Site D Cable Corridor 

Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

area of 

levelled ridge 

and furrow 

cultivation 

(centred Asset 

679). 

Construction 

impacts related to 

any groundworks 

required for 

establishment of 

temporary access 

corridor (either a 

temporary surface 

road or Heavy 

Duty Construction 

Matting) and 

connecting 

cabling. 

Low 

 

 

 

 

Option 1 = 

Low (only a 

small part of 

overall ridge 

and furrow 

area can 

possibly be 

impacted by 

the access 

road and 

cabling) 

 

Option 2 – 

Low  

Option 1 = 

Negligible 

 

Option 2 = 

Negligible 

Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

 

Previously 

unrecorded 

Heritage 

Assets 

discovered 

during works 

programme. 

Construction 

impacts related to 

any groundworks 

required for 

establishment of 

temporary access 

corridor (either a 

temporary surface 

road or Heavy 

Duty Construction 

Matting) and 

connecting 

cabling. 

Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown 

 

6.8.27 All of the predicted direct effects within the Site C to Site D corridor are not 

significant in EIA terms or are unknown, pending further investigative work.  
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6.8.28 Ongoing geophysical survey work is being undertaken within this area and it 

is anticipated that this will be completed prior to submission of the application. 

The table of predicted direct impacts for the Site C to Site D Cable Corridor 

will be revised on completion of these further works and will be presented in 

the ES. 

6.8.29 The additional mitigation recommended in relation to identified levels of effect 

is outlined in Section 6.9 below. 

Site D 

6.8.30 The proposed construction works within Site D would establish three separate 

areas of ground mounted solar photovoltaic generating station with 

associated inverters and transformers, security fences and access tracks 

whose construction would be facilitated by the establishment of a solitary 

temporary construction compound. The design also includes landscaping and 

habitat creation between and around the solar panel area. Under Option 2 the 

East Park BESS and East Park Substation would be constructed within the 

west of Site D along with a drainage basin to its east (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 

2-1, Figure 2-2 and Figure 2-6). 

Table 6.13: Likely Direct Effects within Site D  

Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

enclosure  

cropmarks 

(Asset 644) 

and 

geophysical 

anomalies 

(Anomalies 

48a, 49a, 49b, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Option 1: 

Construction 

impacts related to 

being within area 

of temporary 

works compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

or 

 

Option 2: 

Construction 

related impacts 

Medium 

(likely 

prehistoric 

or Roman) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Option 1: 

Medium 

 

Or 

 

Option 2: 

High 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Option 1: 

Moderate 

 

Or 

 

Option 2: 

Moderate 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Significant in 

EIA terms  

(both 

Options) 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

related to being 

within area of 

temporary works 

compound and 

Option 2 BESS 

and substation 

area. 

 

Direct impacts 

arising from the 

planting of new 

woodland and 

hedgerows to 

provide screening 

for the public 

footpaths within 

Site D 

 

 

Medium 

 

Negligible 

 

Negligible 

HER recorded 

possible 

moated site 

(Asset 407) 

No Construction 

related impacts 

anticipated as 

asset located 

within area of 

existing green 

infrastructure. 

Medium None None Not 

significant in 

EIA terms  

 

HER recorded 

extent of a 

post-medieval 

quarry (Asset 

674) and 

geophysical 

anomalies 

(Anomaly 48d, 

Appendix 6-5) 

Construction 

impacts related to 

being within area 

of temporary 

works compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Negligible Medium Negligible Not 

significant in 

EIA terms  

 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Project 

recorded a 

bank, wall or 

path (Asset 

938) 

Construction 

impacts related to 

being within area 

of temporary 

works compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Negligible Medium Negligible Not 

significant in 

EIA terms  
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER and 

National 

Mapping 

Project 

recorded an 

area of ridge 

and furrow 

(Asset 773) 

Construction 

impacts related to 

being within area 

of temporary 

works compound 

and solar 

photovoltaic 

generating 

station. 

 

Low Low  

(Most of 

area 

extends 

beyond 

Scheme 

boundary) 

Negligible Not 

significant in 

EIA terms  

 

Geophysical 

Linear positive 

anomalies that 

correlate to 

field 

boundaries on 

historic 

mapping 

(Figure 6-23). 

Construction 

impacts related to 

being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating station 

across Site D 

(though most 

historic 

boundaries, still 

extant and 

respected by 

layout). 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms  

 

Geophysical 

anomalies 

related to 

historic ridge 

and furrows 

regimes, 

modern 

ploughing, and 

drains. 

Construction 

impacts related to 

being within 

areas of solar 

photovoltaic 

generating station 

across Site D. 

Low Medium Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms  

 

Previously 

unrecorded 

Heritage 

Assets 

discovered 

during works 

programme. 

Construction 

impacts related to 

being within area 

of temporary 

works compound 

and / or solar 

photovoltaic 

generating station 

as well as 

possible impacts 

of Option 2 BESS 

and substation 

Direct impacts 

arising from the 

planting of new 

woodland and 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 

Unknown 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unknown 
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Heritage 
Asset / 

Geophysical 
Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

hedgerows to 

provide screening 

along the edges 

of Site D 

 

 

6.8.31 Most of the predicted direct effects within Site D are not significant in EIA 

terms or are unknown, pending further investigative work.  

6.8.32 The predicted direct effects upon the HER recorded enclosure  cropmarks 

(Asset 644) and geophysical anomalies (Anomalies 48a, 49a, 49b, PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 6-5) are significant in EIA terms. 

6.8.33 A WSI has been agreed with the CHET regarding a trial trench evaluation 

programme within Site D and it is anticipated that the table of predicted direct 

impacts within Site D (including a revision of the assessment of the assets 

that are currently of ‘unknown’ importance) will be revised on completion of 

any trial trench evaluation works and presented in the ES. 

6.8.34 The additional mitigation recommended in relation to identified levels of effect 

is outlined in Section 6.9 below. 

Grid Connection 

6.8.35 The proposed construction works along the Grid Connection would involve 

the establishment of a temporary construction access utilising Heavy Duty 

Construction Matting between Site D and the Eaton Socon Substation and 

the laying of the EHV Cable in a single circuit in a trench up to 1.5m wide and 

up to 2m deep along with its associated cable jointing chambers. Most of the 

route would be lain via open trench, though horizontal directional drilling may 

be used in identified areas of Areas of Archaeological Constraint identified 

post-determination. The works within the Eaton Socon Substation would be 

relatively minor, consisting of the creation of a new 400 kV generation bay 
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including circuit breaker and associated switchgear equipment, and within the 

footprint of the existing substation area (PEIR Volume 3 Figure 2-1, Figure 

2-2 and Figure 2-6).  

Table 6.14: Likely Direct Effects along the Grid Connection 

Heritage Asset / 
Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

HER recorded 

route of a Roman 

Road between 

Cambridge and 

Bolnhurst (Asset 

408/706) and later 

known as Green 

Lane (Asset 418) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers. 

Medium Low  

 

(roads are 

linear 

features 

extending 

well beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded late 

prehistoric/Roman 

settlement 

cropmarks (Asset 

244) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Medium Low  

 

(settlement 

area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded late 

prehistoric/Roman 

settlement 

cropmarks (Asset 

245) 

Construction 

related impacts 

related to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Medium Low  

 

(settlement 

area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded late 

prehistoric/Roman 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

Medium Low  

 

(settlement 

area 

extends well 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset / 
Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

settlement 

cropmarks (Asset 

246) 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded late 

prehistoric/Roman 

settlement 

cropmarks (Asset 

247) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Medium Low  

 

(settlement 

area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded late 

prehistoric/Roman 

settlement 

cropmarks (Asset 

835) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Medium Low  

 

(settlement 

area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER recorded 

areas of ridge and 

furrow (Asset 

778) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER recorded 

areas of ridge and 

furrow (Asset 

785) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset / 
Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded areas of 

ridge and furrow 

(Asset 832) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded areas of 

ridge and furrow 

(Asset 833) 

Construction 

related impacts 

related to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded areas of 

ridge and furrow 

(Asset 834) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Low Negligible 

 

(most of the 

ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded areas of 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset / 
Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

ridge and furrow 

(Asset 836) 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded areas of 

ridge and furrow 

(Asset 837) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded areas of 

ridge and furrow 

(Asset 838) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded areas of 

ridge and furrow 

(Asset 839) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded areas of 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 
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Heritage Asset / 
Geophysical 

Anomaly 

Description of 
Impact 

Importance 
of Asset 

Predicted 
Magnitude 
of Impact 

Predicted 
Significance 

of Effect 

Significance 
in EIA terms 

ridge and furrow 

(Asset 840) 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

HER and National 

Mapping 

Programme 

recorded areas of 

ridge and furrow 

(Asset 841) 

Construction 

impacts related 

to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Low Low  

 

(ridge and 

furrow area 

extends well 

beyond 

construction 

footprint) 

Minor Not 

significant in 

EIA terms 

Previously 

unrecorded 

Heritage Assets 

discovered during 

works 

programme. 

Construction 

related impacts 

related to any 

groundworks 

required for 

establishment 

of temporary 

access corridor 

and EHV cable 

and associated 

cable jointing 

chambers 

Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown 

 

6.8.36 All of the predicted direct effects within the Grid Connection corridor are not 

significant in EIA terms or are unknown, pending further investigative work.  

6.8.37 Ongoing geophysical survey work is being undertaken within this area and it 

is anticipated that this will be completed prior to submission of the application. 

This table of predicted direct impacts within the Grid Connection will be 

revised on completion of these additional works and will be presented in the 

ES. 
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6.8.38 The additional mitigation recommended in relation to identified levels of effect 

is outlined in Section 6.9 below. 

Indirect Effects 

6.8.39 There are also potential indirect effects as a result of the construction works 

upon the historic environment. These include changes in drainage patterns or 

compression of the ground from infrastructure, changes to local groundwater 

that could potentially affect any waterlogged organic archaeological and 

palaeoenvironmental remains (if present) and the potential increase in 

overland flow of water which has the potential to increase scour in the 

watercourses. 

6.8.40 Liaison with the hydrology team indicates that are as there are no significant 

excavations or underground obstructions that could affect groundwater 

movement, it is not anticipated that there would be any significant impacts on 

groundwater. The drainage strategy (PEIR Volume 1 Chapter 8) would 

mitigate against any potential increase in run-off and so it is also not 

anticipated that there would be any increase in scour that could affect 

archaeology. On this basis no significant indirect physical effects are 

anticipated. 

6.8.41 Ongoing liaison with the BBHET CHET regarding a trial trench evaluation 

programme is being undertaken with regard to Sites A to D and it is 

anticipated that the agreed evaluation works will include an environmental 

sampling strategy to allow for the potential recovery of any waterlogged 

organic archaeological and palaeoenvironmental remains (if encountered). 

Temporary Effects upon Setting 

6.8.42 There is also some potential for temporary effects upon the setting of 

designated heritage assets in the vicinity of the Site during the construction 

phase in the form of increased traffic, noise and visual impacts. Full 

consideration of the potential for these impacts is set out in PEIR Volume 2 

Appendix 6-4, with the results of the assessment summarised below. 
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No or Neutral Effects 

6.8.43 For most of the heritage assets assessed for this Chapter no or neutral effects 

have been identified upon their settings during the construction phase. With 

regard to the neutral effects it is acknowledged that the construction works 

may introduce a temporary change (via traffic, visual or noise impact) that 

although noticeable would not materially affect any elements of these assets 

setting which are considered to be making a contribution to their cultural value 

(see PEIR Volume 2 Appendix 6-4).  

6.8.44 These levels of effect are not significant in EIA terms and will not result in 

harm. There is, therefore, no mitigation recommended in relation to these 

temporary levels of effect. 

Minor Effects 

6.8.45 This assessment has predicted temporary minor adverse effects upon the 

settings of the following heritage assets during the Construction Phase 

(introduced via traffic, visual or noise impacts associated with construction 

works and access): 

• The non-designated moated site (Asset 311) and windmill mound (Asset 

328) which will be temporarily surrounded by construction works within 

Site A; 

• Grade I Listed Church of St Peter (Asset 48) in Pertenhall, in relation to 

construction works within Sites A and B; 

• Heritage assets within Great Staughton including the Great Staughton 

Conservation Area (Asset 164 and the 15 Grade II Listed Buildings 

excluding the Manor – Asset 526, therein); the Grade I Listed Church of 

St Andrew (Asset 534), the Grade II* Listed Place House (Asset 805); the 

Grade II Listed The Manor (Asset 526) and its associated non-designated 

park (Asset 648) in relation to construction works within Site C; 

• The Scheduled Monuments of Rushey Farm (Asset 2), two bowl barrows 

(Asset 13) and the Old Manor House, Cretingsbury: a motte castle and 
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moated manor house (Asset 4) in relation to construction works within Site 

C; 

• Heritage assets within Little Staughton including the Grade I Listed Church 

of All Saints (Asset 38), the Grade II Listed Green End Cottage (Asset 40), 

Tudor Rose Cottage (Asset 134), Green End House (Asset 148) and The 

Cottage (Asset 41), within Wood End, predominantly in relation to 

construction works within Site B;  

• Heritage assets within Keysoe including the Grade I Listed Church of St 

Mary the Virgin (Asset 19), the Grade II Listed The Manor (Asset 136), 

barn to rear of The Manor (Asset 28), Cottage to north of Lavender 

Cottage (Asset 154), Lavender Cottage (Asset 27) and the locally listed 

Last Straw Cottage (Asset 28); and 

• The Grade I Listed Church of St Nicholas (Asset 755) in Swineshead. 

6.8.46 These levels of effect are not significant in EIA terms. They would, however, 

cause temporary ‘less than substantial’ harm to the heritage assets listed 

above. This temporary ‘less than substantial harm’ would last until the 

completion of the construction works, at which point the assessments of the 

Operational levels of effect and harm are applicable. In addition to being 

temporary any less than substantial harm is considered to be at the lower end 

of the scale. There is, therefore, no additional mitigation recommended in 

relation to these temporary minor levels of effect. 

Moderate Effects 

6.8.47 This assessment has predicted temporary moderate adverse effects upon the 

settings of the following heritage assets during the Construction Phase 

(introduced via traffic, visual or noise impacts associated with construction 

works and access): 

• The Grade II Listed Chadwell Farmhouse (Asset 129) and Hall Farmhouse 

(Asset 149) in Pertenhall, due to the proximity of elements of the 

development (within Site A); 
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• The Roman small town south of Great Staughton Scheduled Monument 

(Asset 991) within the northern part of Site C; and 

• The possible moated site (Asset 407) within the north-western part of Site 

D. 

6.8.48 These levels of temporary effect are significant in EIA terms. It is assessed 

that they would cause temporary ‘less than substantial’ harm to the heritage 

assets listed above. In addition to being temporary any ‘less than substantial’ 

harm is considered to be at the low to mid end of the scale. The temporary 

moderate adverse effects and ‘less than substantial harm’ would last until the 

completion of the construction works, at which point the assessments of the 

Operational levels of effect and harm are applicable. There is, therefore, no 

additional mitigation recommended in relation to these temporary moderate 

levels of effect. 

Operational Phase 

6.8.49 The potential for the Operational Phase Effects upon the setting of heritage 

assets is predominantly related to the potential visual impact of the completed 

Scheme. Although it is acknowledged that there may also be noise and traffic 

(for maintenance etc.) impacts during the Operational Phase these are not 

considered to have the potential to exceed the levels assessed for the visual 

impacts. 

6.8.50 As noted above two potential locations for the East Park BESS and East Park 

Substation are being considered; these being siting the BESS and substation 

within Site C (Option 1) or Site D (Option 2). 

6.8.51 Full consideration of the potential for these impacts is set out in PEIR Volume 

2 Appendix 6-4, with the results of the assessment summarised below. This 

summary includes, where pertinent, the differences between Option 1 and 

Option 2 substation in relation to the Operational Effects upon setting. 
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No or Neutral Effects 

6.8.52 For most of the heritage assets assessed for this Chapter, no or neutral 

effects have been identified upon their settings during the Operational Phase. 

With regard to the neutral effects it is acknowledged that although elements 

of the Scheme may be intervisible with or appear in wider views containing 

heritage assets, that these visual intrusions would be very limited and would 

not materially affect any elements of these assets’ settings which are 

considered to be making a contribution to their cultural value (see PEIR 

Volume 2 Appendix 6-4).  

6.8.53 These levels of effect are not significant in EIA terms and will not result in 

harm. There is, therefore, no mitigation recommended in relation to these 

levels of effect. 

Minor Effects 

6.8.54 This assessment has predicted minor adverse effects upon the settings of the 

following heritage assets during the Operational Phase (introduced via 

elements of the Scheme intruding into elements of the assets settings or into 

wider views that also include assets considered to have sensitivity to those 

types of visual intrusion): 

• The non-designated moated site (Asset 311) and windmill mound (Asset 

328) which will be partially surrounded by development within Site A; 

• The Grade I Listed Church of St Peter (Asset 48) within Pertenhall, due to 

the proximity of elements of the development (within Site A) and the 

potential for wider views of the church spire to be backdropped by 

elements of the Scheme; 

• Heritage assets on the raised ridgeline to the north including the Grade II* 

Listed Warren House (Asset 984) and the Grade II Listed Priory Cottage 

(Asset 983) due to the potential for the Scheme to be introduced into views 

from these assets which are considered to be making a contribution to 

their significance; 



 
 

 

 
 
PEIR Chapter 6: Cultural Heritage and Archaeology            6-114 
September 2024  
Version 01 
 

• Heritage assets within Kimbolton including the Grade I Listed Kimbolton 

School (Asset 795) and associated gatehouse (Asset 796) and the Church 

of St Andrew due to their high sensitivity and the potential for limited 

glimpses of the Scheme within their wider settings; 

• The Motte castle in Kimbolton Park, known as Castle Hill (Asset 12),  

assuming the Option 1 BESS and Substation, due to the predicted 

potential for intervisibility between the castle and the Option 1 BESS and 

Substation were it to be built; 

• Heritage assets within Great Staughton including the Great Staughton 

Conservation Area (Asset 164 and the Grade II* Listed Place House Asset 

805 and 16 Grade II Listed Buildings, excluding the Manor – Asset 526, 

therein) and the Grade I Listed Church of St Andrew (Asset 534). These 

assessed effects are due to the proximity of elements of the development 

(within Site C) and the potential for the elements of the development to 

encroach within views between Great Staughton and the raised ridge to 

the south southwest, with the Cretingsbury motte castle Scheduled 

Monument (Asset 4) and the Grade I Listed Church of All Saints (Asset 

38), which are considered to be important to their historic settings and 

contributes to their overall significance; 

• The Roman small town south of Great Staughton Scheduled Monument 

settlement (Asset 991), and the Scheduled Monuments of Rushey Farm 

(Asset 2), and two bowl barrows (Asset 13) due to the proximity of 

elements of the development (within Site C) and its encroachment within 

potential intervisibility between the assets that are considered to be 

making a small contribution to their overall significance. These minor 

levels of effect assume the Option 2 substation (outside Site C), see below 

for assessment of level of effect on these assets assuming the Option 1 

substation (within Site C); 

• The Old Manor House, Cretingsbury: a motte castle and moated manor 

house Scheduled Monument (Asset 4) due to the encroachment of 

elements of the development (predominantly within Sites B and C) within 

areas historically associated with the motte castle and its inter-relationship 
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with other, later, seats of power within Great Staughton; both of which are 

elements considered to be contributing to its overall significance; 

• The Grade I Listed Church of All Saints (Asset 38) within Little Staughton. 

The assessed level of effect upon the church is largely due to some 

elements of the Scheme being visible from the churchyard (elements of 

Site B) and the church being a prominent landmark feature with the 

Scheme appearing in distant views towards the church from the north-

west, north and north-east, partially changing some of its rural setting but, 

crucially, not competing with it as a landmark feature; 

• Heritage assets within Little Staughton including the Grade II Listed Green 

End Cottage (Asset 40), Tudor Rose Cottage (Asset 134), Green End 

House (Asset 148) and the Cottage (Asset 41) due to the proximity of 

elements of the development within Site B which would be within fields 

considered to be part of these cottages’ immediate rural settings and, 

therefore, making a contribution to their overall significance;  

• Heritage assets within Keysoe including the Grade I Listed Church of St 

Mary the Virgin (Asset 19), the Grade II Listed The Manor (Asset 136), 

barn to rear of The Manor (Asset 28), Cottage to north of Lavender 

Cottage (Asset 154), Lavender Cottage (Asset 27) and the locally listed 

Last Straw Cottage (Asset 28) due to the proximity of elements of the 

development within Sites A and B which would be within fields considered 

to be part of these cottages immediate rural settings and, therefore, 

making a contribution to their overall significance and due to the potential 

for wider views of the church spire to be backdropped by elements of the 

development;  

• The Church of All Saints within Riseley (Asset 332) due to the potential for 

wider landscape views of the church spire from the west to be 

backdropped by elements of the development (most likely Site A);and 

• Heritage assets within Swineshead including the Conservation Area 

(Asset 160) and the Grade I Listed Church of St Nicholas (Asset 755), 

largely due to the potential  for wider landscape views of the church spire 

to be backdropped by elements of the development (Sites A and B). 
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6.8.55 These levels of effect are not significant in EIA terms. They would, however, 

cause ‘less than substantial’ harm to the heritage assets listed above. These 

assessed levels of ‘less than substantial harm’ are considered to be at the low 

to mid end of the scale. It is not considered that there is any potential to 

mitigate, beyond that included within the design (i.e. enhancement of existing 

hedgerows, inclusion of open meadow spaces to break up the areas of solar 

panels), these effects. This ‘less than substantial harm’ would, therefore, need 

to be ‘weighed against the public benefits of the proposal’ as per the policy 

test outlined in NPS EN-187. 

Moderate Effects 

6.8.56 This assessment has predicted moderate adverse effects upon the settings 

of the following heritage assets during the Operational Phase (introduced via 

elements of the Scheme intruding into elements of the assets settings or in to 

wider views that also include assets considered to have sensitivity to those 

types of visual intrusion): 

• The Grade II Listed Chadwell Farmhouse (Asset 129) and Hall Farmhouse 

(Asset 149) in Pertenhall, due to the proximity of elements of the 

development (within Site A) that will be within plots historically associated 

with the farmhouses; 

• Heritage Assets within Great Staughton including the Grade II Listed the 

Manor (Asset 526) and its associated non-designated parkland (Asset 

648), largely due to the proximity of elements of the development (within 

Site C) and the potential for the elements of the development to encroach 

within views between Great Staughton and the raised ridge to the south 

southwest, with the Cretingsbury motte castle Scheduled Monument 

(Asset 4) and the Grade I Listed Church of All Saints (Asset 38), which are 

considered to be important to their historic settings and characters and 

contributes to their overall significance; 

• The Roman small town south of Great Staughton Scheduled Monument 

(Asset 991), within the northern part of Site C, and the Scheduled 
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Monuments of Rushey Farm (Asset 2), and two bowl barrows (Asset 13) 

due to the proximity of elements of the development (within Site C) and its 

encroachment within potential intervisibility between the assets that are 

considered to be making a small contribution to their overall significance. 

These moderate levels of effect assume the Option 1 BESS and 

Substation (within Site C), see above for assessment of level of effect (in 

the Section 6.8.43) on these assets assuming the Option 2 BESS and 

Substation (within Site D); and 

• The non-designated possible moated site (Asset 407) within the north-

western corner of Site D which would be immediately surrounded on its 

northern and eastern sides by the Scheme (whether solar panels or the 

Option 2 BESS and Substation) which would remove part of its immediate 

rural setting that is considered to be making a contribution to its overall 

significance. 

6.8.57 These levels of effect are significant in EIA terms. It is assessed that they 

would cause ‘less than substantial’ harm to the heritage assets listed above. 

These assessed levels of ‘less than substantial harm’ are considered to be at 

the low to mid end of the scale. It is not considered that there is any potential 

to mitigate, beyond that included within the design (i.e. enhancement of 

existing hedgerows, inclusion of open meadow spaces to break up the areas 

of solar panels), these effects. This ‘less than substantial harm’ would, 

therefore, need to be ‘weighed against the public benefits of the proposal’ as 

per the policy test outlined in NPS EN-188. 

Decommissioning Phase 

6.8.58 The Scheme will be decommissioned at the end of the operational phase. At 

this time, all solar panels, inverters and transformers, mounting structures, 

fencing, and associated infrastructure including the East Park BESS and East 

Park Substation will be removed from Site. Cabling would be removed from 

the Site, but any cable conduits would likely be left in-situ.  
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6.8.59 It is expected that the selected method of decommissioning would have due 

regard to the management measures set out within the oDEMP, which is yet 

to be drafted. Any future maintenance, decommissioning works or 

reinstatement works would be subject to prevailing legislation, guidance and 

permitting regimes. The decommissioning would allow for the baseline land 

uses (i.e. arable agricultural production) to be restored. 

6.8.60 A well-designed decommissioning process would not cause any ground 

disturbance beyond the already disturbed footprint of the Scheme. It is not, 

therefore, anticipated that decommissioning works would cause direct 

impacts upon any buried archaeological remains, deposits or features beyond 

the existing footprint of the Scheme.  

6.8.61 The potential harm to buried archaeological features from the removal of the 

piles will be discussed with stakeholders and taken in to consideration as part 

of the development of the archaeological mitigation strategy for the Scheme. 

With regard to the other infrastructure within the Scheme (Solar PV Panels, 

substations, BESSs and other infrastructure including buried cabling, 

including along the cable connection corridor), it is assumed that these 

elements would be removed during decommissioning using similar extents 

and methods to those used during their construction and that, therefore, any 

buried remains already removed during construction would not experience 

any further impacts.  

6.8.62 It is considered that there is a potential for temporary effects upon the settings 

of heritage assets during the decommissioning phase, but it is not anticipated 

that these would cause a level of effect higher than those reported in this 

Chapter for Construction and Operation of the Scheme. Any 

decommissioning effects would be temporary and of a shorter duration than 

the assessed Construction effects. 

6.8.63 Upon the completion of the decommissioning the long-term effects of the 

Operational Phase on the setting of assets would be removed, with the setting 

of those assets restored to the current baseline condition with the exception 
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of the elements of new green infrastructure (hedgerows and trees) which 

would have become permanent additions to the landscape. 
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6.9 Additional Mitigation and Monitoring 

6.9.1 Ongoing archaeological investigation is being undertaken across the Scheme 

Boundary in the form of additional areas of geophysical survey and a 

forthcoming trial trench evaluation which will be undertaken in line with a WSI 

approved by the BBHET, CHET and HE in July 2024. 

6.9.2 This WSI was produced in accordance with a brief provided by the BBHET 

and CHET which required a proportional approach to the potential direct 

impacts on buried remains, outlined as follows: 

• All areas proposed for high development impact (i.e. battery storage, 

compounds, access, cabling, hard landscaping) should be trenched at a 

circa 3.5% sample, regardless of geophysical survey results. 

• Within Site C, a ‘buffer area’ of 250m from the geophysical anomalies of 

the Roman town, or their projected extent, should be trenched at a circa 

4% sample. 

• In Sites A, B and D, and the remainder of Site C, all areas of likely 

archaeological anomalies identified in the geophysical survey should be 

trenched at a circa 2.5% sample, to provide sufficient information about 

significance, extent, depth of overburden and state of preservation of 

archaeological remains to support the DCO application, identify any 

remains of national significance, and devise appropriate mitigation 

strategies. 

• In Sites A, B and D, and the remainder of Site C, an appropriate ‘buffer 

area’ around areas of geophysical anomalies should be trenched at a circa 

3-4% sample, to ensure that the extent of the ditched archaeological sites 

identified in the geophysics is ascertained. The size of the ‘buffer area’ is 

dependent on the characteristics of the anomalies, and can be determined 

following consultation with the archaeological advisor for the respective 

local authority. These trenches should be positioned appropriately to test 

places where ditches etc. may continue outside the area of anomalies. 
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• In Sites A, B and D, and the remainder of Site C, areas without identified 

geophysical anomalies should be trenched at a circa 1.5% sample to 

inform the DCO application (pre-determination) with a further 1.5% sample 

with 0.5% contingency to follow as a requirement of the DCO (post 

determination). This is to allow any large areas of significant 

archaeological remains not picked up by the geophysics and that may 

impact on the viability of the scheme, to be picked up pre-determination, 

while providing a proportionate approach to the archaeological 

requirements for the proposed development. The further 1.5% (+0.5% 

contingency) would allow for the eventual full evaluation of the site, and 

identification of final areas requiring mitigation. 

6.9.3 These works have the potential to further revise the understanding of the 

extent and significance of any archaeological remains within the Scheme 

Boundary. 

6.9.4 On completion of these it is anticipated that mitigation measures will be 

required in areas of highest archaeological sensitivity, which will be identified 

as ‘Areas of Archaeological Constraint’. These measures could include: 

• Utilisation of ‘no dig solutions’ to avoid direct impacts upon identified 

buried remains; 

• Completion of targeted area excavations to allow for the ‘preservation by 

record’ of any buried remains that would be directly impacted; and 

• Potential revision to the design and layout of solar areas and green 

infrastructure to avoid further direct impacts upon remains of highest 

sensitivity.  

6.9.5 Any archaeological fieldwork commissioned in order to mitigate direct effects 

will result in the production and dissemination of a professional archive, which 

will add to our understanding of the cultural heritage of the site and the region.  
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6.10 Residual Effects 

Construction Phase 

Direct Effects 

6.10.1 It is assessed that the completion of the ongoing trial trench evaluation and 

any further mitigation works would either result in direct impacts upon buried 

archaeological remains either being completely avoided or minimised by 

design (or utilisation of ‘no dig solutions’) allowing for ‘preservation in situ’ or 

mitigated via programmes of archaeological investigation allowing for any 

remains to be ‘preserved by record’. The level of residual effects upon buried 

heritage assets would depend upon the mitigation employed but would either 

result in avoidance, and thus no effects, or minimisation. Where avoidance of 

impacts is not possible excavation and recording of the assets would ensure 

that impacts are offset by ensuring preservation by record. On this basis it is 

not anticipated that there would be any significant direct residual effects 

arising from the Construction Phase. 

Indirect Effects 

6.10.2 As liaison with the Hydrology team has indicated that are as there are no 

significant excavations or underground obstructions that could affect 

groundwater movement, it is not anticipated that there would be any 

significant impacts on groundwater. The drainage strategy (PEIR Volume 1 

Chapter 8) would mitigate against any potential increase in run-off and so it 

is also not anticipated that there would be any increase in scour that could 

affect archaeology. On this basis no significant residual indirect physical 

effects are anticipated. 

Temporary Effects upon Setting 

6.10.3 The identified temporary effects upon the setting of designated heritage 

assets in the vicinity of the site during the construction phase would not 

continue beyond the completion of the construction phase.  
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Operational Phase  

6.10.4 The assessed levels of residual effects from the Operational Phase upon 

heritage assets are predominantly related to the potential visual impact of the 

completed Scheme. Although it is acknowledged that there may also be noise 

and traffic (for maintenance etc.) impacts during the Operational Phase these 

are not considered to have the potential to exceed the levels assessed for the 

visual impacts. As noted above two potential locations for the East Park BESS 

and East Park Substation are being considered; these being siting within Site 

C (Option 1) or Site D (Option 2).  

6.10.5 With the exception of the minimisation of some effects, depending on the final 

siting of the East Park BESS and East Park Substation, it is considered that 

the residual levels of effect would be unchanged from the Operational levels 

assessed above. 

6.10.6 Options for offsetting through public benefit are outlined in Section 6.7 and 

include potential community engagement activities such as Education 

Programmes, Training Opportunities, Knowledge Sharing and Dissemination, 

Events, Interpretation and the provision of Learning Materials. 

Decommissioning Phase  

6.10.7 The assessed levels of residual effects from the Decommissioning Phase 

upon heritage assets are predominantly related to the potential for further 

direct effects during the removal of piles and other elements of the Scheme 

(which are not anticipated to exceed those of the Construction Phase and 

would be mitigated via either avoidance by design or ‘preservation in record’ 

by programmes of archaeological investigation. It is not predicted that the 

potential temporary effects upon the setting of heritage assets during the 

Decommissioning Phase would exceed the levels reported for the 

Construction and Operation of the Scheme. On this basis it is not anticipated 

that there would be any significant adverse residual effects arising from the 

Decommissioning Phase. 
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6.10.8 Upon the completion of the decommissioning the long-term effects of the 

Operational Phase on the setting of assets would be removed, with the setting 

of those assets restored to the current baseline condition, with the exception 

of the elements of new green infrastructure (hedgerows and trees) which 

would have become permanent additions to the landscape. As such residual 

effects following decommissioning would be neutral, and, therefore, not 

significant. 
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6.11 Conclusions 

6.11.1 This Chapter provides an assessment of the likely significant effects of the 

Scheme upon archaeological and cultural heritage assets. This includes 

direct and indirect effects resulting from the construction and 

decommissioning of the Scheme, and effects upon the settings of heritage 

assets which may arise during operation of the Scheme.  

6.11.2 This assessment was conducted with regard to the 2023 revised NPSs (EN-

189, EN-390 and EN-591) and with reference to the National Planning Policy 

Framework (NPPF92), and the accompanying online Planning Practice 

Guidance (PPG93). 

6.11.3 Pre-application consultation advice received from BBHET, CHET and HE was 

also taken into consideration. The primary sources of data for the assessment 

were Bedford Borough Council and Cambridgeshire County Council (for HER 

data), Historic England (for NHLE data and aerial photography), Bedford 

Borough Council and Huntingdonshire District Council (for Conservation Area 

information) and Bedfordshire Archives (for historic and cartographic sources) 

and observations made during the walkover survey and setting assessment 

site visits. The assessment also makes reference to the geophysical survey 

results (both completed and ongoing) and limited trial trench evaluation 

undertaken within the northern part of Site C. 

6.11.4 The majority of known assets are anomalies identified during the geophysical 

survey and through HER recorded cropmarks. Many of these remains appear 

to be related to prehistoric or Roman settlement, with some potentially 

representing funerary features which do not seem too dissimilar in character 

from HER and NHLE recorded assets in the landscape. The geophysical 

survey also identified a large area of anomalies (c.31ha) thought to be a late 

prehistoric or Roman town in the northern part of Site C, the extent of which 

has been Scheduled as the Roman small town south of Great Staughton 

Scheduled Monument in September 2024. The assessment has established 

that the Scheme would impact upon known remains. Variable levels of effect 
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have been predicted, dependant on the importance of the asset concerned 

and works to be undertaken; but a number of Moderate and significant effects 

have been predicted. 

6.11.5 The assessment has identified temporary significant effects upon the settings 

of the Roman small town south of Great Staughton Scheduled Monument 

(Asset 991) within the northern part of Site Cand the possible moated site 

(Asset 407) within the north-western part of Site D during the construction 

phase. 

6.11.6 This assessment had also established that the operational phase of the 

Scheme would have a significant effect in EIA terms upon the settings of the 

following heritage assets: 

• The Grade II Listed Chadwell Farmhouse (Asset 129) and Hall Farmhouse 

(Asset 149) in Pertenhall; 

• The Grade II Listed the Manor (Asset 526) and its associated non-

designated parkland (Asset 648); and 

• A non-designated possible moated site (Asset 407) within the 

northwestern corner of Site D. 

6.11.7 The assessment has also established that, were the Option 1 substation to 

be developed within Site C, the operational phase of the Scheme would have 

a significant effect in EIA terms upon the settings of the Roman small town 

south of Great Staughton Scheduled Monument  (Asset 991) within the 

northern part of Site C, and the Scheduled Monuments of Rushey Farm 

(Asset 2), and two bowl barrows (Asset 13). No significant effects have been 

identified upon the settings of any of the other heritage assets considered by 

this assessment. 

6.11.8 It may be possible to mitigate any potential direct impacts on significant 

archaeological remains through design (avoidance), utilisation of ‘no dig 

solutions (reducing the level of impact) or through programmes of 

archaeological monitoring, excavation and recording which would allow any 
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remains to be ‘preserved by record’. Therefore, direct effects would either be 

avoided, minimised or offset.  

6.11.9 Residual setting effects will be as per the effects predicted for the operational 

phase and in most cases (as noted above) not significant. Significant residual 

effects are anticipated upon the settings of the Grade II Listed Chadwell 

Farmhouse (Asset 129) and Hall Farmhouse (Asset 149) in Pertenhall , the 

Grade II Listed the Manor (Asset 526) and its associated non-designated 

parkland (Asset 648) and, the non-designated possible moated site (Asset 

407) within the northwestern corner of Site D.  

6.11.10 Were the Option 1 substation to be developed within Site C, then significant 

residual effects are anticipated upon the Roman small town south of Great 

Staughton Scheduled Monument (Asset 991), within the northern part of Site 

C, and the Scheduled Monuments of Rushey Farm (Asset 2), and two bowl 

barrows (Asset 13). As the overall significance of these assets will remain 

intact and appreciable the level of harm is considered to be ‘less than 

substantial’. The policy test in NPS EN-1 specifies that this ‘less than 

substantial’ harm this ‘should be weighed against the public benefits of the 

proposal, including, where appropriate securing its optimum viable use’94. 

Further Work 

6.11.11 This chapter presents preliminary environmental information on the 

assessment of the Scheme’s impacts on Cultural Heritage and Archaeology. 

Further assessment will be completed prior to submission of the application 

for development consent, and will include: 

• Completion of archaeological geophysical survey across remaining solar 

development areas, cable corridors, and the grid connection, so far as 

possible; 

• Completion of archaeological trial trenching across Sites A, B, C and D, 

so far as possible; and 
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• Consideration and assessment of cumulative effects resulting from the 

Scheme in-combination with other emerging or consented developments. 
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